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SPEECH OF
Mon. Hendrick B. Wright
On the Nebraska Bill, delivered in the House
of Congress, April 4th 1854,

Mr. WRIGHT, of Pennsylvania, arose and
#aid: I had not designed, Mr. Chairman, to
say anything vpon the subject of the Nebras-
ka and Kansas bill. 1 bad made up my
mind to vote in favor of that bill, provided
the Clayton Iment be inded, and
oot to trouble the House with any observa-
sions upon it But, sir, fortanately or unfor
tunately, my disrict adjoins the one whith
is the residence of Mr. David Wilmot, the
$her of the Wilmot proviso, and which is
now represented by my colleague, [Mr.
Grow ] Mr. Wilmot has been engaged du-
ting the prgsent week in agitating this sub-
jeet wilhin*e limite of my distriet, and it
werefore becoms me 10 defend mysell. |
have not risen to make a charge against any
one. Iam aciing upon the detensive. On
Tuesday last a large meeting, or what is
represented by the public prints to have been
a large meeting, was bald in the city ot Car-
bondale, Luzerne co ch is a portion
of the district that I onor 10 rep-
tesent. He madea hat meeting,
and the first imimati f it was the
receipt of three petitions, That I presented
to the House yesterday, signed by one hun-
dred and four leading and prominent eiti-
zens of that place, asking (hat this bill may
become a law; so that [ thivk the impress-
jon made by Mr. Wilmot in the city of Car-
vordale did not come up to the expectation
of the enemies of the bill.

Mr. Chairman, as I have already said,
there is one feature in this bill that should
be amended. [ hope it will be done. 1 do
not say thal it shal, be a sine quanon willi me
that that provision shall be amerded; but I
know that I could not vote for the bill with
the clavse as it stands, and sustain myself in
wmy dJistrict, without great difficully. [ bave
the pledge, however, of the chairman of the
Committee on Territories, that the clause, so
far as he is concerned, shall be amended.

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What
clause is thai?

Mr. WRIGHT. The clause which was
changed by the Clayton amendment. If
shat clause is stricken ont, I am ready to sus-
tain the bill by my vote in the House, and
before the country. 1aw ready to sustain it
because it involves a grea!, and important,
and mighty principle—the principle of State-
rights aad popular Sovereignty. Upon that
foundation I am ready to stand or fall. |
eay, here, to-day, in my place in the Amer-
can Congress, that 1 would cather be stricken
down as an advocate of popular sovereignty,
then be returned again to (his House for hav-
ing sustained a position hostile to that greay
,x'mciplm Therefore, so far as regards my
seturn to this House, il isa matter which I
oare not. I reject such a consideration as a
matter of no earthly importance. I shall
ehow this committee that there has never
been any portion of lerritory acquired by
this Governmeunt but through the most severe
opposition, and | might say, almost at the
point of the bayouet. There never has been

taking
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three gentlemen who voted agai
p jon of it. Louisi was ad
into the Union on the 8thof April, 1812.—
Oc the question of the admission of that
State, I find, by the reference to the printed
Journals of this House, that the vote was 79
yeas and 23 nays. F.

On the 26th of February, 1821, the State
of Missouri was admitted into the Union by
a vote of yeas 87, nays 81. On the 13th of
June, 1836, the Siate of Michigan was ad.
mitted into the Union by a vote of yeas 153,
nays 45. On the 15th of June, 1836, the
State of Arkansas was admitted into the Un.
ion by a vole of 143 yess 10 50 nays. I
have other réferecces here with regard to
the vote of this House, to which, however, 1
shall not direct attention, because it is not
necessary 10 establish the position which I

BLOOMSBURG,

The power which makes a siaiute can re-
peal it. The power which makes a statute
exceeding the limits of the Constitution,
makes & statote which 18 null and void.—
This no man will pretend to deny—lawyer
or layman.

But, sir, there was a Missouri promise,
as Mr. Niles says in his Register, to which I
refer, bui only to a single paragraph. Mis-

gentlemen who have broug|
Congress aie agitalors. Bujeall them &0 f
you please. I ami willing tqagitate oo this
or any other question whichielicits truth.—
There has never been a greal princible set-
tled in the world but what has been the re-
sult of agitation. There was great agitation
at Runnymede where the of Eng-
land summoned Kiog Joh-_\h meet o,

fore it was not a compromise.

Mr. Niles says, in his Weekly Register of
the date of 3d March, 1821

“The Missouri question is at last seitled,
#0 far as it depends upon the act of Congress.
The manger of it has not pleased either par-
ty, and some express the opioion that the

that time—and why1.. Becapse ipe same
principle was involved thasj#now -involv-
ed in the Konsas and Ne bl There
was agilation at the lime theyithrew the tea
overboard at Boston, and was agita-
tion at Faneuil Hall. And th¢e was - agita-
tion in Virginia when Patrick{Henry made

in iny arg Bat I havesh.

this committe enough to inform them ofthe
fact that it has made no difference with re-
gard (o the admission of States into the Un-
ion, or the organization of terriiory  There
has been that steady, unyielding determiva-
tion on the part of the minority in Congress
generally, to resist everything which looked
towards the blish of T , the
ereciion of new States, or the extension of
the area of freedom. We meet with the
same determination here in the bill that thas
been reported in this Congress. To-day ‘the
argument assumes’ this shape ; to-morrow it
assumes another shape. But there is always
an argument, or a pretext of an argnmen\ in
opposilion to the exten sion of territory.

I belong, Mr. Chairman, to the progress-
ive party in this land. I do not deny it. I
acknowledge it openly, and above board. |
do not couceal it. And the man who does
not belong to the progressive party of the
age is [ar in the rear. The destiny of the
nation is not confined 1o its present limes. Its
march is onward. The feeling is fully real-
ized here ; and ile influence spread over the
whole globe iself.

Why, sir, the objection to this bill? Why
is it that we hear agitation on all sides of us.
The gentlemen from Nosth Carolina who
has just taken his seat, [Mr. CLiNgNAN.] hus
already inlormed this commitiee that he en-
tertained doubis with reference to e sin-
cerity of gentlemen, becanse their position
hanged as it b y 1o change
them in order that they might carry out that
Lostility to the measure which woull havea
tendency to defeat it. Is there any differ-
encd begiween this bill and the bills that have
been heretofore presented with refference to
the organization of Territories! The very
words of tne sixth section of the bill that
has been reported by the Ci ittee on Ter-

Legisl of Miseouri will refuse to to ac:
cept the condition, but we caunot believe
that it is possible.” % tation wheo Jackson put histyek upon the

There was a compromise, and the Mis- | Constitution, and his face aglinst the en-
souri was a party 0 it. It was when Mis- | croachment of the Federal|Government,
souri came here asking to be ad mitted as a | and when, like an old Romar} as he was,

that great appeal— “as for ive me lib-
erty, or give me death | re was agi-

not almost, but altogether®hch as I am this
dav, save these bonds.”
She bad vpon her statute-book a law pro-

of the Siates and popalar Vovereignty.—
There was a land-mark establisked by Jack-
hibiiing (he emigration of free negroes with- | son in those two vetoes, whicll have done
in her borders; and who bat the people | more toward the elhblis!‘m\*:l of Swaie
of the State of Missouri was interesied in | rights in this Uuion than @ t ibogs
this quesiion ? She was informed by Con. | which have occurred siscs foundation
gress that this feature must be stricken out { of the Government

before she could be admiited. She yielded. | But Congrees, in its wisdom, may aseume
Bot, sir, she was humiliated betore the power | the power lo pass laws with regard to the
of the National Governmeut. Sue did ocon- | Territories of Kansas and Nebrasia: but be-
sent (0 abandon her own right of popular | cause they do ; does IhnlM’niuu their
sovereignly, and sirnck  out this clause.~ | power 10 doso? Let Congress pause and in-
There was a compromise—a foreed compro- | quaire into the constitutionality of the act
mise ; such a compromise as power alone  belore they assert that they have the right 10
| dictates 10 weakness—such a compromise ' legislate for the sovereign people of a free
| us the snperior alone has the right 10 impose

. upon che inlerior.  But it wus, nevertheless,
|

had no right to encroach up Ekuu power

such doctrine; | cau never yield 1o a ques-
| a compromise, becaure Missouri acceded | tion of that kind, because, if thete is any
to it. Rather than not come into the Union | people on the face of God's earth who have
atall, she conseuted 10 1ake the terms of the just eause 10 be proud of their high and eX*
Government: and Mr. Monroe, the then ajjed positior:, it is the peopjesf shis Jarnlsg
President 8f the United Siates, 1ssued his | and because the power isin their hlnd's.lml
proclamation, declaring that Missouri, hav-! potin a superior bady. And the moment
ing complied with the requisitions of Con- | you say, by legislative enactment, that ques-
gress, as contained in the proposition repor- | uons of local law can he i Kaasas
ted by Mr. Clay, who was Chairman of (he | and Nebraska b’; ‘Congreu, and not by the
Comuwittee 1o which the matter was rel'er-g people, you desiroy the very. fundamental
red, was now one of the sovereign States of | principle of the Goverument that has been

canse Missouri was a party to it as well as | present time. This is a bill of popular sov-
the National Government. Butthere was no | ereignty. Itis a bill under which the pion-

ritories in the House were in the bills organ-
izing Ulah and New Mexico. The very
words are preserved verbatim. Ana I want
kere the indulg of thee to re-
fer them 1o the sixth section of ihe bill, be-
cause 1 regard that as the prominent fea-
ture of the compromise of 1850. The sixth
section is in these words :

“ That the legislative power of the Ter-
titory shall extend to the rightful subjects ‘of
legislation with the Constitution of
the United States, aud the provisions of this

act.”
The Legislative power of the Territory

as regards all consistent constitutional legis-
latton is vested in the people of the Territo-
ry. And these words which I have referred
10, and read to the commiuee, are the very
words contained in the two bills to which |
have already made reference—~namely the
bills organizing the Territories of New Mex-
ico and Urab,

Well, it is objected, by those who are op-
posed 1o this bill, that there is a repeal of
the Migsocri Compromise. A repeal of what
compromise? Who gave the act of 1820
the name of a comprdmise! Who gave the
name of compromise to an ordinary act of
legislation ? The very men called this a
compromise, which they have incessartly

& Territory organized under this Gover
ment that has not met with the strongest op-
position in this House. There has uever
been a State organiced which, when ma-
king application for admission into this . Un-
ion, but has met with the same opposition ;
and to-morrow, if Spain were to give us
deeds of cession of the Island of Cubay and
her Britanic Majesty were 1o give us deeeds
of cession of Canada East and West, there
would be a party that wou!d vole against ac-
cepting either, with or with or without sla-
wery ; and if they did not vote against ac-
‘eepling, it would be in opposition to all for-
mer precedents in onr - history, where the
question of organizing Terrilories has been
brought in issue. I do not know why this is.
1 do not know why there should be, in this
country, even a respectable party that should
be opposed o the acquisition of territory or
the extensiot: of the area of freedom, [ do
wot know why it should be so; but so it is,
and such is the undeniable fact. There is
no dispnting this lact.

On the 23d of October, 1803, the Senate
bill to enable the President of the United
States 10 lake possession of the lerritory ce-
ded 10 the United States by France paseed
this House by a vote of 89 yeas and 23 nays.
That is, afler the territory had been purchas-
ed from F:ance, comprising that greal valley
of the Mississippi, of whick the French
Minister said, when exposiulaling with Na-

Bonapart agains! its ion 1o this
gountry, that it bad writory sufficient to sup-
ply ity millions of buman beings with all
necessaries that the wants of man could de-
sire. Afler tLis torritory had beea purchas-
ed and paid for by the Uniied States, either
in'woney or by their bonds, on the day 1o
which | have reloned, there woro {wanty-

pposed in € and out of Congress
ever since the enactment,-at different times
ander differeat names, but umform, steady,
and persevering atall times. And when was
that act of 1820 ever adhered to, either by
Congress or by the people of the American
nation? It has been a dead letter upon the
statate-book for the last thirty years. In 18.
48, when the Territory of Oregon was about
to be organized, the men who called that
a P ise voled against ily ex-
tension lo the Pacific, upon the ground that
it was mot a compromise.

What power has this body—I speak of the
Congress of the United States—to fix any
line of demarkation passing over the terri-
tory of a new Sate, defining on which side
slavery soall or shall not be tolerated ? |

) d that the G is the pro-
prietor of the public domain. It may use it
in certain ways, acd make all needtul rules
and regulations in regard to it. It may make
wilitary roads over it. and erect military
defe but the jurisd of the territory
in the Siates. Congress is a trustee for them
only,

promise made previous tothat lime ; and | eer who may go from my distrigi to seek a
what has beeu designated as a compromise, | western home, has a sight 10 go there, not
was simply an act of ordinary legislation, | under the dictation of this goveranment, but
having no featurc ubout it which could be ] as a free man, surrounded by the censtitu-
tortured into a compact of two ormore pat- | tional rights of his own State, and clothed
lies. with the panopoly of her power; and he

It hasbeer. deiird by Statesmen in this “f""’ would curtail or abridge #ny of those
country that Congress has the power even to E "th' of the freemen of ‘hﬂ_cou'ﬂ')" does
organize a territory. | have read with a great | ROt in my humble opinion—and I eay it
deal of pleasure and satisfaction a very able | without any design to give offense—enter-

of Ohio [Mr. Disney] during the last Con-l principles npon which this @overament is
gress upon this subject, in which he takes | founded.

the ground that the power is not mn Congr6501 Speaking of agitation, 1 f#upd ppon _m

according to the languags of ihe Constita- | desk, the other morning, the prooeedings 0
tion, even to organize a Territory ; and (he | @ meeling held in the district represenied
inference he draws from the argument is, | by my colleague upon the lefi, {Mr, TrouT)
ikat the power is vested in the peuple of the | and among the luti { |

| Territory. I oan never give my assent to|

i

speech mude by the houorable gentleman | #iu @ just conception with regard 1o those |

! may preseribe a the time
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well that my honorable friend [Mr. Trout)
who represents \ hut disirict bad no part or
parcel in anything of this kind, I should
have referred to the resolutions if they had
been presented from my own district, and in
the same language. [ have done it ouly to
show to what extremes the Free-Soil party in
Penusylvacia have gone in theic opposition
1o this bill.

souri was a pariy to that compromise. To |and when they rung from him Magna/Char- | Now I contend that was the quarler from
iLe act of 1820 neither Missouri, or any |fa, the bill of rights; the bullwack offfa glish | Which agitation comes. The agitation was
other Staie or person, was a party, acd there- | liberty. There was great sgitation there ai | certainly not commenced upon the part of

bers of Congrese, who p the bill
here in the same language precisely as the
bill 0 rgarizing the Territories of Utahand
New Mexico, and against which not a
murmur was heard The agitation brought
to bear aainst this bill is created by its
enemies and in opposition to popular pow-
er. [ have hearl it said a thousand times
that the two great political pariies met at
Baliimore in convention aud resolved not
10 agitate. I ask this committee, I ask the
nation, if the \wo parties that met in Bal-
timore previous to the last presidential can-

State. She might well have exclaimed, | veloed the United States bill, and | Vas#, did vot pass resolves, that no more
though, in the terms impoeed, in the lan- | Maysville road bill there waspgitation then, | '€Fritory should be °f¢""u_d o8 00 WMore
{ guage of St. Paul to the Governor of the | butit seuled a great principht. And what Stutes should be admitted into the Union?
Roman Province, “Would that thou wert | was the principle ? It was Congress But these conventions regard slavery agita-

ion as @ finality. They so treated it. The
mom ent (hat there is an effort made here
to establish what comes within the proper
aud legitimate definition of popular right,
gilation mnst ily follow, and it
cannot be avoided. If is the best and wi-
sest legislation thal ever meets wilh the se.
verest oppositien. 1t has ever been and
will contione to be so.

I will now refer to another section of
this bill to show upon what terms this Ter-
ritory shall come in as a State. It is con-
tained in the first section in these words.

“ When admitted as a State or States’ re-
ferring to the territory of Nebraska and
Kansas *‘the eaid Territory or any portion of
the same shall be raceived \into the Union

with or without slavery as their constitution
their admis-
sion,” .
These States may come
with or without slavery ju
may have determined, wh
itution that is order 1o the
admission of the Siate, Has "Congress the
power to say that that State shall come into
Fehve- Urrion with or without slavery ¥ H €on-
[ gress can decide that question, than [ con.

!tend that Congress can decide any other

o the Union
the people
formed the

i i | i i I r legis-
the Union. There was a compromise, be- adopted from the Revolution down to the | ;]‘t::;:mn SRS . oe. 3 .

But the bill provides that the ques-
tion of slavery, or ne slavery shall be vested
where it only belongs, i the popular sov,
ereignty. There itis safe. While [ do not
stop to argue the constitutionality of what is
called the Miscourt compromise—I call it
the Missouri law of 1820—I say that so far
as that is concerned, wherever it usurps the
prineiple of popular sovereignty it is not
binding and has no validity. Congress has
not the power to legislate in regard to the
establishment of a line, This bill provides
that power with regerd 10 these local ques-
tions shall be vested in the people ot the
Territory. There are gentlemen upon this
floor who say, that thay privilege shall be
taken from the people and vesied some-
where else. | ask them to pause and ex.
amine the patent o!f their authonty before
they act. When 'as such a theory been

That is the view I take of the | meeting, there was one to which I desire to
matter. [ hold that the pioneers who go to : call the attentien of the coramiuee, 10 show
a Territory have the right to settle there, and | them in what chaste and i

P at that
Territory.

language | G

garded as orthordox 1n the history of the
country ? The very question that gave rise
to the Revolution was because the English

t would not permit the colonies

ever, (o the couslitutional resiraints as 1o
their republican characier. 1 ask whether

right to go into & Territory with his property
as | have to go there from. Penusylvania with

Norih, and there is no bond of mutnal un:
ion if I may go to the Territory of Kansas
with my property, and a southern genile

my friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Rarr, | | tions of our own State for standing wp for
now sitting before me, has not just as much | this great principle of po

|

my property ¥ Slaves in the South are prop- | Beaver; and I will read two of the resolu- | was
erty. We have.what we call property in the | tions as an earnest of what (hey all are:

|

take with themany property they may chooee | men in this Hall, acting under the sanctity | o regulate their own local affairs. Congress
and to make their own laws, subjecta, how- | of a constitutional oath, are denounced ar | has no more power to establish or to re-

“traitors” and “scoundrels” I want 10 | strict slavery in a Territory orin a State
show you Yow we are regarded in some por- | than to exercise it within the territory of
the Canadas. The very principle which is

rights and | conceded to the people of the Territory m
sovereigonly. 1 hold in* my, d the pro. | (his bill is tbe very principle which caused
ceeding ol a meeting held i county of | the revolt of the colonies prior 1o 1776. It

by the colonists that they
| had a right of representation ; it was con-

““Resolved, Thu: Stephen 4. Douglas and | tended that the imposition of ounerous bur-
the ottier demagogues in Congress, who are | dens was placed upon them by the mother
favoring the propesed outrage, deserve the | country ; it was centended that they had

) man must at the same lime be prohibited | execration of all honorablaen, fok-disgra- | sights which the mother country aud the

| from going there with his. Where is the
mutvality of such a principle?  Panial

would be that legislation if Congress should | of faith toward another portion, that would
assume ot rather usurp the power of deter- | Jisyruce a comunity of freebooters.”

miuing what shall and wnat shall not be
property within the limits of a sovereign
State. The southern Siates came ino the
Union originally when all the States hell
slaves—each a sovereign government of i
sell. There was not a Siate in the Union in
1776 but was a slaveholding Siate, I be-
lieve that I am cortect in regard to that. The
Union was formed ; the compact was made,
and now shall it be said that the northern
States, afler they have abolished elavery
from their statale-books, blotted it oat for-
ever, shall, in a spirit of dictation towards
the southern Siates, coerce them who were
also a party 1o the compaet ? It cannot be;
and the people of (e North, with enlarged
judgement, with the bevefit conferred on

The famous ordinance of 1787, declared
that slavery should not exist north of the
Ohio river. The first Territorial Legislature
which wet under that law, as an organized
Territory, enacted laws which provided for
the surrender of the elave (0 his master, aud

bjecied him to the d: of his will:
end that, too, within a free Territory. I have
not the siatiue-book, but 1 can reter this
committe to it, which sbows (hat slavery ex-
isted after the adoption of that ordinance,
north of the Obio river. That ordinance
was treated as a dead-leter, from the reas-
on that both the law and the ordinance en-
oroached upon the popalar will.

]

them by bools and education
wherever this question is presented to them
in its proper light, must coms to the conclu-
sion that the eensible view is the only ove
that can be teken of any subject, either of
morals, poliiics or religion.

It has been said that it is the friends of this
bill who have sought 1o agitate the question
of slavery. 1like 0 se0 agiwation. I like
agitation, for it u/ways resu
ure of truth. [ deny thal
the bill, or those who pre:
House 1n the same shape—so
its fe of popul, i

od with othe lottiorial bills I deay that the

J

-

cing their official posiions by urging one | Government disregarded.  In other words,
portion of the Union into the guilt ofa breach | hey were totally dependent. They had no
feature of sovereignty. Agitation, howev-
er, changed the state of uffairs.  And this
was not the first instance wherein agitation
wae atiended with good resolts. It was no:
either the last,

Now, sir, [ said, with reference 1o another
pari of this bill, that there is a clause which
should undoubiedly come out of it. lam
not prepared, however, 1o say il is sine gua
non with me that it shonld. A large portion
of the emigrams who go 1o all of our new
Tetntories are aliens ; and 1 understand tha
they have always been permitied. in all the
Territories, whenever they have filed their
leclaration of i ion 10 -b iti
of the United States, 1o participate in the
electious, and o lake a partin the affairs of
the Governmeut. i is right aud proper that
it should be so. I undersiand (hat this sys-
tem bus been pursued parly from usage anc
partly from the very necessilies of the case.
Now, Mr. Chairman, there 1o no reason why

So much.for thai, the resoiution is in atill
choice language:

“ Resolved, That we will hold every Sen-
ater and member of Congress from a free
Siate, who shall give countenance 1o (his
threalvned outrage upon our nghts, asa trai-
tor gulty of betraying the cawee of libery
for gold, or sell-promation, or both.”

These resolutions were possed at a meet-
ing keld iu the only Free-Soil distrit in the
State ot Pennsy|vaniaforl believe that the one

P I by my colleague (Mr. Trour)
is the only one in the State where there 1s a
Free-Soil majority. ln these resolmiions
they say that Mr. Douglass is a */traior,” and
that every member of Congress from a free
Siate, who shall “‘give countepaage 10 ihe
oulrage,"” is a “irailor guilly of betraying the
cause of liberty for gold, or self-prometion,
or both.”” Is that agitaion 7 | da wot know ;
what more insulting ierms could be colled | the Territories of Kansas and Nebrask

can'hardly be & question. The House bill
is free from the obnoxious feature ; and [
am fully satisfied that no territorial bill can

NUMBER 14,

1 hold that the same rule applies equally to
both the States and Territories. Upon that

pass (he House of Rep
shall exclude aliens from voting, after they
shall have taken the oath of intention. All
the friends of the bill agree as to this.

1 come now to speak, sir, of the genera]
features of the bill. ‘I intend to cast my
vote for it ; and I eay here, sir, that Tam glad
.ol the opportunity of reenrding my vote in
its favor. * Iu doing so I record my vote in
favor of a great pringiple, which is religious-
ly and polilicmy right. 1 record my vote in
fuvtt of ‘menkare for extending equal rights]
1o all pans of thia Confederacy ; in favor of
the right of permitting southern men, not to
have any advantages over the North, but 1o
have equal advantages with them. They
are entitled to it ; but no more. Southern
and northern property should be alike free
to enter our Territories. To deny this, is 10
restrict the soveréignly of the Siates, and
make them dependencies upon the General
Government.

If there is any one npolitical privilege I
claim as high and above all others, it is the
untrammeled sovereigniy of my own State.
Compared with this all other considerations
are subordinate and inferior. To the Gener-
al Government my State owes no natural or
conventional allegiance. She is no slave to
Federal power. As apany to the Federal
compaet, she is bound by her covenant. To
the terms and conditions of the bond she is
responsible, but not one inch further. #he
is sovereign. She is suprgme. What she
has conceded to the General G. is

ives which | g

41 take my stand. Upon that ground
Tam ready to meet my constitaents. And
on the issue as to wheather they are for pep=

vlar freedom or central power, I am réad 1

meel them,

As 1 eaid before, it is to me a matter if in~
difference whethet T am retared here ¢
not. 1f [ should be, it must be as & Natiog.
al Demoorat. I bave the proud satisfaction
(.Il I bave #tood here vindicating ard sus.
aining (he principles for which fathe
fought'iii the Revoluiion—ihe ;‘;‘i!;eiﬁi. ;
sell-government in all ns length and breadth
IT in this thete is error, then have I offended
The quesiion of lidation and li
zation was fully canvassed in 1800. The al.
ien and sedition laws were repealed. Jeff.
erson triumphed, when first elected as Pres.
ident of the United States, over the elder
Adams ; and from that day 1o the present
time there has been a stodied anc persever.
ing resistance 10 that principle. That ie the
doctriue which we have always maintained
in Pennsylvania as one of the great funda.
mental principies of Government. In a con.
versation ine other day, which [ had with
the honorable George M. Dallas, in the ity
of Philadelphia, he remarked that the
ple of Peansylvania were someowhat slow in
coming to a correct conclusion as-10 some of
the great leading political measures of the
day, but that, during his long ' experi
he Pad never found the peo:lg of ';'-::yl“f'
vania, on a great national question, wrong,

wntlen. What she has reserved in hers.—
That power is in her people. The public

10 the people of all the States. Congress is
the trustee ; but every inch of the soil is
vested, in fee, in the States.

Congress may make all ilmessary regitha-
tions over ihe territory as property ; the jur- |
isdiction of the same is in the people. The
harly pioneer who emigrates from my
disirict, and settles on the prairies of Kansas
or Nebraska, goes ihere, not’ as the slave of |
Federul power, but as a freeman. He goes |
there not anly proteeted in his life and his |
liberty, but in his groperty also. e renoun.
ces no alleziance 1o (ke good old Common-

after deliberation ; and that when
the conclusion was reached, it was like the
laws of the Medes and Persians, unchange.

domain of this nation belongs, in common, F‘bl.' That sturdy German population of

the old Common wealih, when they get their
minds fixed on the question of popular rights
and popular sovereigaty, from their decision
there is no appeal : there is no wrii of error
no certiorari lies to that court; it is firm,
fixed, and estublishied, and ever on the side
of popular power.

I have observed with a great deal of satig=
faction, that, the other'day, in the Senate of
Pennsylvania, when the resolutions were up
against Nebraska, here were but three in-.
dividuals of the Democratic party who vo.
ted in favor of them ; and when those res-

wealth of Pennsjlvania ; but in the journey
of his adventures and his trigls he is her |
citizen, and he walks clothed in the panoply |
of ber power. Her constitution and her flag |
protect him. To Lim she is the cloud by |
dav and the pillar of fire by night ; and un- |
til he assumes a new pasition, by pnrlicip--!
ting in the formation of a new goverament, |
his relations to his State are h d

clations went to the popular_branch, the
House of Representatives, I find that, by &
vote of two to one, they refused to take
them up for consideration. That, in my
opinion, -determines and settles the course
of policy that that State will pursue on the
questions iuvolved in the bill which we
have now under discusion.

Concede that Congress may intervene, and |
State sovereignty is annihilated. It is an |
insalt to talk aboutit. Congress legislate for |
the freemen of a Territory! When -nd’
where did the States clothe this body with
that power * In what section or article oll
the Constitution is it writteu ? The datrine |
is buriec in the grave of the Capulets. Jack- |
son did its funeral obsequies. The veto of
the bank bill and the Maysville road bill
sealed forever and encroachment of Federal
power upon the States. Abolition may plead
in vain for its restoration. it cannot be ace
complished. ’
{

The first gun of the Revolution sounded
the note of popular sovereignty ; the last
one, at the gates of Mexico, reechoed the
principle. The power of Cungress to legis-
late on the sabject of slavery in the Territo-
ries is imbecile. It is barren. She may
make all “peedful rules and regula!ionl,’l
but I deny her jurisciction. That belong®
of right 1o the people of the Territories ; not
tothe Federal government.

So [ar, sir, as my own action is concerned
in this of popul ignty and
State rights, ] am amenable only to the one
bundred thousand people of the twelfih con-
gressionable district of Pennsylvania. My
political account curreat is with them ; bat,
sir, as | live, [ would ten thousand uimes
ratter fall the advocate of popular freedom,
thao o be returned hare ppon the issue that
[ had supported a projeot of law which
aimed a blow at the constitutional power of
my State, and the natural and the unaliena-
ble nghts of her citizens. My Siate, sir, is
no provineial establishment. She does no
wribute 10 Ueesar. She has a flag of her own
and she has the moral and physical power
10 sustain it. She is a party 10 the general
compact, but not a slave to it.  Standing as
she Joes, midwap, in her geugraphical pos-
ition, she has no sympathies wilh fanaticism
from the North, nor abstractions from the
South. She is under the influences of neith-
‘er. This is why she may be called the
keysione of the arch,

Bui, sir, while [ am a Pennsylvanian my -
self, and feel all the local pride a Pennsyl-
vaman should, who houors his State and her
institations and laws, sull I claim 10 be an
American citizen, in its broadest sense, and
when southern iustitutions are assailed I will
defend them. Southern rights are assacred
as northern, and he who would trample on
them because of power and numerical

gth, is without justi ion. There may

from the vocabulary of the English language, | should be restricted to  different rule from
than those ined in these lutions.— | that of (he other Ternitories that bave been
That men in thie House, acting under the | hitherto admitted into the Union ; and inas-
sanction of an oath, undee wha! they regard | much as aliens who had filed their declara-

be a diffi of op between nothern
and southern men as to the power of Con-
gress over the Territonies.  But all who fee]
an interest in this bill must see the absolute

asa | duty in refe fo agreal l'w“ Jied 10 pmil:ip'l. in the !a'rnuu:n. :'f
and important question ; ate nut only 10 be | ierritoral laws and " in territoriul elections,
denounced us demagogues,” but as “irailors,” | the “'“,lll‘_" .h?nlg :" ‘:Pﬂll:‘::!"“‘ih;yl"‘:

0 | P . | ent organization ; o
:’: “f,;_';::::’; Ve :::;;’:;dq“:zi ':::_ mmm ploviolono of the original bill,—
duct are badges of a datker age and lees en-

How this amendment found its way into the
Senate bill, 1 am not prepared 10 say. It was
ightened than tho preseat. 1 kaow yery !
-

ingralied for 8o good purpose. Of

there | e mebs may disticguish between the rules

ity of makiog matsal p
Those of us from the norihern States who
are willing logo hand in hand with their
soutbern friends, in carrying out the great
measure of popular sovereignly, should be
met on mutual ground. Mutval goodwill
can only effect our common objects.  South-

1 omitted 10 ) in the forepart of
my remarks, the course pursued by gentle-
men in Congress with regard to the question
of national defense, and the declaration of
war by this Government. There never has
been, I beliove, a necessily on the part of
the G for a decl of war,
bat what 1t has been opposed by a minority
in Congress.. On the vote for the declaration
ot warin 1812, the yeas were 79, the nays

| 49! When England had asserted the right

to search our vesels, dishonor our flag, im-
press our seamen, and do other acts of vio~
lence which accosding to the laws of nations
were just cause for war, there were fortys
nine gentlemen of this House who voted a.
gainst the declaration. I shall not stop to
name them, or state to what party they be-
longed. When it became necessary to pre.
serve our nationdl character and dignity in
reference to the difficulty with the Republic
of Mexico, I find, by referenca, tLat whaa
the question came up, there were fourteen
gentlemen who voied against the declaration
of war. So it is seen that we are always ui.
vided, whether the question be war or peace;

whether it be the acquisition of . territorial

the organization of territorial governments,
or the admission of States info the Union.—
There is alwave a division df opinion in the
Congress of ‘the United States,

By a reference back to the many acts and
1esolves of Congiess in regard to these mease
ures of war,and the acqusition and organ.
ization of territory, you will find, sir, no i~
stance were there has been a unanimots
vote on the part ot the House. We cannot
expect it, if Congress shall meet here for the
next one hundred years. Opposition will a-
gain be shown whenever these questions a-
rise for defending national horor, acquiring
or organizing territory, the admission of
States, or, in a ward, whenever and wherev-
er the point shall be popular power on one
side and consolidation on the other. There
willbe an opposition sirong and vindie.
uve,

The joint resolution to admit Texas into
the Union, approved December 29, 1845,
passed the House of Representatives on the
161h December, 1845, by a véte of yeas 141
vays 58. Even in this act, sir wheve an in.
dependent Gavernment sought to make an
alliance, and merge her former political ex-
istence, there were gentlemen in Congress
who refused 1o accept the propositioneere.
spectable, 100, in point of numbers. There
has begen, however, no popular evidence or
demonstiration which would show them to
hava been in the right,'and the mojority in
the wrong.

But, sir, my time has expired, and I
leave the subject, but wunder hope that
when the Territories of Kunsas and Ne-
beaska shall be established, that the peo-
ple who may reside within their respec-
tive limits may not be deprived, by Con-
gress, of the power to make their own
laws in their own way ; and as toslavery
it shall be for them {0 say whether they
will or will'nos tojerate lo g
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of power applicable to States and Tersitories. -
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