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SPEECI OF COL. BENTON,
oN THE !

NEBRASEA BILE,

pelivered in the HAouse of Rapresentatives,’

Puesdayy April 35th, 1854,
—

The House being in Comumittee ot the Whole,

1. Chandler in the Chair:

Tur CustkMan—The question beiom the com.
gitree i6 on the Senate amendments to the defi-
and on that question the membes from

ey bill; '
\ississippi [ r. Hanris] has still the floor.
" Mr. Harris not availing himself of his right,

. Col. Benvon rose und addressed the Comumiltee.

TIE DILL COMES FROM A FREE STATE,

* |fany bill 10 impair the Missouri Compromise
i e of 1820 had been brought into this House by a
. gember from a slave state, or under the adminie-

 auon of a President elected from a slave stats,

1 4ould have déemed it my duty 1o have met it at
Z30 threshold, and to have made the raation which
1 ae parhiameniary law preecribes for the repulse of

- pheets wh ch are uot fit to be considered;

- qouid have moved its rejection at the first reading.
: patihe bul before us, for the two may be consid-

«ed as one. does nol come from that quarter.

_comes from a (ree state, und under the administra.
10 of a President efected lrom a free sate; and
galer that aspect ol its origin, 1 deemed it right (o
wait, and hear whal the members ot the free atates

.pad to say 10l

|1 was a proposition from their own sanks, to give
up ther-halt o! the slavery compromise ol 1820;
and 1t they chose 9 do,z0, 1 do not see how south

ern members could rfluse 10 accept it It was
. :

free st gheston: and the members from the free
stales were the majority and could do as they pleas-
ed Sl siond slont, waiting 1o see their lead, bu
withoot the siizhies! intention of being governed by
w Lhad my own couvietions of right and daty,
1 had come into go-
Jueal lite upon that compromise. 1 hiad stood upon
i above thirty years, and intended to stand upon 1t
w the end, * solitary and alone, it need be;” (ap-
plause and langhter] buy prefernng company 1o so-
“yude. and not Joutiting lor an instant what the re-

spd meani to act npon them.

alt was to be. .

| have sa1d, that this bill comes into Congress
wder the administration of a free-state President;
it da not mean to say or insinuate by that re-
mark, that the President favors the bill. | know
snthing ot hue disposition towards it; and if [ did, [
11 would be vnparlia-
mentary, aud a breach of the privileges of ihis
The President’s opinions can on-
¢ be made known to us by himselt, in a message
awrnang. o that way itis his right, and often
ws duty, 10 communicate with ns. And in 1hat way
there 18 no room for mistake il cuting his opinions;
ro room for an unauthorized use of his name; no
room for the umpulation of contradiclory opinions’
10 him ; and 4n that way he becomes responsible lo
the American people for the opinions he may de-

mould not disclose 1t here.

House 1o do so.

liver.

- All other modes of communication are forbid to
him, as teading to an ‘undve and uvnconstitntional
I is
not bribery alone, attempied upon a member, which
constitutes a breach of the privileges ot this House.
It 1s any atlempt (o operate upon 4 member’s vote
by any consideration of hope or fear, favor or affec.
uan, praspect of teward, or dread of punistunent.
This is parliamentatry faw, as old as English par-
naments! consfantly mawntained by the British
House of Commaons, and lately declared in a most
I+ was doring the reign of our old
master, George the Third,’and in the famous case
of Fox's East India bill, a report waaspread n par-
fament by one of the lords of the bedchamber,that
-the king was opposed to the bill—that he wished
i defeased, and had eaid that he should consider
any member his enemy who shovld vote for it.—
The House of Commons took fire at ihis report,and

interference with the freedom of legislation.

ngnal manner.

mmediately resolved :—

“That to report any opinion, or pretended opin-
.m of his Majesty, upon aay bill depending in either
House of Parliament, is a high crime and misdewea-
rof, derogatary to the honor of the crown, a breach
{ 4he fundemental privileges of Parliament, and

nbversive of the constitntion of the countty.” ¢
¢ Thia resolve was adopted in a full Houose, by

mjorily of reventy-three votes ; and was only de.
caratary of existing parliamentary law—such as it
nd existed from. the time that English connties and
taroughs fiest sent knights of the shire and burges-

. #es 10 represent them in the Parliament House.

san.0old Enghsh parlianientary law, and is 8o re-
corded by Hatsell, and ali ihe writers on that law.
liis also American law, as old as our Congress,
ud, as such, recorded in Jeflereon’s Manual: It is
tonesr law ; and, ae such, existent in ever honest
beart. Sir, the President of the United Siates can
send us no opinions except in writien messages,
wd no one can report his op:mons lo influence the
conduct of members upon a bill, without being ob-
Toxi0us 1o the censute which the British House of
Commons prononnced upon the lord of the bed-
chamber, in the case of the King and the Fox East

India bill.
MINISTERIAL INTERFERERCE.

Nor can the Presideat’s Secretaries—his ‘head
tleike, a3 Mr. Randolph used to call them—send
us their opjniuns on subjects of legislation depend.

: ‘Ln only teport, and that in
¥uling, on the subjenis 1elerred 10 them by law ot

Y 3 ote ol the Houses. Non-inlervention is their

Uy in relation lo our legielation ; and if they at-
‘emp! 10 intervene in any of our busness, I must
be allowed, for one, 1o repulse the attempt, and to
gvﬂé-s for 1t uo higher degree of respect than that
r. Barke expressed for the opinions of a Bri.
lish Lord Chancellor, delivered to the Honee of
Epmmons, in a case 1 which he had no concem.
SI% 1 suppoge f can be alfowed to repeat on this

00t 80y degree of compariscn, ot figore of speech

A use on the floor of the Bri.
tish House of Commons. He was a classic speak-

, besides that, author ol-a treatise on the Sg.
te 80d Beautiful ; though [ do not conider the
particolar figure which 1 have 10 repeal, although

1o be a perfect ilius.

ing before us. They

which M: Borke could

er, and
blime

just and picturesque in uself
tiration of either branch of his admired \reatise.
was in reference to Lord Thorlow,

oralar’s senee of
gn;sed the imrug'
id aaot care thrse jumps i
say the same of & g ps.o! a lonse for it.
ted hete fram our
ix;g be{_ote m;; and that i
come irom them-——whejh \
[Roars of langhter.] Jieras 8 nal,or
©  BUBLIC PRINTER'S INTEAFERENCE.
8ilt fess do { admit the right of intervention

om legislative duties in another class of inter

1, and .who.might ot be able 10 meddle :\'e:u
h oot business, ware it not for the minisration
4 speak of-the public printers, who
bread (and thal boltered oa. both

wil
of oor bounty.
get their_daily
tides) by our daily printi

Smocralic members of this House, under the

=

» 0 who had inter-
vened in some legislative business, contrary ll: :l;e

right and decency. Mr. Burke re.
\ve opinion, and declared that he
8 Sir, 1
opinion which may be repor.

tlaries on any bill depend.

" 30y form in which it may-
as inlggers.

ting, and who tequite the
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stant penalty of political damnation, to give intheir
adhesion to every bill which they call adminiaira,
tion ; and.that in every change it may undergo-=
althouglr more changeable than the moen. Fozthat.
class of intermeddters I have no patliamentary law
10 administer, nor any quotation froni Burke 16, ap-
ply—nothing but a linlé fable to tead ; the value
of-which, as in all good fables, liés’ in its moral.—
‘1t isin French, and eqtitted, ¢ L'anie ef*son maitve,”
which, being done in Englizh, sigaifies, t Theass
and hig magter,” and rons thagi—~ .

“ An ass took it inlo)xis head to scare his mas.
ter, and pui on a lion’s ékin, and went and slagd in
1be path. And when he saw-his master comidgz, he
commenced toaring, as he thoughi’; but he only
brayed, and the'master knew it'was his ass: go he
went up to bim with a cudgel, and beal him neatly.
to death.” o

That is the end of tha fable, and. .the moral of it-
is, * a cantion to all asses 10 lake care how they
undernake 1o scate their masiers.”  {Prolonged ap-
plause, cries of good, good]

Mr. Chairman, \his House will have fallen 1ar be-
low its constitutional mission, if jt suflers itself do
be governed by amhoﬁs; , bt dragooned by its ewn’
hirelings. 1 am a inan of rio bargains, but act open-
1} ly with any man that acts for the public geod ;and
in this spirit, [ offer the” right’ hand of political
friendship to'every member of this body that will
siand Logether to vindicate is privileges, protect its
11 refpectabitity, and maintaia it in the high place for
which it was intended—~the master branch of the’
American government. : o
. MISSOURI COMPROMISE NOT MERELY A STATUTE

The question before us is, to get rid of the Mie.
souri Compromise line ; and, to a lawyer, that is
an easy question. That compromuse is in the form
of a statute, and enestafite is repealable by anoth.
er. That shorl view is enough fog a lawyer. To
a staresman it'is something different, and refers the
question ¢f its repeal, not 1o law books, but to rea-
sons of state policy—to the circomsiances upder
which it was enacted, and 1he cansequences which
are to flow from its abrogation: This compromise
of 1820 is not a mere. statute, to last lor a day; it
was inlendeq for perpetvity, and so declared iself.
it is,an enactment to settle a controversy ~and cid
settle it—and cagnot be abrogajed withoutreviving
that controversy : e

1t has given he countty peace for above ihiny.
years ; how many years of disinrbance will its ab-
rogation bring 2 That is the slalesman’s question ;
and without assuming "o be much of a stalesman {
claim to be enough so to copsider the consequences
of breaking a retlement which pacified acoutinent.
| remember the Missouri coniroversy, and how it
destroyed all social leeling, and al! capacity for be-
nelicial legislation ; and merged &ll political prin.
ciple in an angry contest about slavery—~dividicg
the Union into two paris, and drawing up the (wo
halves into opposite and confronting lines, like ene-
mies on the field of battle. ] do not wish to see
such times again ; and,. therefore, am against re-
viving them by oregking ap the setilement which
quieted them.

THE THREESSLAVERY COMPROMISES.

The Missouri Campromise of 1820 was the par-
titoning between the lre€ and slave states, of a
greal province, taking the character of a perpetonal
settlement ; and classing wiih the two great com-
promiges which gave us the ordinance of July 13,
1787, and the federal constitution of September 17,
of the same year. There are three slavery com.
promises in our hislory, which connect themselves
with the toundation and preservation of this Unionh.
Firsy, the terrilorial partition ordinance of 1787,
with it« elause for the recovery of fugitive slaves;
secondly, (he contemporaneous coustilutional re-
cogpition of slavery in the stales which. chose to
have it, with the fugitive slave recovery clavse  in
the same instrument ; thirdly the Missouri partition
line of 1820, with the eame clause annexed for the
recovery of fugilivé slaves, :

All three of these compromises are parl ‘and par-
cel of the same policy ; and neither a?lhem could
have been formed without the olher, nor either of
them without Ihe fugitive slave recovery clause in-
\porpora\ed in it. The ant-elavery clause in the
ordinance of 1787 could not have been adopted (as
was proved by its three years’ rejoction) without
the fugitive élave recovery glanse added to it ; the
constitution could not have been formed withoutits
recognition ‘of slavery in the states which chose i,
and the guaranty of the right to recover slaves flee-
ing into the fiee states; the Missouri controversy
could not bave been settled without a partition of
Louisiana between jree and slave soil; and that
a | pastitiop could not have been made withouithe ad-
dition of the same clause for the recovery of fugi-
tive sfaves. Thus, all Ihree compromises are set-
lements of existing questions, and intended to be

erpelual. They are ali three of equal moral va-
ft | lidity.  The conglitutional compromise is guarded
by a higeer-obligation in consequence of its'incor-
poration in that instrument ; but it inno way differs:
“from the other iwo in the circumstances which jn.
duced it, the policy which guards i, or the conse-
‘quences which would flow from its abr-fgation, A
proposition to destroy the slavery compromises in
ihe constitation would be an open proposition to
break up the Union ; the attempt to abrogate the
compromises of 1787 and 1820 would be virtnala‘-
tempts lo desttoy the harmony of the Union, and
prepare it for dissolution, by desttoying.the confi.
dence and aflectipn in which it is founded.

The Missouri Compromise of 1820 18 a continua-
tion of the ordinance of 1787—ita exiension to the
since acquired territory West of the Mississippi,and
no way diflering from it-eitber in principle or de-
1ail. The ordinance of 1787 divided the then tet-
ritory of the United States abont equally between,
the iree and siave states ; the Missouri Compromise
line did the same by the additional tersitory of the
United Stafes as it siood in 182G,; and in bothcases
it was done by act of Congress, and was the settle-
ment of a difficulty which was 1o last forever. 1
consider them .both, with their fuginve elave re-
covery clauses, and the similac clause in (he con..
stitation, as pant and parcel of the same tran
saction—different articles in the same general set-
tlement. - . : )

The anti-slavery clause in ihe ordinance of 1787
could not have been put in (as was proved by its
three years’ rejection) without the lugitive slave
recovery clause added to it. The constitotion could
not have been formed-without-the recognition of
slavery in the states which' chose-it, and the right

'

It

Missouri Compromise could not have been settiéd
except by the prohibition of slavery in the tppef
halt of the territory of Lovisiana; andthat prohbi-
tion could not have been obtained withoot the
':\gbt 1o recover fugitive slaves from the part made
ree, S "
‘Thos, the ihree measutes are one, and the or-
dinance of 1787 father tothe other two.) Tt fed 16
the adoption of the fogitive slave clause in the con-
stittion, und we may say, to thedjormation of the
constitution wsell, which conld not have heen adopt-
ed without tha ¢}
property in which it was founded. This vitsl fact
tesulis of itself from_the history of the case. In
I‘sgm;h of the year 1784, the Vi?mil;delegaﬁ,on in
M° \‘i'len Congrets-ot the. confederation, headed by
a %. deflersan and Mr: Monroe, canveyed the nonh-
lhemm \exritory 10 the, thisteen. Uniled States.. Jn
;e b?omb of April ensning, the organizing mind
o ks Jeflorson, always bent upon.sysiems and
adminuwiration, brought in apn ordinance for the

It

in

in.

of recavering slaves flesing to-the free siates. The-

apse, und the récognitidn dfslave’

government-of the tarniioty: 50 conveyed, ‘with the
‘anti slavery clause as.a pagt of.it, 10 take eflect.in
ibe year 1800; but without a clansa for the.recove.,
_ry of fogitive sfaves. ‘Fdi the want of this provi-
sion the -anti.slavéry clase was opgmad‘by the
slaveholding states, & réjected ; and thejordinance
waa passed withoul it. fo July-of ithe year 1787,the
ordinance was, remodelled, the anti slavery clause,
with thefughive sfave tecovery clause, as they now
stand, wefe inserted in it; and in ihat shape the
ordinance-had the unanimous vole of ‘every slate
present—eight in the. whole—and an equal gumber
of slave and free glates presgnl. Thuys,. it is clear
that 1he anti-siavery clause in the ordinance of 1787
could nothavepassed without the fugitive slave
tecovety clause annexed, . They were inse}mnble-
10-Abeis binh, and must be so in their, life; and
those who loye one musttaxcept the other.

" This was done in the honth of July, in the city
of New Yoik, where the Congress of theconfeder-

ting at the same time in the cjly of Philadeiphia, at
work ppon a federal consli_lul;on. Two bodies were
in constant communication with each other, and
some leading'members (as Mr, Madison dnd Gen.
Hamilton) ‘were members of each, and attending
by torna.in each.. The consuintion was finished in
September, and received 1he fuzitive slave recov.
ery clause immediately afier its insertion in the or-
dinance. 1t was the woik of \he same hands, and
at the same time, in both instruments; and it is
well known that the constitution Tould not have
been formed withoul that clanse.

Thas the compromise clause ia the ordinance is
father to the compromise claee in the constilation ;
and the Missouri Compromise résults from both;
and all thtee etand before me as founded in the
same cucumstancesy juduced by, the same consid-
erations, and directed by the same policy—ihat of
the peace, harmény and perpetvity of this Union.
In point of mortal obligation T consider them equal,
and-resulting from conditions which vender them
indispensible. Two of them have all the'gualities
of a comnpromise—those of the ordinance and of the
constitntion. ‘They are founded ir agreement—in
consent—in compacl—and are assacred and nvio
lable as human agteements can be. The third one
—that of the Dlissouri auti-slavery line--was not
made vpon agreement,

MISSOURI COMPROMIsE IMPOSED BY SOUTHERN VOTES.
Tt was imposed by votes—by the South upon the

North—resiated by the North at thst 1ime—acqui-
esced in afterwards; and by thet ac(juie‘scence‘\)e-
came a binding cov e -bath. parties;
and the more so on the Sonih because she impgs-
ed. Irepeat; it was an imposilion, not a compact..
The South Jdivided, and "took choice; and now it
wiil not do to claim the other hall on the gronnd of
original diesatisfacuon of the other party. Bruth-
ers cannot divide ap estate in thalt way—one make
the division, and take choice,and atterwardsclaim
the other hall: The Southhas her half She gave
it away once—gave it to Spain; and the Norh
helped her to get it back, even at the expense ol
wat-—withon! suspecting thal she wassirengthening
the South to enable it (o lake the other hall. But
this attempt does not come [rot the South, and
finds resistence there.

THE RESULT OF AN ATTEMPT TO REPEAL THE
COMPROMISE OF 1787.

This brings us o the question of repeal or abro-
gation of these compromises. The one in ihe con-
stituion® cannot be gol rid of withoat an amend-
ment 10 that instrnment, and is, Stherefore, beyond
the reach of Congress. The other two, being in
the form of swatutes, are subjects of legislation, and
lega!ly repealable by Congress. Effuris were made
to \mpair one, that of 1787, some fifly years ago =—
An etfort is now made to repeal the other ; and the
history and fate of the first altempt pay be advan-
tageous in the consideration of the second. It was
in the year 1803. The terrilory of Indiana had been
slave territory under the French Governmeni, and
continued so under the American until 1787. [t
extended o the Missiseippi, and conteined many
slaves. Vincennes, Cahokia, Praitie de Rocher,
Kaskaskia, were all slaveholding towns. The in-
babitauts were attached to that property, and wish-
ed to retain it, a1 least temporarily ; and also to in-
vile a slaveholding emigration, until an increaseof
poputation should form an adequate sapply of free
labor; and they petition Congress accordingly.—
The petition came from a convention of the people
presided by Governor Harrison, andonly asked for
the suspension of the anti-slavery part of the ordi-
nance for ten years, and limited in its application
to their own tesrilory.  The petilion was referred
to a select commitiee of the !gousu ; Mr. Randolph
was chairman, and received it8 answer in a report,
in these words:

« The rapid population of the State of Ohio sof-
ficiently evinces, in the opinion of your commiltee,
that the labor of slaves is Dot necesrary lo, support
the growth and settlements of colonies in that region.
That this labor, demonstrably the dearest of any,
can only be emploved to rdvantage 1 the culture of
produets mare-vainable than any known igthat quar-
ter of the United Staies ; that theé committee deem
it highly dapgerous and inexpedient to impair a
prosision wisely caleutated to promote the happiness
and prosperity of the northwestern country, and o
give sirength and security 1o ibat extensive frontier.
In the salutary operation of this sagacious and be-
Bevolent restraint, it is believed that the inhabitants
of Indiana. wifl, at no very distant day; find ample
remuneration for.a temporary privation of labor and
emigration.” ] o

This was the answer of the select commillee;
and it became the answer of the House—of this
Hotse josi 50 yeats ago—when the «aputh, was abogt
as ably, represeuted here as il ever has been since,
and when its relalive sirength was greater than it
has ever been since. The answer is a peremptory
refusal fo yield to the petition 6f the people of In
diana, even-for a fen years local suspension of this
anti-slavery clause: « Highly dangerous and in-
expedient to impair thal provision ””" Yes, lo jm-
pair! that is the word; and ifis a vefosal (o weak
en or leasen, in the emallest degree, an act which’
the commiltes calls a  benevolent and sagacious
act,’” and which they recommend to mainfain un-
impaired, because jt is s calculated ta increase the
happiness and prosperity of the northwest, and 1o
give strength’ and “secority (o its frontier That
Congress—and that without division between North
and South—would not impait- an act of so much
future good Lo posterily, nol gven upan the mistak-
en application of a few present inhabitants.

Bat this was not the end of the petitions. 'The
people of Indiana were not satisfied wilh one re-
poise. They returned to the charge; and four
\imes more, in the .couree of as many years, fe-
newel their application for the ten years’ suspen-
tion of the ordinance, It was rejected each ume,
and onee in the Senate, where the North Carotina
senalor { Mr. Jesro Frapklin) was chairmap of the
commitieg which made the separf againatit. Five
times, in aa many years, re]hqeil&ed_by Congress; and
1hie tejection the more emiphatic in'some insiances
because it:was the reversat by the ‘House of a fa.
vosablé report fiom a commiites. . Apd.gow, whai
inbabitant ..o}, Indisna does. not, rejoice . al the
deliveranca which the_ firmness of Con
ihén gave thén, in epite of the request of its inhab:
itants Bty yoara agd¥: ‘& ~ taint U0 YA

Thus, five limes in the beginning of this century
—five iﬁﬂenm times, and . without apy. distiaction
between _noithemn ,and sombern, .. members—did
Congress refuss 1o impais” 1he slavery compio-

mise of 1787, notwithptanding five imes ask fos

TOWANDA; BRADFORD-COUNTY;.

ation then sat. The National Convention was »it- |-

sherifls, and attorneys; and the clause extending ihe

ongress

Yoy

M 3 A

1

“

eignty! where were you then? It was a case for
'you to have.shiown yotie- hradwto-have arisen in
your might—and esiablished ‘your supremacy’ for.
ever, It was a'case of a convention .of the sover-

igns themselves; and neither-this convention nor
the Congreas had'a dream sf thivirsovereignty. The
convention pelitioned. Congress.-as a ward would
its goardian, or childrén under age' wauld- pétition
their father, and -Congress awarded‘like -a good
guatdian, ot a-good:fither,: that it would nat give
them an evil, althongh they begzed for it. Benight-
ed limes these, and -infinitsly -behind the present
age. The mare’s nesi-had nbi:then:béen’ fornd: in
which has been laid the marvellous egg out of

which has been hatched 'the” nondeseript’ fowl,,

*yelapl # squatter soverignty”. (Ladghtet)' The'

illustrious principle olnea-intervenlion had not then

been invented.. The igngramus of that day:bad

never heard of it, though now to be leamned in ev-
1y horn-book ; and, [ believe, no.where elee bul

it the horn-books.  { Renewed merriment.)

H0W IT 18-PEOPOSED TO DISTURB THE COMPROMISE.

Five limes in the beginning of this ceniury. did
Congress rejuse 10 ympair the s!avery compromise
ol ’&7 ; and now, In the middle of the centory
snd after 30 years peace under the Missouri Com

romise—the offspring and continnation of that ¢
87—-we ara calied upon, not merely to impair for
n season, bui 1o Jesiroy for ever, a lar greater com
promise—extending to far more terilory, and
growing oot of necessities far more pressing. And
bow called upon? Not by the inhabitants—not by
any one humen being living, or expecting to live
on the lersitory 10 be aflccied-~bui. upon a motion
in Congress—a silent, secret, fimping, bhalting,
creeping, squinling, impish motiou—cenceived 1n
the datk—midwifed in a committee room, and
sprung upon Congress and the country in the siyle
in which Goy Fawkes intended to blow up the
Patliament houss, with his five hundred barrets of
gunpowder hid in the cellar, under the wood —
(Laughter )

My answer to such a motion is to be found inthe
whole volume of my politcal -lite. 1 have stood
upon tfie Missouri Compromise lor above thiny
years, and mean 1o stand urou it to the end of my
life; and, in deing so, shall act, not only according
to my own cherished convictions. of duty, bot ac-
eording 10 the often-declared couvictions of the
Geueral Assembly of my swls. The inviolability
af thal compromise line has ofien been declared
by that General Assembly ; aud, as late as 4847,
in these words: - . . "

« Regolved, That the peace, permanency,and wel-
fare of our national Union depend upon a satrict ad-
herence to the letter and pirit of the eighth seclion
of the sct of Congress of the Unitéd States, entitled,
“ Ap act to authorize the people .of the Missouri
territory to form a constitution and state government
and for the sdmission of such stales into the Union
on an equal footing with the original states, and to
prohibit slavery in certain territories’, approved
March 6, 1820."
—with an instruction lo the senators, and a re-
quest lo the represemalives ip Longress, o vole
accordingly.

t The peace,permanency & welfare ofthe Union

depend upen a strictsadherence 1o the Missousi
Compromise of 18207 So resoived the General
Assembly of Missouri as late as 1847. 1 believed
the Assembly was tight then; T believe ilnow—
and &0 believing, shall “ adhere” to the compro.
mise now, asthen, ‘¢ {n spiritand in letler.”
I shofild oppose any movements to impair that
comproimise, made in an open, direcl, manly man-
net: much more shall | oppose it if made in aco-
verl, indirec!, and unmaaly way. The bl or bills
betore us undertske to accomplish their object wuh-
out profesing it—upon reasons which are con'radie-
lory and unfounded—iu terms swhich are ambigu-
ons and inconsislient—and by throwing on others
the responsibilny of ite own act.

INSIDIOUS CHARACTER QF T/IE NEBRASEA BILL—AN
ATTEMPT Y0 SMUGGLE SLAVERY INTO THE TERRITORY.

It professes not 1o interfere with the sovereign
right of the people 1o fegisiate lor themselves ; and
the very first line ol this solemn profession throws
apon them a horee load ot law, which they may
have no right 1o refuse, or lime.to read, or money
to purchase, or ability to undersiand It throws up-
on them alkthe laws of the Uniled States which are
not locally inapplicabie ; and that comprehends atl
that are specially made for other places; also, it
gives them the coustitution; of the United
States, but without the privilege ol voting at pres:-
dential or congressional elections, or of making
iheirown judiclary. This is ron-interference with
a vengeance. A commaunity io be bured ander a
mountain of strange law, and cavered with & con-
stitution under which they are nol to have one sin-
ale political right '

mouuntain of irrelevant law, with (ke exceplion ol
the only one relevant and applicatle ! Su, it is the
crookel, ins:dions and pusillanimous way ol eflect-
ing the repeal ot the Missoart Compramise line.—
L inclodes alt taw for the suke of leaving out one
law; and eflects a repeal by an omission, and legis.
{ates by ap exception. [t is a new way ol repeal-
ing a law, and a bungling attempt to smuggle slave-
vy o the territory, and all the country out to the
Canada Imndand up the Rocky mountains. The
crooked line ol this emuggling process in this:
« Abolish the compromise line, and extends the
constiinhon over the country ; the conslitu'ion rec-
oguises slavery ;therefore, slavery is established as
goon as the line is abolished, ana the constitution
entended: and being put there by the conslitation,
it cannol be legislated out.” This iz the English
of tis smuggling proress; and cenainly nothing
more unworthy of legislalion>~more derogatory to
a legislaiive body—was ever attempied to be made
into law. Sir, the conslitution was not made for
tersitories, but far etates. 11 provisions are applica-
ble to states, and cannot be pul in operation in tes-
ritones. They cannot vola for President, or Vice-
President, or members of Congress, nor élect their
own officers, or prescribe the qualifications of voters,
or-administer their awn laws by their own Judges,

copstiation o them ie a cheat and an illusion, and
a trick to smuggle slavery into the territory. Nor
is it intended that they shull have any legislutive
right ander the constitution, even-in telation to
slavery. . They admit it because .it is.10 be \here
by the constitntion : tney cannot exclude it, becanse
tieconstitation pufs it there.  Thatis the argament;

by the peopte of the teriitoiy. - Oh, sqdatts? sover. [ will be nolaw ta'recoves a.slave from all that vast

} down tirat is ajscady town ! Il is now four years

.on the ground ? Then comes anoiher reason—ihat

Why this eicomloguiion ? this extension of a |

region. . .- 7 .. Lo e
¢ 1he condtitutional proyision i3 limifed "to siater;
ihe prowision ju.ibe; 8ct of. 1787 iy limjled to the
Nasth-westterrilary.; the second pati of the Missouri
‘Comptomise exiented, his fight to all ihe territory
north and west of Mjseousi; and that being repral-
ed, thai right of tecovesy is,_ loit! [ object io thie
on the, part of 1he siag of Missouri—the state to be
most injured by converiing all the tersilnry norh
and weat ol her, quite out lo the British line, into
afy asylum; for cunaway,slaves. The blundes can.
nal be corrected (at least if the, opinion of lhose
who deny the congtitational powet of Cangress 1o
legislate on slavery in terrjtosies) by act of Con.
res.. L, P .
g Then comes the reasori forexcepting the Missouri
Compromise from the exlension which i3 given 1o
a mass ol Jaws which are not there, and denied 10
itself which is there. 1{ihe reason hiad been, be.
canse i was afready thesé, it would have been 3
logical and.qompm{)ennible season ; but that isnot
the cause assigned; and those which arg. assigned
are actually numerons and cutious, and worthy of
examigpton. Firal, because it was superseded by
certain acts of 1850 ; next, that it is inconsistent with
those acie; then that it is inoperative; and finally,that
it never was there, being dead 1o its birth vr.der
the-constitution, and void from the beginning.
THE COMPROMISE OF 1850 DD NOT SUPERSEDR THAT
or 1820.

Let us look into these reasons, seriafim, us the
lawyers say - and first of supersession. It is eaid
the measures of 1850 superseded thie compromise
ol 1820 feo, why freat it now as still exislng,
and therelore 10 be repealel by an exceptian in
order to get rid of it? 1f it was repealed in 1850,
why do it over again in- $854 1 Why kill the dead?
But it was aot superseded ; but acknowledged and
confirmed by every speaker in 1850 that referred
1o the subject, and by- every act that mentioned il.
This being matler of tact, and proven by all soris
of testimony—parol, written, and record—it had
10 be given up, {thongh a test of political onhodoxy
as long as it stood,] and someihuig else put in ns
pizce. There upon supersession was isell super-
seded by * inconsistent.””  Ourofibe Irying pan into
the fire! (Laughter.]

Inconsisient signifies inability 1o stand together
—two thiugs which cunnot stand together—{rom
con and sisfo. Now, what is the fact with respeci
10 the compromises ol 1820 and 1850 ! Can they
nat stand together? And if not, why kuock the oue
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singe this inability lo stand together 100k efect;
and how do the two sets of measure muke out io-
gether at the end ol this time? Pedecly well.—
They are both on iheir leei—stauding bolt uptighi
—and will stand =0 forever, unless Congress knocks
ane ot the other ol them Jowu. Thisis faci, known
10 every body, admitted by the bill itself; for il the
first is inconsisient with 1he second, and vnable to
stand, why ali this trouble 1o put it down " Why
irip up the heels of the man already flat ol his back

this compsomise of 1820 is inoperative and void.—
Il 60, those who are against ils operalion should be
content. It is in the very cundition they wish it~
pselees, fowerless, inactive, dead—and no’ bar (o
the progress of slavery to the Noriki. ~Void is vacanl
empty, aothing of i Now, il the line- ol 36 deg
30 min is inoperative and void, it is in the coadi
tion of a fence fglullo:*d down, and the rails carried
away, and the field lefi open for ihe stock to enter.
But the lence is not pulled dowu yet  The line is
not yet inoperative and void. 1t is an existing
subsiantive line, alive and operaung ; and operat-
ing efleciually 1o bar the progress of slavery t0 the
Nonb ; and will so continue 1 opesaie un.il Con-
gress shall siop its operation. v
Then comes the final reason, that thete never
was any such line in the woild—that it wds uncon
stisutional und void—that it had no existence from
the beginning; and that it must not be repealed by
a ditect act, for that would be ta acknoweldge its
previous existence, and (o nullily the conditutional
agreement ; and, what is more terrible, involve the
authors of the doctrine in an inconsistency ol their
own; and thereby make themselves inoperative
and void. And this is Ihe analysis of (hé reasons
for the Nebraska bill—that past of it which is lo get
rid of the compromise of 1820 ; untrue, contradic
tary, euicidal and preposterous. "And why such
& larrage of nutlilies, congruinies, and inconsist-
encies !
Purely and simply to throw. upon others—upon
the Congress of 1350 and the innocent coustitution
—the blan.e ot what the bill isell is doing; the
blame of destroying the compromise of 1820, and
with it, destroying all confidence between the North
and the South, and arraying one half of Union |-
against the other in deadly hostility. It is to be
able to'throw blame upon the innocent that this
arrago is served op to uis. )
TERRITORIAL SOVEREIGNTY, NOKSENSE,
And whaiis all this hotch-powch tor? It is o
establish a principle.they say—the principle olnon
intervantion—af squatter sovereigaty. Sic, there
is no such principle, The tercitories are the chil-
diens of the siawgs.  They are minors, uwder twanty.
une years ol age ; and itis the business of ihe states,
through iheir delegation in Gongress, 1o lake care
of these minorg unlil they are of age—unti they
are ripe for state gosernmeni—hien give them thal
government, agd admit tuem o an equalyy with

ig'neuher 1o legisiate slavery into ‘or'gut of a aiaje
or terfitory. -Then why legislate at al}? Why alt
this distarbarict if no'etfect is prodaced, and things
‘to remminin just as they wers? Let "well’ encugh
alone, was the ol doctrine ; 10 make well epongh
still better, is the dochine of progress ; and that ig

well, and would be better, took physic, and here
1 am.” But the slates must be greaily delighted
at the politeness aud forbarance of thisbif). 1t puts
states and tersitories upon precise equality with
respect to the power of Cougtess over them. Con.
gress does'not mean to pi stavety in or ot 'of any
state or terr tory ‘To thint patite abnegatious ! have™
10 eay (har, in‘tespect of the' states, il is the supet-

.| erogation of modesty and’ humility, as Congress

happens to have no power 6 pot slavéry in ihem,
or out of them ; and in rerpect of the territories, o
is an abdicarion of a constitu ioudl puwerand duty ;
it being the right of Congress to legislate upan sla-

there is occasion for ft—as in 1787 and 1820,

1 object: to this shilly:shally—willy won'ty—
don'ty-can’ty—style of fegisiation. ‘(Roars of laugh-
ter.) 1t is not legistauve. It isnot parliamentary,
{t is not manly. Tiis not womanly. No woman
would 1alkk that way. No #hilly.shally in a wo.
man. Nothing of the female gender was ever boin
young enough, or lived long enough, to get befug-
ged insuch aqoandary as this. (Renewed lavgh--
ter.y Ut is one thing or the other with themn ; and
what they say they ? stick to. No break-
ing bargaing with therd But the 'end of 1his stomp
speech is the best of the whole. Different from
good milk, in which the cream rises 10 the top, i
here suitles 1o the botiom, and is in these words :

“ Leave it to the peaple thereof, that is to say, of
the states and of the territories, to regulate elavery for
themselves as they please, only subject to the -con-
stitution of *he United States.”

Certainly this is a new subjection for the states.
Heretotore they have been [ree to tegulaie slavery
for themeelves—admil it, or reject it; and that
notiby virtne of any grant ot power in "the
consuitation, but by vintu®ol an unsorrendered pant
of their old sovereignty.
ritories, Heretofuse they have been held to be
wards of Congress, and entitled to nothing, under
thie constitution, but that which Congiess exteuds
to them. Byt this clavse is:not accidedtally here;
it 18 to keép up the dogma of the constitation in
territaried ; but ouly there iu relation to slavery,
and that'Tor its admission—not its rejection.

Three dogmas now afilict the land; videlicet :
squatter sovereignty, non-intervention, and no pow.
er in Congress lo legislate upon slavery in terrilo-
ries. And this bill asserts the whole three, and
beautifully iflustrates the whole three, by knocking
each one on the head with the other and irampling
each under foot in its turn.  Sir, the bill does deny
Squatter sovereignty, and it does inlervene, snd it
does fegislale upon territories, and for a proof of
that, see the bill; and see it as the lawyers sey, pas-
#im; that is to say, here, and there, and every-
where.

It is 2 bill of assumptions and contradictions—
assuming whatis unfounded, and contradicting what
it assumes—and balancing every affiimation by a
negation. It is a ree-saw bill; bui not the innocent
see saw which chifdren play on a plank stuck thro'
a fence 3 bat the up-and-down game of politicfans
played at the expense of the peace and harmony of
the Union,aad to the sacrifice of all business in Con-
gress. Iiis an amphbological bili, stuffed with men-
strosities, Robbled with contradictions, and Badgered
wim&tg (Laughter.)

Amphibolug} is a.cause for the rejection of bills,
not only by Cobgress, bul by the President when
‘carried to him for his approval.” General Jackson
rejected one fur that cause, and it wasdess amphibos
logical than this; it was the last night of the last
day of his last administration, and a quarter before
midnight. Ceongress had sent him a bill to repeal
the specie circular,and to inaugurate the papermos
ney of a thousand local banks as the currency of the
Federal Government. It was an object not to bo
avowed, nor to be done in any direct. or palpable
manner.. Paraphrases, circamlocution, ambidexte:

rity and ambiguity, were necessary to cover up the
design ; and it-was_piled on until it was upintelli~
gible, The President read it, and could make no-
thing of it; be sent to his Attorney General, who
was equally puzzled. He then returncd it, with a
message to the Senate, refusing to sign the bill for
amphibology. We should reject this bill for the

same cause, if for nothing eise. Hard is the fate of
party fealty. It has to keep up with the ever-chaung-
ing measure. Often have thesc bills changed ; and

under every phase they have had 1o be received as

a tesi of orthodoxy : and have more changes to un.

dergo yet, and io coniinue to be a test under all mu-

tatiuns.,

SQUATTER .SOVBIEIGKTY EXPOSED.

And now, what is the object of this movement
which so disturbs Congress and the country? What
does it propose to accomplish ! To setile a princi-
ple, is the answer—the principle of non-intervention,
and the right of the people of the territory to decide
the question of slavery for themselves. Sir, there is
no such principle. The territories are the chilidren
of the states. ‘They are minors, under age,and it is
the business of the states, through their delegations
in Congress,ito take care of themn until they are of
nge—until they are ripe for §laté government ; then
to give them that governmest, and ndmit them to an-

-equality with their fathers. That is law, and has

their fachers, That is the law and the sense of the
case; and has been so acknowledged, sinca the
first ordinance fin 1784, by ali awhoiiues, federal
and state, legisialive, juodicial aud exventive,

The e1ates in Congiass are the guardians of the
terrilories, and are bouud to exercise the guandian-
ship ; and cannot abdicate it without a breach ol
trust and a deraliction-of duty. Tertitorial eover.
eignty is a monstrosity, ba u ol timidity and ambi

tion, hatebed into existence in the hot incubation
ol a presidential canvass, and revolting to the hold-
ers when furst presented.

“ Well do | remember that day when i was first
shown into the Senala Maik Anthony did not
belter rememberthe day when Cesar st pot o9
ihat mantal tirough which e was aflerwards pier:
ced with three and 1wenty b envious siabs.” Tt was
in the Senate in 1848, and was received as non-
sense—ns thp esseirenre’ of nonsense—as the
quintessence of nonsense~-as the five times distill-
- ed essence of political nonrensicali’y.

STUMP 6PRECH IN THE BILL.

Why, eir, the territory iteelfis the propenty ofihe

and it is a juggle 'worhy of the trick of ode eg
gnder three hais at" ihe: same ‘limeé-—zanld . under
neither sl any time . Besides, the conatitmiion. is
an oiganic, 0ot an adwinistrative act. ltis a code
of rmcipiea, not of lawe. Net a élausgin it
can be'execated except ‘by virtue of'a law made
sndet it—not evep the clause for récovering fugilive
slaves. : i

- RERRASKA AN ASYLUM FOR RUNAWAY SLAVES..

Bat} am not donw yet with the beadties of this
mode of repealing a law py_an exception. There
is a {ustlier consequence o ba detected in it The
Missouri Compiomise consisis of two diatinét parts :
fiemt, an’nbal‘mm.o(.ahvﬁ in:all the ancent-Lon -
isiana north.and west of Mi
vision for (he re¢avery of {ugitive sfaves in the terri-
toty inada frea; By the omitied egtension"of this
section, both these parts are- repedled: A° tract of

and bordering athousand miles oo Britizh. domin,

'ons, 18 made an‘asylum for fqgitiqq_ﬁllicl. There

copntry larger Ihan the-ald thirieen Atlantic states,.

been so admitted and acknowledged since the first
ordinance, in 1784. .

The states in Congress are the guardians of the
territories, and are bound to exercise that guardian.

ship; and cannot abdicate it without a breach of
trust and a dereliction of duty. Why, sir, the tegri-

tory itself isthe properiy of the slates, and they do
with it what they please—permit it to be seuled or
not, as they please; cut it up by lines,as they please ;
sell, or give it away as they please: é¢hase white
‘people from it, as they please. This has been ai-
ways the case. There is a proclamaticn now extant
of tho old Congress of the confederation, describing
the first settler in the Northwest territory as  disor-
dirly percons.” and ordering them to be driven off
by the military. ’

I rrmember many such military expolsionsin the
early seittement of the western coantry, oflen exe-
cuted with severity—hurning houses. culling up
corn, Jestraying fences,and driving off people at the
point of the bayonet, and under the edge of the sabre.
As late as 1835-'36, and after the extension of the
Indian title to the Platte country in Missouri, similar
orders were given to the then colonel of dragoons
commaading on that frontier, the how yenator in

states, and thay do-what they please with it—pet-
mil it to be seitled or not, as they please } col nup
by lines, as they please ; seli it, or give itaway,as
they please; chase white people from i, s they
pleass. Afier this latrago—this olls podrida— comes
a fitlle somp speech, injecied in the belly of the
bill, and which ‘must have 6 prodigious eflect when
tecited in the praities, and cul_towards the~fron-
tiets, and up lowards the hedds cfthe creeks —
( Langhter and sensation.y Twill read it, and 1 hope
without fatigoing the House ; for itis both brief and
beaovtiful, and sune thua: S
-+ It being the troe-intent Bnd meaning of this act
not to legislate-slavery into” any, state or . teridlory,

ssouti ;stcond ¥,.8 pro- | nor to exclude it therefrom’; but.to lepye the people

thereof perfeclly free to form and regulate their do-
mestie institations in their own ' way, subject only
10 the costitution of the United States.™
"This is the speech, and & preuy Yile thiug itself,
sad a very proier to be spoken from 3 stump M
the praitie. ' 1thds intént, and ats inteat; which

Congress, Henry Dodge, to “expel the people from
that purchase : orders which he exccuted in gens
\leness and mercy, going alvne, explajning his busi-
ness, and. requiring them to go away—which they
did, like good and orderly pecple-—and when he was
goae, came back like sensible and industrious peo-
plé, and secured their pre-emptions. Notonly
settled, but organized terrtory, has been ro trested
by tlfe federal government, and worse—tbo people
driven off,and their honses given away- This hop-
pened in.Arkaasas in 1828, when > ;
square miles of her organized terfitory was givento
the Cherokees, and the peoplé driven away. ¥
sir, this very lino of 36° 30m., with all the terrivory
on one side of it, and twa degrees on tho other side,
were gived away to the King of Spain.

as uninvited guests, to bo entcrtained or turaed out.
as the owner of the Louse chooses. Fine sovereigns
these ! chased off by the military, and their bouses

glven to Indiens o5 Spaniards. The whole idea of

spite of the Htalian epitaph, which fays: 1 was’

very in the territories, and ‘its duty to do eo when

[t is also new of the tet-

twelve thoasand °

Why -

This has
been. the sevenly years” practice ofthe government.. .
1o treat the ferritorles as property, and the people

%,



