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one which is heartily endorsed by those who bear the burden of

taxation.

MATTERS ON WHICH LEGISLATION I8 ASEKED.

The title to the lands outside of the College farm is taken in the
name of the State ot Iowa, for the use of the Agricultural College.
We recommend the sale of this land at as early a day as practica-
ble, to assist in the improvement of the College Farm, and the
passage of a law aunthorizing the Governor and Register of the
State Land Office to grant deeds to partics purchasing any of the
lande which are or may be donated to the Iowa State Agricultural
College and Farm, upon certificates of purchase signed by the
President of the lnstitution, and countersigned by the Secretary
thereof.

We respectfully ask the passage of an act legalizing the issue of
the bonds of Story county.

The act of incorporation requires that vacancies in the Board of
Trustees, caused by the expiration ot terms ot service be filled by
the Legislature. There are five that will occur on the second
Monday of January next; it will therefore, be necessary to elect
five at the present session, who shall hold office for four years
from that time. The judicial districts in which these vacancies
will oceur, are the 4th, now filled by G. W. F. Sherman of Chero-
kee county ;—the Tth, now filled by Suel Foster, of Muscatine
county ;—the 8th, now filled by J. W. Henderson, of Linn coun-
ty ;—the 9th, now filled by Peter Melendy, of Black-hawk county,
and the 11th, now filled by E. G. Day, of Story county.

All of which is .rcspectfully submitted, ete.,
WM. DUANE WILSON,
M. W. ROBINSON,
SAMUEL J. KIRKWOOD.
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REMARKS OF MR. CLAGGETT,

The Committee having under consid-
eration the following resolutiun, offer:d
by Mr. Goodrell, of Polk—

Resolved, That that portion of the Imaugural
which relates to John Brown and Harper's Ferry
be referred to the Committee on Federal Rela-
tions, with instrections to veport a series of joint
resolutions oxpressive of the semtiments therein
contained—

Mr. Cracesrt, of Lee, arose and said -

MRg. CuAlRMAN :—Entertaining in my
own mind the sentiments and views
which I do, against the Inangaral of tho
Governer, as far as my health will per-
mit—Laving, as you know, Sir, of late,
bez2n able to attend to my daties in this
House only half the day—I hope to give
expression to my sentiments against the
dissemination oi this document, espe-
cially since the murderous incursion
of John Brown into \irginia. I deem
it a most unfortnnate document at this
time, which might have been taken2san
expression of our opinions, if not or the
sentiments of the people of Luwa, if no
ihm; ‘gr froteat Wunimsae against it.

nd had I stood quietly by, and not
protested against i, &Youck P ~did

eel perfectly indignant, I should have
been delinquent in duty to the people I
represent on this floor. It becomes me,
therefore, to take my stand here. Ac-
cordingly, I shall take an extended re-
view of the subject, as have other gen-
tlemen. I shall not engage in personal
controversies with any geatleman. But,

, some of the gentlemen on this floor
took bocqt[omp‘ 1ake a personal attack

upon me, o few days since, to which it

has been out of my power to reply, he ,
ing been confined to my room much f
the time for the last few days by illne
The gentleman from Hamilton (Mr. B °
gencrans) made invidious allusions to
having been born in a Slave State, E
as he has since made me an apolog
shall let it pass without commeut. I
gentleman from Van Buren (Mr. Ca
well) has again made a personal atts
on me, daring the debate on tlis qu
tion. He intimated that I had been
Know Nothing. Sir, T never wi
Know Nothing ; I never had any syJ ¥
pathy for the political principles of tl
nrt{ i I never voted a
othing ticket. It is true, as I
frequently stated, I was once in a Kn
Nothing meeting. But I was indud
to go into that meeting from a mi
derstanding of their political pr.nciple
understanding them, I never hbad
thing to do with that party.
the gentleman from Van Bure
when he made his speech. 'Th
of mine to which he alluded was md
in opposition to the Know Nothing ¢!
ty; when he made allusion to it I 4
sitting near him, and arose for the gl !
pose of making an explanati
refused to give way for that ? )
his course satisfies me that he inter
to misrepresent me. =
nI lha’ not n-.w take %O‘, ,
[ouse in re| lﬂ?’ to pe
marks oft.h::pm‘ leman. Th:
ed that sometimes it is better
kick a dirty
ng.
ina

prists

f

thing out of the way JI*
I baye learned that a & =
skunk without catchingf -
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‘2nt of it. Hence I leave the member
'ym Van Buren, vithout further notice.
K'Mr. Chairman, in one view of the sub-
{3t before us, let me say that the Con-
less of the United States was created
‘der the Constitution for certain ex-
essed purposes, avd its powers are
fined therein. The third section
| article fifth of the Constitution
ntaine the following provision : —
' T'he Congress shall have power to dis-
' se of and make all needful rules and
| zulations respecting the territory and
her preperty belonging to the United
otes.” The Federal Government was
sated for the purpore, among other
ings, of repell ng foreign invasion,
Eruuing domestic insufrections, and

nring to each State a Republican
'm of government. The Republican
rty rely on the fifth article of the Con-
‘ tution for power to interfere, throngh
};b{ress, with the subject of Slavery in

i3 Territories. What, Sir, is the sense
'which the word “territory” is to be
derstood, in this provision of the Con-
tution ! Isay it means property, Its
aning is eontrolled by the words imme-
ately following, wh'ch earry with them
s true interpretation of the preceding
~rd. ““The Cor gress shall have power
‘dispose of and mnte all needful rules
regulations respecting the territory
 other propirly belonging to the
‘iﬁed States.”” The words, when taken
zether, as clearly express the true
aning of the framers of that instru-
t, as ig‘ they bad gaid, “The Con-

8 shall have power to dispose of all

real and personal property belorging

the United States.” ’

depy that it means that the Con-

§8 has power Lo t‘giﬂut‘é upon the

ftical rights of il{'q itizens, or to leg-
» upon the right of private property.
the decision of the Supreme Court

et s

z e United States, in the case of Dred
W vs, Sanford, has thus setiled the
tion, The law, as settled in tht
o by thie' Supreme Court, is that Con-
s bas no power to Tegis‘[x‘;':‘é,“ ithet in
* States or. Territories, upon the sub-
} of slavery; aud that, Congréks can-
t;q!lqgage.to the Territorial Legisla-
-) o power which Congress itself does
.

not possess. This is all the Conrt did
decide on this question, and I defy the
Republican party to prove the contrary.
The Constitation further declares that all
powers not delegated are secured to the
States and to the people ; and rom this
I claim the right of the people in all the
organized Territories to legislate on their
domestic institutions, slavery included,
provided they do not violate the Consti-
tution of the Uvited States. T eay this
power is not derived through Congress,
either direetly or otherwise—it is the
birthright of every American citizen, to
the manor born. It is the right of self-

overnment, the source from which ounr

epublican institutions spring. = Is it
possible, Sir, that I, an American citizen,
with the right of self-government while
I remain in the Sate of my birth, can be
deprived of that right by going out of
the State and set*iing in a Territory of
the United States? At one moment, I
am a citizen or the United States, with
the right 51 self government, and the next,
I am_a mere subject of the Central Gov-
erament at Washington by entering
another portion of our common country.,
Am T, then, a colonist ?—to be governed
withont representation, and com pelled to
obey and abide by the laws of Congress,
in matters wholly relating to my domes-
tic affairs 7 If "Congress has the right
to say what kind of property I shall own
it has the same right to say what kil')'ti
of food 1 shell eat, when I shall be
married, and by whom my children ghall
be baptised. It appearsto me that our
fathers gained but rﬂue by throwing off
the British yoke, if they alterwards estab-
lished in the Central Goyernment such
& power as this over any portion of the
Ametican people.” It is nr};rdmi‘ ' Sir
worse by far than any 'exercised by the
British “Goveroment over the A q‘a"éritcaf
Colonies. We claim this power of self-
government, independent of Congress,
or any other earthly government ;'Ji‘te’q;p
u'l’n‘aie to the American peo le. It EEW

ns{‘,%en‘ surrendered ‘1o the Natiofial
Government, and mever can be Sutren-
dered, 50 Tong as our repoblican form g
government lasts. T hold, Sir, the t
iheary of our Gc¥eiuentto”be, th
énl Beprately drgant

zed pélitical'cony. ‘
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muanity has the inalienable right to de-
termine for itsell what shall be vroperty
within its own territorial limits, and
baving so determined, they have the
right to remove with their property to
any other State or Territory within the
Uunited States, and there to enjoy the
same rights and privileges of that com-
munity into which they removed. The
citizen of a Slaye State has the same
right to remove with his slave property,
as the citizen of a Free State has with
the property recognized under the laws
of his State; yet when they do so re-
move, they and their property are sub-
ject to the laws of the community into
which they remove. The Southerner has
the right to carry his slave property to
a Frec State; yet, the moment he vols
untarily pats his property within that
State, it is subject to the State law, and
it ceases to be property any longer. He
has the same right to remove with his
slave property into a Territory, and if
there is no law existing in the Territory
prohibiting slavery, his right of property
in his slaves remain, until the people of
such Territory determine, by its own
inherent rights, through its Territorial
Legislature, to ehange the relation. Sir,
the Constitution of the United States
does not make or create property in
anything; it only recognizes and pro-
tects property, in things made so by the
local laws of the several States and or:
ganized Territories, through the sover-
eignty of the people—and the people of
the Territories, as well as of the States,
have the right to destroy property in
slaves, as well ‘as in liquors or vegeta-
bles, whenever they believe the public
good demands the exercise of such legis-
lative powers. Yet, in all such cases,
the owners must either be paid the value
of the property destroyed, or they must
have a reasonable time to remove the
same beyond the Territorial limits of said
State or Territory. This plea of the
Republican party of the North, and the
fire eaters of the South—who equally
oppose. the %reat_, National Democratic
party—that Congress has absolute power
over the subject of slavery in the Terri-
tories, and the people of the Territorics
have none, is the basest of tyranuies.

What difference. would it make to t, 'i
people of the Territories, whether thi
live under the tyranny of a Guorge t§
Third, or under the tyranny of a Cen
Government at Washington P Our fat]
ers fought to break down the power
the British Government, for but lith
purpose, if they-established, by the Od
stitution of the United States, a pow
in Congress over any portion of tf
American people who should settle in t} .
Territories of the United States, a wory |
species of tyranny than any of ¢
American Colonies suffered "from t
British Government.
Sir, look at itin another light. 'W
right have the Republicans of Towa
gend Colonel Curtis to Congress to re
resent the people of Kansas or any ot
Territpry, hut that of the S ate of Tow
W hose sentiments does he represent 74
the sentiments of the people of Towa f

|

of Kansas?  Our views of slavery mf |
be very different from theirs.  We
not want slavery—but have we any ri;
to say to others, they shall not have i
Suppose, Sir, a majority in Congresi W
composed of men who believed slavel %
to be a blessing, and the people of!
Territory should believe it to be a cur
and yet Congress should enact a 1€y
establishing and protecting slavery thef
against the willand wishes of the peoply
suppose that majority should say, V&1
know what is best for you, and yon sl 5 y
bave slavery whether vou desire igll
not”—would it not be an outrd, j
that peovle ?  Yet, they would have § ¢
same right to establishiv,ds the North i
through its representatives to prol
if a majority should desire jt. 8
wen are citizens of the United &
well as we, and as such have the
rights and privileges, in e,!‘efy_ kfﬂ |
this country. o S
~ Yet, there is another ﬂ‘ewoﬂﬁir HIAS
jeet, which I can only touch vpon heh
Ialmve rln]o time ll? ar, i'e,"it‘ig:}‘ 1.
admit that Congress has ,o‘zé‘
of the settlemegt; of the %‘5 ‘it
exte;;d its laws over it, tempora
til the people can organize
their ow’pﬁ‘ ”g'e;,.‘ ? 1'&4 ati b
through such Legislature make st |
aws us they may choose to live ung »
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"pt inconsistent with the Constitution of
¢ United States. Yet this is a power of
vessity, not a power conferred by the
\nstitution of the United States. It
ecessary to protect life, liberty and
operty during the transition state of
 people, and before they have become
nized into a separate political com-
anity. And It being a power of neces-
y, it ought mot to be exercised longer
an the necessity exists, and only for
e purpose which the necessity requives.
isa tyrannical power, and being such,
n never be tol‘;rated longer than ab-
ntely necessary among a free people.
ppose, Sir, that the opgosnion party
the Democracy, North and South,
puld get a majority in Congress—sup-
se, I say, you Republicans should get
to power, and should demand the pass-
e of a law by Congress probibiting
very in all the Territories of the Un-
0 3 and the Southern fire eaters—who
‘pose the real Democracy, like your-
veg—should demand that Congress
uld enact a slave code to protect
ivery in the Territories. You both
tend that Congress has power upon
e subject, and ought to cxereise it.—
re would arise what T conceive to be
~ drrepressible conflict, a dead lock.
tiat, thien,-is to be the consequence ?
u, having a majority from the North,
Juld pass a law prohibiting slavery,
r the heads of your Southern allies,
d in opposition to the true Democracy
the country. Then the South would
fthdraw from the Congress, and the

ion perhaps be dissolved.
Take another view of this subject,
. Let the citizens of the North and
th go into the Territories, each tak-
' with them the property recognized
er the laws of the different States
m which they removed ; and let the
est votes of the whole people decide
themselves what sort of domestic in-
Climate and

tutions they will have.
ductions will soon settle the question

to what kind of labor will be best for

) peo?le.

Sir, T hope Republicans do not wish
btain power in the National Govern-

t solely to run tbeir arms into the

ional Treasury. The whole basis of

their party organization, is the right
and duty of Congress to legislate over
the persons and property of the citizens
in the Territories. This power they can
not exercise, even if they have eontrol
of the National Government, as will be
more clearly seen by reference to the
decision of the Sapreme Court of the
United States, in the case of Dred Scott
vs. Sunford. T read from that decision :

“The powers over persons and property of which we
speak, are net only not granted to Congress, butare in
express terms denjed, and they are forbidden to ex ercise
them ; and this prohibition is not confined to the States,
it thewords are geperal, and extend to the wheel tér-
ritory over which the Constitution gives it power to leg-
fslate, incluaing those portions of it remaining under
territorial government. as well as that covered by States.
It is & total absence of power, anywhere within the do-
minion of the United States, and placs the citizeny of "o
Territory, so far as these rights are concerned. on the
same footing with the citizens of the States, and guards
them s firmly and plainly against any inroa”s which the
General Goveremont al ght atiempt under the plea of
implied powers, And if Congress itself ennnot do this—
if it is beyond the powers conferred on the Federal Goy-
ernment—it will be admitted, we presume, that it conld
not authorize a Territorial Goverument to exercise them”

Again, this Court say, in their opin-
ion—
“That the power of Congress over the persons and
property of citizens can never be a mere discretionary
wer andar our- Constitution and form of governm: nt.
he powers of the gavernment, and the rights and privi-
leges of the citizens. are regulatod and plafnly defined
by the Constitutlon itself.” 4
The same doctrine is held and declar-
ed, in substance, by Chancellor Kent, in
his commentaries, when writing on slaves
ry in the United States, and the powers
of the General Government, under the
Constitution. Thislearned author says :

‘“The power tointerfere (on the part of Congress) with
the internal affuirs of a Territory of the United Statos, is
not conferred by the Constitutiun but is one of necessity,
and oughtonly to be employed while the necessity exists,
to protect the people from anarchy during the traovsition
state, and before they have time to enact their own laws
to protect themselves”

And here, Sir, is'my only objection to
the Kansas-Nebraska bill : It does not
go far enough. ' It is the right sort cf
legislation, and in the right direction —
It should, in my opinion, have gone fur-
ther, and declared that so soon as the
people of the Territories have elected
their Territorial Legislatares, and other
proper officers, and made laws for theijr
own government, so far as the same re-
lated to their own persons dand property,
then the provisions of the org'nn';:l act
should cease to operate in said Territo-

ri. The people should be restored to
their original rights of citizenship, and ‘

1.

not remain in a colonial condition to the
Central. Government, as our Fathers
were to the British Government before
the Revolution.

Sir, let me tell yon, when the Demo-
cratic party, in their National Conven-
tion in 1856, declared in their platform
that the people of the. Territories, like
the States, had the right to regulate
their own affairs in their own way, sub-
jeet. alone to the Constitution of the

nited States, they enunciated a great
prineiple, yet not a new one. It was
recognized in the Revolution, and sa-

.credly guarded by our; Fathers in forms

ing the Constitaticn of the United States.

-Mr, Buchanan was nominated and elect-

ed on that platform; I voted for him
cheerfully ; in doing so, I but maintain-
ed a great principle of free government,
against the old Federal doctrine incor-
porated into the Republican: platform
adopted by that party the same year,
which 1is, that Congress has sovereign
power over the Territories. I deny that
absolute sovereignty  exists in this gov-
ernment anywhere but #n the people, the
great source of all power., They have
never parted with this power of self-
government, and they cannot have it
wrested from them, except by the des-
truction of the fundamental doctrine of
our Republic. = The Republican . party
of the North, and the exremists of the
South, both stand on the same platform ;
they agree that Congress can legislate on
the subject of slavery in the Territories ;
and they disagree only as to the manner
how Congress shall legislate. The true
National Democratie party of the Union
dispgree with each and all of them on
this question. - I do not say that Mr.
Buchanan is dishonest; yet, Sir, he is
mistaken, and misled by a wrong inter-
retation of the decision of the Supreme
Eon ,in the case of Dred Scott vs.
Sanford. Some of the ablest lawyers in
the country differ in their interpretations
-of that decision. = Reverdy Johnson, of
Maryland, one of the ablest lawyers in
32: }I“ui,on,‘diﬂars with fMll';,_ uchanan,
', Johnson was one of the attorneys
th tried the case before the Supreme

o ad e . o e Iy segnuneal, fgr

that the question whether the peo,
have the right to legislate on the sub
of slavery in the Territories, by vi
of their own sovereign power, did
arise in the case, and consequently
Court did not decide it. He is deci
in his own opinion that they can so L
islate, This is purely a legal questi
and while I admit that Mr, Buchanad
an able statesman, I do not consider I
a very great lawyer. Sir, I believe

Buchanan is mistaken in his constr,
tion of the decision of the Supreme Cc¢
of the United States. Hence the cha}
in bis opinions as expressed in his lef
of acceptance of the nomination for &
Presidency oa the principles of the (f '
cinnati platform. In that letter he &
tinetly announced that he believed €
the people of the Territories, like
States, had the right to legislate on ||
question of slavery, as well as on}
other questions of domestic poliey
Such, everybody, North and Sof"
know to be the true intent and mear
of the Cincinnati platform, and this CJy
struction was never disputed, until
Buchanan’s Attorney General, (Blg
and a few extreme men of the So
thought they discovered a different ¢!
trine in the decision of the Dred 8¢
case, but which in truth never e
and has never been countenanced by
reat National Democratic party o
nion. b
Sir, I intend to prove to this com
tee, this night, that the Freat leade:
the Old National Whig party alg®
beld and maintained the same opifl |
on this question of slavery whichi
Democracy of the Union now main
I love the principles of thptdl -y
party ; I belonged to it from my ear)
outh, and I sfent my 'epﬂyj% 003 5 !
ts support. I will not abandon it

tional ~principles on this 'qﬁé’ttlo 0 A,

sarrounded by N
Sir, the great lpfl!, of

jmy X

cal friends haye abandoned their fof
conserva’ism, Iﬁn %}éﬂzﬁr to that
erable faction of ~Abolitionists, wi

both the Whig and Democratic pa |
&"n{l:y, dng'iguncod’u a m;ﬁuﬂz g
. party—yet they say they arey




'to day as they were formerly.
r, this same question arose, oo the

‘course taken by the Old Whig lead-
? 1 now propose to read from a
ch delivered on that oecasion by the
rable. John Quiney Adams. Tt
y be found in the first volume of Ben-
's Thirty Years in the United States

te, page 630.
nnot,con he sense of my obligations
A M‘%"lm ; :ld bound by my u:;h

y OF BgTee
vention of her people shall expunge
ele, ‘::h'lganpmhlﬁlh:thn State Legislature rr’om
fociiiite i S e
n as n )
e A eeipet, o l“l‘lhm&. and Missouri. have

nn, Mississippl, &
F that article in the treaty for
Mn?lhl. b m:‘l nay which secures to the inhabit-

‘t'ﬁ.:u::dnd territory al the r hht:. %ﬂvllcgm and
t!

unities of the eriginal citizens nited States,
Cstipulates for u!fu admission conform bly to thae
sinle into the Union. Lounlsiana was a territory
Kein slavory was the established law of the land.  As
> « not power in time of | eace toabolish slave-
o nal States of the Uuion, they are dqually
Jute of the poverlu‘ hose of the torritory ceded
e tos

! the name of Lonisiana.
“i% fu this Union the mLact of internal legisla-
e und in pence is cognizable by Congress
t ﬂm tolernted and protected where it ex-
e Constitution of the United States, and as it

in their Intercourss wi_hi other nations.  Arkan-
o, wnid Llﬂ comey into the Union,

Cand however I miay lamtent that it ever was so

T munt mithfull form its obligntions: I am
"to receivo har ur’o%fu! the Slave g‘um of this
4 | L i L

say, Sir, you Old Whigs, now Re-
licans, have found a new political
from that of J. % Adams; you
it say, no more Slave States, and yoa
and that Congress shall prohibit
A in this very territory of Louiss
 (Kansas and Nebraska.) Mr. Ad-
“declared that he was bound by the
t'i his oath to support the Con-.
n of the United States ; you, Sirs,
taken the same oath, and are hound
e same bond—Dbut you seem to care
‘or either, in your hot baste to reach
oils of publie plunder. You ‘sa
ress has power to exclode slave
' ung and all the Territories of the
tates. How do you now stand
~John Quincy Adams, your former
it leader ¥ He says it is in the bond ;
ys that the inhabitants of the Ter
of Louisiana (which includes Kan,
d Nebraska,) have the right to
to the Union with their slaves

and their slave laws, just as the original
Thirteen States ecame into the Union.
Did not those States come into the Uns
jon as Slave States ? It is written in the
bond, and you are bound by your oaths
to abide by the obligation. I appeal to
you Republicans on this floor to pause in
your mad career; you are violating the
principles of the Fathers of the Repubs
lic; you are trespassing on the Consti-
tution of your country ; you will destroy
the Union of these States; and with its
destruction, the highest hopes of the
great and good, not only of our
own country, but of the world.—
You say the South will not with-
draw——yet I answer you, they will;
they must do so, to save their honor and
their liberty, if you persist, through your
numerical strength, to deny them equal~
ity, and their just Constitational rights.
Five noblé Free States have been made
out of territory voluntarily donated by
the State of Virginia to the National
Government, and which Daniel Webster
said, in 1850, had brought over eighty
millions of dollars into the National
Treasury. Let me ask you, Sirs, and
the whole people of the Free States, to
do unto your Sonthern brethrén as you
wonld have them do unto you.

You say the South has governed us
from the foundation of the Republic.——
This is not so. But, Sir, as I remarked a
few days sincein a debate on this question,
if the South shall govern the country'as
she has governed, in sich men as Wash-
ington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe and
Jackson, let her govern forever. I care
not to get hold of the purse strings of
the nation ; I care not for office—but T
do care to'defend our free institutions,
and the Constitution of ‘my eountry,
which our Fathers gave to us, and which
I desire to leave unimpaired to my childs
ren, when I am gone. And, Sir, I will
defend them with my latest breath.—
[Aé)pluule.] ’ , | it
~ Sir, let me call your attention to your
opposition to slavery. Tt has always
existed : treat it as did Webs an
Adams, and Cliy; treat it as the Fa
ers did—let it bide its time. ~ Sir, w
are you to do with the slaves if you fr
them 7. The value of the slave property

_—

in the United States is estimated to be
two thousand millions of ‘dollars. ~ Sir,
on the principle alone of dollars and
eents, can you blot out of existence that
amount of property without bankrupting
the country? Sir, if the half of this
amount of property in the Free States
was suddenly burnt up, what would bes
come of this people ? It would bank-
rupt them all. What will yon do with
Louisiana, where five or six slaves exist
to one white ?  Sir, would not there be
an “irrepressible conflict” between the
races —would not one subject the oths
er? Either the white would subject the
blaek race to slavery again, or the black
subdue the white. Is not the Negro a
man ?—though the lowest order of the
human race. 'The European is the supe-
rior of the Negro in every attribute that
assimilates man to his God. Will you
turn the ignorant Negro loose, with his

brutish nature, upon the white women

of the South ?—the blood-thirsty negro,
to murder the white women and children
of the South. Took at the history of St.
Domingo, where women and children
were indigcriminately murdered by bru-
tal Negrocs.  Are you prepared to let
them loose from thoir bondage, and to
witness Itke scenes in the fairest portion
of our Union?

Another ‘thing, Sir. ~ You say we
don’t want them here; keep the Nes
groes there in the Slave States.  In the
name of humanity, open your doors
and take them in.” Would you thus de-
bauch that noble people, and degrade
that beautiful’ country—as beautiful as
the sun ever rose upon—by keeping
them there? The Negroes will either
master the whites, or the whites the Ne-
groes.  When you pass through an
ocean of blood, then you will see the full
result of your course.

(Go back, Sir, to the Colonial history

Did the South, who, whea the whole
country was opened to slavery, did not
own a ship? Every eivilized nation on
the globe trafficked in the Negro race.
It was considered & lawful t . Go
and consult the books.  Well, after they
came, who traded in them ?~—Massachu-
setts ; and her ships'brought them here.

When the voice of abolition of the sla!
trade arose in Virginia, Massachuse
and South Carolina were the most stren
uous opposers. That proposition cam!
from the South, but by yonr Norther!
shipping and traffic in Negroes yo!
made your money, and put it into you
own pockets, and to your own use. An
now, that the South is involved in thi
matter, well may they say to you, retu
us our money, with interest, before y¢
require of us to give up the propert
we hold.

Sir, to illustrate this matter—suppo
a man sells you a horse, and you ha
taken care of it; the claim is preferre
that the mother of the horse was stoler
Now, must vou give np the horse, k
cause the mother of it, in the hands
another, was stolen ? (Applause.) Whi
should pay back the purchase money
—the man who bought the horse, or th
man who had stolen the dam? Sarel
not the man who bought the horse.

Bat, Sir, I must call your attention t

—-—
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what has been said by much greater mei

than myself.

Daniel Webster, the same the gentleme F
i

(Mr. Gurley) read from the other da;

I read from the speech oy

!

i
2

N

“Blavery has existed v the world fromn time immel v

rial. ' There was slavery fn the earliest period « of I
among the oriental nations.

There wis - lavery amony
the Jew. ; the theocratic gov rnment of that pwp{l saned

no injunction against l‘u‘ At the introduction of Ok
tianity the Roman world was full o slaves, and I AUppo
there i to ho found o injunction against that relatiof
tween man and ’pmn in the tenchln‘l?l} tho Gosp
“Jesus Chrisi, or of any of his Aposfles. There nre thons
andsof relizions men in the South, with conselences o
tender asany « f their bretlren in the North, who do ne
see any unlawfulness in slavery—and mmlofioblh
to say that I helieve they are just a4 conscien' ious, mai
of them, and the religious people al of them, as they a
at the North who hold différent opinfons: |
“There are men who, with glear ptions, as th
think, of theirown duty, do not ses gow o enger & pus
suit of ono duty may involve them in the §iol ‘7'
ohers, or h)w oo warm an embrace of one trui \
lead tya disregad, of other truths equally import
They have therefore top much el
wt:lnp g they

&

n;'“ ?t 'v'i:o mnllt vie ! 4 Tr ery d06
‘in the United States; it did exist in the Stages |

fare the adoption of the Constitutionof t

and at um'tp time—let us, m#«m‘#«‘: cm‘r”grpt N

ment whint was the state of sentimwnt N

; in regard to slavery, at the time the Omlau“u;m val
of America. Who planted slavery here ? adopted. ) : et

“But I will allnde to other eo: nts of o
g‘::l lally to one which hu':ﬁ‘nf;‘%ﬁm
: jorth, -k:lgn“;’ i Ml:;]ﬁlll - d “
ndiy 5. An ors, & disig
g’mﬂ\mwp‘orm Mz&ddfmm& sation
in regard to the of persons bound to servio s w
have escaped into ree States. No man fulfills h
daty in any who sets himself to fludaxeuse

%%summn ;l‘”
ion, W6 ARls Lasiutinai Shligainan TS pas e
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E:’m siid sound siinds of the Noxth, ssaquestionof | My, WiLLIausoN— About a tea-party

.

and o gueetion of conscience, whil SEVCIEEY o them., [ Laughter.]

S e ,;‘;.‘{m"ﬁm-umrs wem | Mn. Craceerr—Now, my friend  is
arrass the free exerelie o e T ves escape from on this floor as a Representative. Did
pem 5 ono i i Xelther inthe face of ConENo  that tea-party elect him 7 - [ Applause. ]
mor before te fioe of the COLECT0T, ropest therstore,  Qur party got rid of the Abolitionists.

peat
m;‘ is here & well grounded complaiut of ths Bouth But now Governor Kll'kWOOd has be-

y Sir, there are the Aboli ion
erien,of which 1 s wnvilling t0 speak, but I8 1 eome the leader of the Republicans, I do

Sard and op 8. .

I ::5.’1‘:.'2'«}:.“:;: Ic:hlu 2»?.2’&'1’.‘.1.,%,.,‘.“0..:‘1 for . pot class tl.aem with gnch men as Garri-

last twenty years, bave produced nothing good o oop  pop with the Firc Eaters. of. the

¥ "1 Webster, delivered in the !
U 8. Som ”'3.“;."’?.."'..;"'.?.’&715& vomen South. The Republican party is com-

i ken the time of this posed of some Derioerats and many Old
o?r:git{e:"i: r::lding extensively from PWbigg.. I am sorry to see my old Whig
is speech of Daniel Webster. friends in such company. dot
You will see, Sir, that instead of pass- /T read again from the same speech .0
ing liberty bills, it is the duty of the Daniel Webster to which 1 have hereto-
States to do all they een to refurn fugi- fore referred : :

ttives from service. You are bound to . A% has been said by thie Honorablé membér fram

i ) ) th Abolition Societies commen
do it, and to pass laws for it. Here I ?ﬁﬂf’cﬁ:ﬁ'ﬂ;‘m&" Tt is. wid T donpt Know how t

stand “»h Wehatm'- It is the doctrine it may be that they sent incendiary publ!mtiog- into the
{he O1d Whig patty, and of Joforson. S seus: ALwsy i,y aebriet o g
\Sir, somebody has changed. 1 have not. creatul great agitation fn the North sgainst Southeta
I tarn to the Executive of this State. I giavere Wol ey than betore, their sivets
‘do him no ‘injustice, and show him no ;‘oni:‘mn;‘:dwl\{“fxt:n‘;mmgyi go‘;];ll:'x.;m:‘,u\:ehrl,ch
isrespect. Samuel J. Kirkwood, in the i hening out for the discussion of tho question; drew
te canvass, all over this State, declared back andshut itsell up in Leoutp” 142
that he wom’ld not do his duty, under the Is not the same thing being done ppw;?
Constitution and the laws of Congress, What is Helper’s book ? By whom was
ibut would favor the fugitives. You it writted ? An .;A.bohuomst.—a Repub-
have changed, Governor Kirkwood, if lican.  Why, er,’ who endorsed tha
Wou were ever a Demoerat. I was born book ? Col. Curtis, the Representative
n the neighborhood with him. He says in Coungress from Towa; Mr. Sherman,
he was o Democrat, but all his relatives of Ohio, who has kept the United States
were Whigs. 1 will not say he was a House of Representatives seven weeks
hig, but his brother was, who lived without organization. I pppeal to you,
land died in my county, and after his Republicans, as fellow-citizens, to desi
leath his slaves were sold upon the from this incendiary course towards thy
lock. He (Gov. Kirkwood) should South. ‘ bt
have some regard for the honor of his I will now read from remarks of Mr.
relatives! [Loud applause. ] Clay : - gyl oz -
LAt that time—whon Webster spoke— . Fp7 10} fo 2l 2ot Ghasicton:
ithere were three p&\'ﬂ“ : Whisﬂ, Dem- that Congress has m"m“p’;':"':f ;‘: 'ma:{:.mm
B ot Avaiionn, o Free b B Rl TLETIRED Los
hos z'e::m‘uegfihe Aﬁomon :u"ty ? ;l Ec::}‘““,':"?;'.‘,‘,'d:':i‘,m'ﬁ’,“,“"‘f‘,;"“ ““ﬁ“m“%
g s nse,) who posite « J um

t, that the Whigs swallowed up the Ab- inexpressing the opinion that there ia no power in the
olitionists 7—or did the Abolitionists 1?:?.':’5 «"J:i‘?%!’.'.‘.‘f.‘:i:‘:'..f of ::f «'2&“".{.'&‘:-

llow up the Whigs? 1 am sorry to B o P o it s bk Wi
y that the little, ?nsigniiunt Aboli- .':5"‘!5.".‘2{.‘ Goagrle o :‘é‘:ﬁuwio?::wt ' ~<Bpsach of
ion party swallowed up the Old Whig oGy pe e T on zu‘?::g the fugitive
rty, to which I belonged, head and law, . Ve ailo et add
reeches. I recollect my old friend from  That is the doctrine of the Rpu’bl,il:g
Louisa, (Mr. Williamson,) when only - y now. Don’t they tell yon,ﬂ}mz
e or two Abolitionists were to be muuCouwsdecisioma,re worth no-
nd in his county. Wasn’t it so? thing.  Sir, are you not treading on

A -

of the Slave Sidtes. Why are the Slave w
‘and eruelly. w

+L1.

their present aim of uniting the inhabitants of the Fr!
dangerons nglll!d ? I tell - th“ the nst (!':'« Iu}:\';:lh.nu of the Slave States ; un

Republican 'party is now more Aboli- oo the ono hand will beget unlon on the other, A ¥
tionized, than was the Abolition party thl dumauton o B oo hina. The mist ¥
of that day. T will prove it from the wable clementof Union. mutnal kinduess, the foslings
men from whose words T shall read be- Pt i e b raner. " ome saetion
fore T get throngh. st i Frtn dera3 aainet Ho thor the sl

States agai

I now propose to show whom Heary
Clay considercd Abolitionists—yea, ul-

the Cogstituzjon. Aceording to that compromise, no

power was granted 40 the Geveral Gayernment i rspect  subject, would he not use the word
o domestic slavery, but that which relutes to taxation ¢ Republican pnrty.” instead of * A.b,

and reprosentation, and the power to restore fagitive

slaves to their rightful owners. All othe powerinre- ]j arty”? I would to God he w
tion party

(r’_td to the institution of slavery, was retained exclasively

the States, to be exerciséed by them severally, actord- here,‘ to counsel back to a sense of tll? i
ing to their réspective views of their own peculiar inter- duty to the country, those erring Whigl

est, The Constitution of the United States never could

h:nvu Deen formed upon the 'prlpcl‘ple of investing the who have forsaken his tenchings and g@ )
General Government with anthority to abolish the insti- estmy after stmng'e gods; who have ]

tution at its pleasure. Tt never can be continiied for a

single day, if the exercise of such a power be assnmed or  ken for their leaders the fanatics n.guiﬂ £

usurped, There are three classes of persons opposed, or

apparenily upposed, to _he continu.d existence uf siavery Whose political heresies he so eloquentl
. and solemenly warned them. ‘
I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call atten
ever calumitous thoy miny be. With them the rights of ‘tion to another point raised in this disk;
It has been argued by somg¥

in the United States. . * * * * .

The third class are the real ultra ' Abolitionists, who are
resolved to persevere in the pusuitiof their objectatall
hazurds, and without razurrlo any ool uence 8, how-

rty are nothing; vhe deficiey the ers of the
eneral Government is nothing ; Eyﬂukm?:;d"d and

cussion.

Mr. Chairman, can you unot see, Sii |
tra Abolitionists.’ . I now read from a the coctrines and sentiments of the _nl;  §
specch of that great  Whig “Senator and Abolitionists, as the great Clay depicte:
‘patriot, ‘delivered in the United States them in his day, now being fully verifief -
Senate, on the 14th of Jamuary, 1839 : inthe course and conduct of the presen

“Tt is well known' thit €he subject of slavery inter- JRepublican  party.
Posed one of the greatest dificaltios in the formation of moner was here to.dgy. to 3pe3k on thi

If the great Cou

Tt Al . e

fncontestible powers of the States are nothing ; civil war, who have spok‘en on this ﬁOOl‘. that if tht »

& dissolution of the Union, and the overthrow of a goy-

ernment on which are concentruted the fondest hopes of ~ Missouri Compromise of 1820 had no |
w civilized world, are nothing, A single idea has taken been repealed it would have caunsed agl
b i

possvesion of their minds, and onward they parsue jt,

over.ooking all barriers, reckless and vegardless of all tation to cease. But recur to the peri “
oconsequences,  With this class, the i Jinte aboliti i
of pluvuﬁ in the District of Colum‘;]a':":,:d ?n the Te‘rg?- of 1819, when it was solemnly agreed 1
eocy of Porldeg tha e e e i e ‘Copgress to  admit « Missouri, with
es from » d nn .

How State com prilzhg‘;vl‘tiﬂn ita limits the mmm of clause in her Constitution excluding fre

e slavery, are byt so mauy means o 1 1 ad
the accomplishanent of the ultlmita l‘::’l‘perllom e: at Negro"a from theé State.
which they avowedly and boldly aim, are but 56 many
short stages in the ) and Lloody road to the distant

he refusal to admit any

'"d best we may,

When we acquired Ne
Mexico, did you not refuse to extend th

Did you

mit Missouri under this compact in 18200
icou at which 'h"’n"'i,:n'mm"’ nrr{‘vlu."‘fhdrp;q’youn You did not. Mr. Clay got a committess
n 0%, universal al pencen) t can, foreil t ; i :
i€ it mwst. 1 have said that fmmedinte sholision of ey, Taised, Who reported to strike ont th
3, the Biatrict of Columbia, and the Terrltory of clanse relating to free Negroes. D
B 14 al e e States, ANeAns i
gwrarda the lmrri.:fu:.:zuﬁr:: x?.;h nlmu'f-:ponzne end. ‘the Northern Representatlv:l then vo {
b 8 : o B g e
- e o qrm A e (wiathor 40 admit Missouri,with that clause strie
is endeavoring toemploy, of arraying one portion against
-another portion of the Uniom. With that view, in sl
their léading prints and publicatious the alleged horrors
“of n::\v% nr:, dqﬂzfmu iﬂ:w r:md‘bglowlzg -:;:d w;t::nv:
(58] exi L] m |
Trg o the people {n_this Freo Ktates agalnat the pll: ;]bo Votfel f&f Sout.ht:n m:;:. Slr‘,‘
ave refused to stand up to your agr
Why d Abolition presses : e
seom with pub als tonding 1o exeits hatred sl asl. Ments with the South. The South
mosity on of the inlinbitants of the Fred States oo ve: hao N
against those of the Slaye States. The slavery which ex- y e.
“ista among us is x:::amk, not theirs; and d‘y limu‘«:
more CONCErn wi thnpﬂ:q_‘g: with :
exists throughout the world, ”notlﬂve m:rn‘-. line of 36-30 to the Pacific ? ',
ith under Che snidance.of Fresidiacese bt wony. Douglas proposed it, and you would
oream, k’now'm‘m thers ;:uﬁm ogma, which _ agree to it. When Mr.
L negro slaves cannot - p 3 4 Y ,
bpretpebp oy legan 4o umlvui.h:ﬁm out that you woald not, he came back
i i property Wiko R BeatierW R fyiferty. the true principles of the Counstitution
‘angur. "fﬁeqh')olluonlt'u,r (g suppose, suceeed in VW hat farther use was there of the com:

en out, and with the line of 36-30 ns & ¢
compromise 7 No, she was admitted:®
with only a few Northern votes, and by~

ouglas founc



'
a2,
issi Loring de-
then re- of 1850, when commissioner 1
oo ‘ﬁon::f;:w always cided that Burns was a fugitive slave.—
of whichy d in its stead Did not the citizens of Boston attempt
iKsT;em“‘.‘Nebraaka to rescue him from the officers; g:d thg
izens of all sec- not, and in doing ;ﬂrs::xlll; oY ab
ons of the Union to enter the'l‘erriwri:s UT:(‘} ys;::e:rg:;:;zdid g S
: : ith the property 4 :
Wi ':1“;3 g,t:mswf:ﬂhe %&tu‘}rom setts l;;f]xslauére tr‘_lysu} :clll;: J f%??uilc‘::l;i‘s
ecognize t s office ' :
:hen‘fce they remove, and to pass such outo 'Li'wice 1 Gov. Gardner veto the

i through duty. _ _
2 Te"u?):‘?:’cmmistegnt act of the Legislature, But finally they

i i ing him, :
itati we United succeeded in removing

g Constntu;ln:nbet;: ft:rethem, in On the other hand, the S:‘J::h ul:l:l'e:
B et sef their own domestic never failed to fullill their 5 yh e
T e the compromises, until the ort b
ﬂ'a;;rst. a solitary representative of all rendered them a mere nullity on the
: Il':'ce kb e ot e PDi Massachusetts and New York
plie Jree mise, was even again re- Did not Massacht b sl
ouri Lmng’ﬂ ress. Such was the op- pass a law to ngluy t_‘nleb gintroducod
“r"”.d 3 f Ouffree'S\ates to that meas- law? Has not, Sir, a bi + eilssembl o
ag 'a here to my Rejublican in the other branch_of } iis As e noytieg
riel llu l'l!::t zur objeets was then, and such a purpose? Sir, glvzgs o lib:
' ends o utji'on and your design, poli- so help me God, you mgaty ;; P
1 m‘nw “\rlr Tt'\e same party who vio- erty bill, but I will })l"ltil nm lﬁe conr;..-
ﬁzdl’ﬁ'm,} 'u.p:reement with the South inf will-lt‘io m.ytdit:tiy“; n}lxgm‘f)(;r o e i;

i vill resis . |
1820, are vow clamoring ©on account 0 {v:c;ng eSir. In Wisconsinwthey have p:ss[-’
e i ed such a law, and when the case went u
¥ 'N jvman, I will call your edsuc ) _ :
”ttzn?t‘:onM:(; (j:zt‘l‘.er fuct, have we ful- to the %ugre:lr;ee[(;}o:;lte::echer l:)ty, a::;'htho(}
‘ ® . * A £l . n e
filled our constitutional obligations to ]l»;:lt)ye“ ‘Corpus o

i Souglg o et e Clerk of the court withheld, the Supreme

o i ied the case on the notes of the
ton, in the year Court tri o t . ‘

fmli‘:)a ::'r(lme and se%zed Autorney General, decldm% against p&o

d réseued him from State Court, the Supreme Court reﬁ'nlt‘;mg

Mis lawful owner in defiance of the law, to beousted in that illegal vmy.0 hey

‘ '1. utlws publie officers. decided tbt‘tt the w&‘it of Habeas Corpus

L v Olay in & speech delivered in was wrongly issuec. :

; en Ie]m CS:IJ:atne, onp the 24, of Febru- Mr. Clay de_clg.red _thols‘e Iv;hp we:.

T~y 1851 in relation to’ this case used opposegut‘o adsmt:;l:ga;r& tw?\o n;c;s:ea

he followir et more ve States, ) ,

.:gfn ﬂ?::?ﬁul:::.g::g {solated fase; do you ever favor of prghlbithg sls:;e_ry Tu::epgieﬁ-t’
-, " ': . , b. 1 mwan the Abolition papers g : ' makin heir o ‘

R n?'\httlc-:_v.rr::::ln:\-o?'ouly nf':'m:: that eity, but fram ritories, an ull,ra. gabolitjouists, m.

er portic ne of the country. Do you notses this Union  cal to  be

1 a1 Do yon not see o declnration that within A t this sition asalimed
B Yinita of Mussichuseits the fugitive slave law can Chairman, is DOR bFoan P
vir be exeented? Do you not see advice given to l‘um by the preunl‘. epublie party .

ok u clve o Kifl the firs! person that . : 8ol
Bhen e e, Wad: take Yhem back 10 e they not make their cause gollgqgﬂ
joe front wihiich they fled. A meb? an atrocious mob  yy., they not seek to divide the No

pb sted the excent! { the laws in one of the most s
)::::ntlﬁ‘t :P;‘h"";‘ll‘ ;‘he“l‘;n(l'un. . from the South, on ggqgmph‘cal lines,

' i i re slave
his, Sir, is the evidence of the great on the ng!at to prevent any more slave
::I:yugniust your unfaithfulness to your States being .m.imltted into the Utﬂ_gm
onstitutional obligations. and to prohibit (through Congress)
" Again, Sir, in the case of the fogitive slaveryin the Territories. : {in)

ave Burns, did the North fulfill their  And here let me call your attentic
bbligation and abide by the compromise to the Farewell Address of the great and

:

romise of 1
enled the act
wmpl ined, and establ
e principles of the Ki
t, which permits the eit

oenl lows in.t
eir own Legislature,—n

¥ Tnthe City o
1851, a notorious
A fugitive slave, an

13.

good Washington. e has in this pa- write it? Dil he not deliberately sa
per depicted with a prophetic pen the that the Democratic party falsify for ¢
present position of the Republican par- purpose. Because we honestly diffe
ty, and warned us against the danger with him, Is this the language to b
of such a party. Ie said in this address, used to the people’s representatives ?
in contemplating the causes which may Sir, I treat it asan insult. Had it bee
disturb our Union, it occars as a mat- offered in the streets, where I counld hav
ter of serious concern, that any ground repelled it, I would have done so in
should have been furnished for character- different manner. (Applause.) 1f
izing parties by geosrt hical discrimix had access to the courts, we cou'd an
nations, Northern an ‘Qismhm, Atlan- swer in a different manner. It wa
tic and Western where designing men wrong to come into this Hall, and attacl
may’endeavor 1o excite a beliefthat there us here. Tt wasnot the time and place
is a real difference of local interest and to speak onm this sabjeet, if it was tr
views—one of the expedients of party he should have thrown over us the man;
to acquire influence within particular tleof charity. As Henry Clay said when
distriets is to misrepresent the opinions Mr, Hale of New Hampshire charged
and views of other districts, you cannot thatthe North was bought up, I will no
ehield yourselves too much against the helieve it. ‘
Jealousies and heart burnings which  When Gov. Kirkwood referred to John'
spring from these misrepresentations,they Brown, why did he not say that the peos
tend to alicnate from each other those ple of Towa were opposed to his coursey
who ought 1o be bound together by frax and there leave the matter 7 Why sa,
ternal affection. All obstructions to the one word against John Brown and fivel:
executions of the laws, all combinations for him ? 'Why did he send thusabroad
and associations under whatever plaus- his misrepresentations of our people ?
©ble character with the ‘real design to We don’t believe John Brown was right's
divert, control, counteract or arrest the in going down into Virginia and killing
regular deliberations"and actions of the her citizens. 'What was his purpose inj
constituted authorities are destructive to going there? “Disinterested” means|
these fundamental principles and of fatal without reward. ~'What was the purpose
tendency. : of Jobhn Brown? To run uff slaves—he'
Thus spoke the patriotic Washington, said that was his' purpose—and to put
this is his language "addressed to us to. armsinto their handsto kill their masters,;
day. Ibeseech the Republicans to take as the means of théir rescue from slaves
heed to his warning councils. ' ry, Wasnot that the purpose of Brown’s "
I desire, Sir, in a few words to draw raid into Virginia ? which purpose at
the attention of the Committee to this least the Democratic party of Iowa opsl’.
Inangural of Gov. Kirkwood. What pose.” Gov. Kirkwood bas published isly
gays  Governor Kirkwood? He says abroadthatalarge proportion ofour peo-|
emphatically and expresely that the Dem- ple do not oppose rauning off slaves and ! *
ocratic party falsify the position of the putting armsinto their hands to kill their| 4
Republican party for a purpose.  Was masters. Hence I feared thatweshould
he justified in coming before the Legis- be misrépresented before the country.—
lature here, and in saying to the people And as the representatives of the Dema
of this State—the halfof them at least— cratic party on this floor, we have putour
that they falsify for a purpose. If T fal- !l)"l;,otest on record against this inaugural,
sify for a purpose, then Ilie deliberately. That was not the time for such defence ’.
1t is as if he had said to the Demoeratic of John Brown; no defence or exeuse
g’ar}y,' hat they have deliberately lied. can be rightfully made. for him..  Th
X5 that proper langnage to use to one is a portion of the Republican party who |
half of the "people of this Stafe? - Sir, sympathize with Brown, and Gov. Kirk
130k at it, I intend to analyze this inau. wood is the leader of this class.. It is &
sural.  Ts it not an insult to the Demo- fair presumption’that he is one of them.
tic party ? Did he not deliberately 1'say he does not even fairly represent

Vo oot wh e taha Y w
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£

own party.  In myown connty these
\batics are wild and violent in their op-
on 1o slavery. They draped their
rehes in mourning, asd had prayers
inst Virgivia, snd applauded John
rown. Bat I should not blame the
jority of the Republicans for the acts
ihese men, if they had not been ap-

i But we have history on this point. Mr.
Jhairman, there bos been & Republican
nvention held here, lately, for the elec-
on of Republican delegates 10 their
ational Convention at Chicago, and W.
enn Clarke is chairman of the delegation
represent the Republican party of this
tate in that body. I have known Mr.
larke for ten years. Sir, he wasan abo-
itionist, and prominent in that party for
n years belore the formation of the
ublican party. There was a meeting
Fowa Qity, in 1850—a mass meeting
{ all parties—to sustain Senators Dodge

Jarke was there, and divulged his aboli-
jon doctrines till he was thrust out of
e meeting by Whigs and Democrats.
ow, here, on this floor, 1 heard my
end, Mr. Rosh Clark, a leading Re-
lican, guote from a sgeech of Penn
[larke in support of Repu licanism, He
more brains in two inches of his head
han Penn Olarke hagin all his craninm j
et he quotes Penn Clarke. But, 8s
said at that meeting in Towa City, Penn
Olarke was thrust out of doors, and I
alone defended him, that he might ex-
press his opinions. I had no sympathy

with him on his principles, but 1 thought p

he had a right to be heard in a mass
‘meeting.

. Mr. Epwarns—(from Lucas)—Will the
gentleman allow me to ask him a ques-
tion ?

Mr. Cuaceerr—Certainly, Sir,

Mr. BEowarps—It is said that the gen-
tleman, (Mr. Clagget,) in speeches made
during the Scott & Pierce canvass,
in several places, advocated the Wilmot
Proviso. oes he advoeate it now ?

Mr. Cragaerr—Never, Sir | never, at
amy time or place. FPenn Clarke was re-
fused a hearing in mass moetinin.,lown
Citv. in 1860, on account of his aboli-

tionism. And when, at Chicago,  there
was a convention gotten up by the abo~
litionists for John Brown, who were
there as delegates from Towa? Wm.
Penn Clarke, of Towa City, and Jaeob
Butler, from Muscatine. ~ When _you,
therefore, make Mr. Clarke chairman of
the delegation to your National Conven-
tion, I must say you are abolitionized.—
Sir, I would not say this, if I did not
think you had sweryed from the old land
marks of the Whig and Democratic par-
ties. 140
Mr. Bowpoix—Allow me to ».sk'wvl’m1
approved the Wilmot Proviso to Oregon?
glr. CracaerTr—dJames K. Polk,
Mr, Bowpors—The Democratic party,
then, has not changed, has it ? -2
Mr. CrAcaerr—No, Sir, it was the
same then as now, The Wilmot Pro-
viso to that bill was a nullity, I mea
to have spoken of this Wilmot Proyiso,
but, Mr. Chairman, I have not time |
speak of it at length, Mr. Polk signe
the act, though this excressence of your
party was attached to it. [Ap lause. ]
When the abolitionists in ongress
proposed to attach the Wilmot Provise
to the New Mexico Bill, Daniel Web-
ster said® it was like an attempt to re-
enact the Law of God ; that slavery would
be governed by the Jaws of climate BN
productions. This, Sir, all reasonable
and sensible men know. But abolition-
ists may be said to have neither reason
or commoun §ense, _ o
When James K. Polk signed _the bill
for the organization of the territory of
Oregon, he pablicly declared he was op-
z:leftl to the ;Pm_;riqg, But _as it was 8
nullity when applied to such a territory
he would not el:)pn.rdize the passage of
the act, which might deteat the organi-
zation of the territory, (it being near the
close of the session of Congress). Thos
were the reasens, Sir, why Emdam
P{li‘?gned the Oregon Bill, with that
abolition excrescence (the W Pro-
viasoi) stm!l:eg‘:o it. C i Pro‘
r, muc ‘been said in this Houns
lately, in relation to this Wﬂhcsato;!"
viso, the power of Congress to prohib
slavery in the territories of the United
States, and the constitutionality of the
compromise of 1819-20, by w,hl’oiﬂﬁ-
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so . - :
uri was admitted as a slave State, and patriots sustain them in their treasonm'

slavery forever prohibited in all of that agai itati
:[(::mr? lyltnig(north of 36-30; (embracing %i:?tt):lal: g::i:;ugiggi::do;tﬁ U?J‘on'
- En;szﬂ_ ans:.s tertl)'lbory) and Madi- ison, who had so much to do w';.r.h :g.
e iuelt;son ave eenfreque'ntlz re- Constitution—more, perhaps. tha g
e upgox:t of the cpnsutuuom other man, y e
f‘roxi - le; restriction. I will here read I will now conclude what I h
o Moz:-' wqbtelns by Mr. Madison, say. I will not quote Gov. Kirk.\l:e -
b+ oe, in 1820, on that ques- :x:r tl;e words of General Jacksonot‘li'
- ou Jackson w il
mfﬂx g::ci:‘m:::dumhmlmwmmm mau.8 I will gquote :lsle‘wg;:;t bl e
?:&wm“uum"“;mm; e Poniy. Mmost distinguished man zﬁf o
e s ") — o

greater? @n the first point there is certai
: tainl fi
some difference of opinion. though for mysel( i ::‘sTo:; “Liberty and Union—now and forever—ono and in;

that I have always leaned e o io- s
lon was not within the mwl‘c:‘;’eb;lrl zﬁihan'ﬂuﬁiﬁf- ”w\}; BowpoiN—Let k
Mk. — ‘me as >
“J: ll:tz; v:llix:tno:}l'xeoy&r‘th (for the) first ltleman, (Mr. Claggett,) before tl!:ce LE::I
; is country) re- his seat, whether, i '
: i : , whether, in case Mr.
used to admit a State into the Union Mr. Chase is elected Presidc?::':tl"dtl‘::

on account of her slave constitution, United States, he would go for dissolv- |

Mr. Jefferson, in his now published let- ing the Union, or what he would do?

ters, (written at the time) declared that  MRr. CracGerr—Hang the Disunion-

the news came upon him like the ri i
! A nging ists who raise the st i

ggma 3{5‘ beill in ;.he night, and filled and you too, Sir? m;:i:n;l :f Il):suniqn,
alarm for the preservation  MRg. Bowporn—What willpgec?l':e] of

of the Union. Now, Sir, with all this the Democrats, if a¥ the Disanionists &

evidence before the count
opinions of Mr. Madisgn a.u!g,'Ma:. ?Ah: are huog !

claring that these gregl stateSmen and which Mr. Claggett took his seat. |

f [ Mg. CraceerTr—All

son, on this question, e find dl M true Democrats =

-y ) tion, ong” r n, and ‘
epublicans falsifyink (prygxd de- be hung Uproarig:: :;.;r;l;lelom;.ltl )
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