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HONORABLE DANIEL WEBSTER

THE COMPROMISE BILL,

DELIVERED IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, ON THE 17t4 DAY OF
- JULY, 1850.

A ANAAAAAAAANAAA A~

Mr. President: It was my purpose, on Tuesday of last week, to have followed
the bonorable member from South Carolina, (Mr. BuTLER,) who was address-
ing the Senate on the morning of that day, with what I then had, and now have,
to say upon the subject of this bill. But before the honorable member had
concluded his own remarks, it was announced to us, that the late Chief Magis-
trate of the United Stales was dangerously ill, and the Senate was moved
to adjourn.  The Senate adjourned ; and the solemn event of the decease of
the President took place that evening. i

Sir, various and most interesting reflections present themselves to the minds
of men, growing out of that occurrence. The Chief Magistrate of a great
Republic died suddenly. Recently elected to that high office by the spontaneous
voice of his fellow countrymen, possessing in a high degree their confidence and
regard, ere yet he had had a fair opportunity to develope the principles of his
civil administration, he fell by the stroke of death. Yet, sir, mixed with the
sad thoughts which this event suggests, and the melancholy feeling which spread
over the whole country, the real lovers and admirers of our constitutional gov-
ernment, in the midst of their grief and affliction for this loss, find something
consoling and gratifying. The Executive head of a great nation had fallen
suddenly : no disturbance arose ; no shock was felt in a great and free Republic.
Credit, public and private, was in no way disturbed, and danger to the commu-
nity or individuals was no where felt. = The legislative authority was neither
dissolved nor prorogued ; nor was there any further interruption or delay
in the exercise of the ordinary functions of every branch of the Govern-
ment, than such as was necessary for the indulgence, the proper indulgence, of
the grief which afilicted Congress and the country. Sir, for his country Gene-
ral Taylor did not live long enough ; but there were circumstances in his death
so favorable for his own fame and characler, so gratifying to all to whom he
was most dear, that he may be said to have died fortunately.

¢ That life is long which answers life’s great end.”

A gallant soldier, able and experienced in his profession, he had achieved all
that was tobe expected by him-in that line.of duty.  Placed at the head of the
Government, as L have said, by the free voice of the people, he died in the midst
of domestic affections and domestic happiness. He died in the full Ppossession
of the gratitude of his country. He died in the consciousness of duty performed,
He dicd here; in the midst of tlie counsels of his country; which country, through
us, its organs, has bestowed upon him those sitnple, but grand, and imposing rites,
such as the Republic confers on the most distinguished of her sons. He has run
the race destined for him by Providence, and he sleeps with the blessings of his
countrymen.

-

“Such honors Tlium to her Hero paid,
And peaceful slept the mighty Hector’s ghade,”

Mr. President, I proceed now to say upon the subject before us what it was
my purpose then to have said. I begin by remarking, that the longer we stay
in the midst of this agitaling subject, the longer the final disposition of it is put off
or postponed, the greater is the intensity of that anxiety which possesses my
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. vish, sir, to harmonize, so far as I can, opinions. I wish to facili-
}c);feasst)meI r‘r:veas:n"e (;f conciliation. = I wish to consummate some propo'smonsgr
other, that shall bring opposing sentiments together, and give the countlg. rﬁ};)(;vé
It is not my purpose, to-day, to compare or contrast measures or planst 1? 4 ohi
been proposed. A measure was suggested by the President (Mr ?Lés)bmthe
message of 1848.  The same measure, substantially, was again 1‘epeafe. ythis
late President (Mr. TayLor)in his message of 1849. Then thereis before usqite
proposition of the Committee of Thirteen. 1 do not regard these as opPo£ "
conflicting, or, to use the language of the day, as antagonistical propq.qhtlo‘ng a Mr‘
To a certain extent, they all agree. Beyond what was proposed e"b‘lell y be.
Polk or by the late President, this report of the committee, apd thi tl fnt(})rér]até
fore us, go another step. Their suggestions were, and especially t t? (l;'ll s
President, to admit California, and for the present to stop there. The bi i
the Senate proposes to admit California, but also to make a proper prpvxsxog,Utah
Senate deem the provision proper, for the Territories of New Mexx.cc:i'an abl(;
I confess, sir, my judgment, from the first, has been that it was in ll)SI:eInT]a,ve
that Congress should make some provision for these Territories ke ut I i
been careless whether the things, necessary to be done, should be ofe llé (})]ns
bill or in separate biils, except that, as a matter of expediency, 15 was :tm haje
been my opinion, from the beginning, that it would have been better t0he a7
proceeded, measure by measure. That was a matter of judgment upon Frrl
pediency of the course. I was one of the Committee of Thirteen. L(;rcur::s i
ces called me to my home during its deliberations ; and it seemeb tto e tl .
general opinion of the committee at that time, and I thought the better O‘}Jl!]n
ion, to begin with Californie, and then take up the other _rpﬁaslfrga u;)t
their order. Upon further consideration, the committee—very 1;:1 y]t ﬁ(; %
not, and in the exercise of their best jndgment and dlscr.etlon——thoug_) ]
unite the three things which are in this bill.  Well, sir, whether smggrolxl-
#ogether, each and every one of these objects meets my approbation, and a

e o Wy In the first place, I think it 1s a desirable ob-
are in my judgment desirable. In the place, 1 TRt ol
ject to admit California. I do not conceal from myself, nor do I wis

“ceal from others, that California is before us with some degree of irregularity

stamped upon her proceedings. She has not been through the previous process

of territorial existence. She has formed her constitution without our consent.

But Ilook upon it, sir, that California, from the extraordinary cnrcuzn:.tixln(:ef W }::]:fl.l

tha ttended her birth and progress to the_ present moment, (.n ll (‘fh‘ herself,
o B sity e, t :xception from the ordinary rules. Who
from the necessity of the case, to an ¢ ce] fro Hpl e
expected to see such a great community sprmrgmg up in such . "

v time ?  Who expected to see 100,000 or 150,000 people engaged in sue
thees llln br'ne-nt with so much activity, and enterprise, and commerce, draw-
. emphoy ‘(;lv::q the admiration and’ regard of the whole world, in the period
inale ths ; Well, sir, she comes to us with a constitution i_ramoq upon
. fe'vY Hlonod}*ie and éonformable to the Constitution of the United States ;
republu(?n'rt?lesé ;ircumstances, still admitting her application as premature npd
_and ull-l '61[ m for admitting her, as there has been nothing done \\"lnch. hpr ndmltf-
i b Mc;ura)art will not cure.  She will be lawfully in the Union, if we admit
ilé);l ng the]refore I have no hesi.tati_on upon that point. $ AL

'Izhen with respect to the Territories : T have been anc ‘am o : pit -

sh 1d not separate at the end of this session of Congress without having ma °
by Oul vision for their covernment. I do not think it safe to allow 'thmg.\
asultak()ié prt%e are. 1{ hascb(—'en thought that there may ho‘suc}} a thmg as
e ab(]ql'fz)lrnia' and stopping there.  Well, it is notimpossible, in the nature
adm‘ﬁ“*‘fv’ h“lt such ,a cour=e of policy should be adopted, if it woul.d meet the
& thu{gm i arrénce But then I have always supposed, sir? that if we were
g e on Cz;li!'ornia as a separate measure, and should, in the prosecution
n?‘:i]:ftrg]egafupre admit her into the Union, the inquiry would immediately arise,
0 sure,
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What then, or what next? I have never supposed that the questions respecting
the Territories would thereby be put to rest, even for the present. | have
supposed, on the contrary, that the very next thing to be done would be, to
take up the subject of the necessity of a government for the Territories, and
prosecute that subject until it should be in some manner terminated by Con-
gress, to the exclusion of all ordinary subjects of legislation. I am not author-
ized to say, sir, I do not know, the opinion of the honorable members of the
Committee on Territories : here sits nesr me the honorable member from Illj~
nois, who is at the head of that committee, and I take it for granted tﬁé‘g"he
can say whether I am right or not, that if we should this day admit California
alone, he would to-morrow feel it his duty to bring in a bill for the government
of the Territories, or to make some disposition of them.

Mr. DovcLas, (in a low voice.) Does the Senator wish an answer ?

Mr. Wesster. I should like to know the honorable member’s purpose.

Mr. DouGras. Mr. President, if California should be admitted by herself, T
should certainly feel it my duty, as the chairman of the Committee on Territo-
ries, to move to take up the subject of the Territories at once, and put them
through, and also the Texas boundary question, and to settle them by detail, if
they are not settled in the acgregate, together. I can say such is the opinion
and determination of a majority of that committee.

Mr. WessTer resumed. Then, sir, it is as I supposed. We should not
getrid of the subject, even for the present, by admitting California alone. Now,
sIr, it is not wise to conceal from ourselves our condition. Suppose we admit
California alone. My honorable fiiend from Illinos brings in, then, a bill for a
territorial government for New Mexico and Utah. We must open our eyes
to the state of opinion in the two Houses respectively, and endeavor (o foresee
what would be the probable fate of such a bill. If it be a bill containing a prohi-
bition of slavery, we know it could not pass this House. If it be a bill without
such prohibition, we know what difficulty it would encounter elsewhere. So that
we very little relieve ourselves from the embarrassing circumstances of the
condition in which we are placed, by taking up California and acting upon it,
alone. I am therefore, sir, decidedly in favor of passing the oill in the form in
which it is upon your table.

But, sir, if it be the pleasure of the Senate to approve the motion which it is
proposed to make tothe Senate, shortly, for laying this whole measure upon the ta-
ble, and thereby disposing of this bill, T can only, for one, say that if this measure
be defeated by that proceeding, or any other, I hold myself not only inclined,
but bound, to consider any other measures which may be suggested; because
the case is pressing, and the circumstances of the country are urgent. When
in the woild have we had any foreign question, if 1 may say s0, any exterior
Question, that has occupied the con-ideration of Congress for seven months,
and yet been brought to no result ? When have we had a subject before us that
has paralyzed all the operations of Government, that has displaced the regular
proceedings of the two Houses of Congress, and has left us at the end of seven
months of a session, without the ordinary annual appropriation bills ? When
have we ever had before, in the history of this Government, such an occurrence
as that ? What is now proposed, is, to make a territorial government for New
Mexico and Utah, without restriction. 1 feel authorized to assume, from the
circumstances before us, that it is in the power of gentlemen of the South
to decide whether this territorial government without restriction, as provided in
this bill, shall be established or not. I have voted against restriction for the
reasons which I have already given to the Senate, and may repeat, but it now
lies with Southern gentlemen to say whether this bill, thus providing for terri-
torial governments without restriction, shall pass or not; and they will decide
that question, doubtless, by reference to what i likely to happen, if it should not
pass.  Now, sir, | am prepared to say that if this measure does no: pass, T am
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l;ﬁ;'eaydy to support other proper measures that can pass, and will pass. I shall
f;\ﬁ;gvonl\s}[ent_ to engttl}):s_ stlassmn of Congress until somie provision be made
or . Mexico. ah 1s less important. = Let her res o)
borders of the Salt Lake another if e it Bhon O
1 > . ear, if nec 7o 7 i
situated as she is, with a controvel)']sy o,n hand,e;:asr}y}e hiut;ftltlohg'ervoMeX]CO’
er‘ftt;]l neighbor, Texas, I shall never consent to the adjo,urnment of Cgflp;)e‘;:
without a provision made for avoiding a collision, and for the settlement ofg the
pl())._mt in controversy between that Territory and that State. I have the strongest
?hiegzogt to a prertnature creation of States. I stated that objection at larg% in
] nate, some two years ago. 'The bringing in of small 8 i
resentation in the Senate equaTto the repres tgt‘ 1he Tale ) Sialts (s
T i presentation of the largest States in the
y small number of people, derances and disturb )
per balance between the Senate and the House ’f Repre H9bRh Clngtek
iy Se’n'éte‘ oy el sé of hepresentativesin Congress.
ikes the Sen garchy. There may be si ight, or
small States in the southwest, havis PMh Gonst 1 oplen
ot e est, having as many Senators in Conoress
ha)f Repr‘esentatlves._ This objection is founded upon the inco%tri?;it aSW;]l}sg
ﬂlz g case pJ]oduces in the ctf)x)stltutional relation of the Senate and theyHou e
Bhigures the symmetry of the Government: and in this r i i
make the slighest possible difference, in m R B ey oo e
n ; stimation, whe!her th
free States or slave States. T am L gl e e Aty
s : not disposed to make a Territ is i
mature and not fit to come intothe Union. o e
; } ome , on account of want of i
lS]tc}te, nr];ertely bec;use it will be a free State. That does not weiull)'nOI\;:]th?;ltl?:é :
air.  But my objection has been and is, as I have stated or
state, that the admission of such States, with s i i e
S| ) ith such small a ts of i
deranges the system. It makes the Se; i aver SUBLNEN Ky o1
ges : E enate what it was never intend - the
Constitution to be. Nevertheless, si o S b
; ess, sir, as I favor the admissi f Californi
although she presents herself befgre us wi i Wty 10 2ok oot
) . . us with some irregularity in h .
of proceedings, so there are greater evils, i j O 1 oy
g ] S, In my judgment, than the admissi
of New Mexico as a State, now, at onc ; vision ¢ all b 0
? ] : » e, or the provision that she shal
mitted in a certain time her’eafter 1don i B s
e hereafter. not think that so great an evil as it w
be to{lea‘ve New Mexico without a government, without i’:rotection. on tilewvogrld
iesvfho Iln.ol})lab]te émstlhtyfwﬁhl')rexas, so far as I can discern; for, to m'y mind ther}e’
e highest degree of probability that there will arise collisi 4
and, for aught I know, bloodshed, i o GUMAS N1 205 ok WL
Sett;e'd [t‘)y 5ongre55. \ ed, if the boundaries of New Mexico shall not be
Sir, I know no question so impor i
Siny, Lk . portant, connected with all these matter
thlb.sei,tr‘ernel)t of the Texan boundary. That immediately and in!imateljs, ?rf
myJu.(:c;.ment, touches the question of the duration of peace and quiet iﬁy’the
Clolu'nflfy" and I cannot conceive how gentlemen, looking upon that stib'ect ir{
% Ileta :sgeclts, can c_(;ntelﬁt themselves with the idea of retiring from theiJr seats
fig, and, Jepyiigattwhiere ditias, 1 should: be' déveliot if
T L . . . . t
d{d not persist, to the last, in bringing it to a decision by the a?xtlllg‘z’it}(r]uc}glclcfn{
gl e;;. tH]‘ a m9tlop be made, as it has been announced to be intended to be
n%a o) (:;1 ayrfhls bill upon the table, and that motion prevails, this measure is
3. 'an \en +uhen there must be a resort to some other measures; and I am
,.1‘5pose_d to. say that,.m case of the failure of this bill, I shall be ixffavor of a
b1ll vyhxch shall provide for three things, viz: The admission of California with
its present cpn;txtuhpn and boundaries, the settlement of the Texan boundary
and the af_lmlgsxon of New Mexico as a State. Such a measure will produc;)z;
final termmatxo.n of the controversies which now agitate us, and relieve th
country from distraction. i § o
,,Szi‘], this measure is opposed by the North, or some of the North, and by the
Sog -t«, or sbome of the South; and it has the remarkable misfortune to encounter
zes stance by persons the most precisely opposed to each other in every matter con-
n;:ctgd with the subj: ct under consideration. There are thoze—I do not speak
of course, of members of Congress, and I do not desire to be understo};d a;
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making any allusion whatever, in what I may say, to members of this Hb\';'ﬁ"ﬁ
or of the other—there arc those in the country who say, on the part of the
South, that the South by this bill gives up everything to the North, and we will
fight it to the last; and there are those, on the, part of the North, yvh|o's'a'y'\£lﬂt
this bill gives up everything to the South, and we will fight it to the last. . 1#1
really, sir, strange as it may seem, this disposition to make battle upon the bill,
by people who never agreed in anything before under the light of Heaven, hals
created a sort of fellowship and good feeling between them. One says ive
me your hand, my good fellow; you mean to go against this bill to the a'e h,
because it gives up the rights of the South; I mean to go against the bill to hi
death, because it gives up the rights of the North; let us shake hands and ¢
out, ““Down with the bill;’’ and then unitedly raise the shout, ‘A day, an hour,
of virtuous liberty is worth a whole eternity in bondage!”” Such is the consis-
tency of the opposition to this measure. . RN
Now, sir, I ascribe nothing but the best and purest motives to any of the
gentlemen, on either side of this chamber, or of the other House, who take
that view of this subject which differs from my own. I cannot but regret, cer-
tainly, that gentlemen who sit around me, and especially my honorable col-
league, and my friends from Massachusetts in the other House, are obliged,
by their sense of duty, to oppose a measure which I feel bound by méy
conscience to support to the utmost of my ability. They are just as high minded,
as patriotic, as pure, and every way as well-infentioned as I am; and, sir, if it
was put to a vote, and the thing were to be decided by id'najorft_yg, I must cox‘-
fess my friends from Massachusetts could outvote me. ut still my own opin-
ions are not changed, not in the least degree changed. Ifeel that every interest
of the State, one of whose representatives I am, as well as every great interest
of the whole country, requires that this measure, or some equivalent measure,
as healing, composing, and conciliatory as this, should be adopted by Congress
before its adjournment. That is my object, and I shall steadily pursue it.
Let us examine this. If I may analyze the matter a little both in regard to
the North and the South, Massachusetts, being a northern State, may be taken
as an example, or a sample, of northern interests. What does she gain by
this bill 2 What does she lose by it? If this bill passes, Massachuselts and
the North gain the admission of California as a free State, with her present
constitution, a very intensely desirable object, as I believe, to all the North,
She gains that. She gams, also, the quieting of the New Mexican ques-
tion and the Texas boundary, which, in my judgment, as I have already said, is
the most important of all these questions, because it is the most immediately
menacing evil consequences, if such consequences be not arrested by this or
some similar measure. She gains the quiet of New Mexico, and she gains the
settlement of the Texas boundary—objects all desirable and most important.
More than that, sir, she gains, and the whole North gains, and the whole
country gains, the final adjustment of by far the greatest part of all the sla-
very questions. When I speak of this bill in that connexion, T mean also
to connect it with the other subjects recommended by the committee; and I say
that if the whole report of that committee could be carried out, one of the great-
est of all possible benefits will be secured; that is, the settlement, to an extent of
far more than a majority of them all, of the questions connected with slaver
which have so long agitated the country. And then, sir, Massachusetts, ani
the North, and the whole country, cain the restoration of this Government to
the ordinary exercise of its functions. The North and the South will see Con-
gress replaced in its position of an active, beneficial, parental legislation for
the whole country. Consider, sir, what has happened? While it is of the utmost
importance that this restoration to the exercise of its ordinary functions by Con-
gress should be accomplished, here we are, seven or eight months from the
beginning of the session, hardly able to keep the Government alive. All is
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paralysis. We are nearly brought to a stand. We are all suspended upon
this one topic, this one idea, as if there were no object in government, no uses
in government, no duties of those who administer government, but to settle
one question.

“Well, sir, the next inquiry is, What do Massachusetts and the North, the anti-
slavery States, lose by this adjustment? What is it they lose? I put that

uestion to every gentleman here, and to every man in the country. They
Tose the application of what is called the Wilmot Proviso to these Territories,
and that is all. There is nothing else that 1 suppose the whole North are not
willing to do, o: »lling to have done. They wish to get California into the
Upion and quiet New Mexico; they wish to terminate the dispute about the Texan
boundary, cost what it reasonably may. They make no sacrifice in all these.
'What they sacrifice is this: The application of the Wilmot Proviso to the Territo-
ries of New Mexico and Utah, and that is all. Now, whatis the value of that loss,
or that sacrifice, in any reasonable man’s estimate? The value of it, sir, depends
upon its necessity. If, in any reasonable man’s judgment, the necessity of
the application of that Proviso to New Mexico is apparent, why, then, there is
value in it to those who hold that the furtt er extension of slavery is to be re-
sisted, as a matter of principle. But if it be not necessary, if circumstances do
not call for it, why, then, there is nothing in the Wilmot Proviso, and no sacri-
fice made in refusing, or declining to apply it. That is the question.

Now, sir, allow me to say, that the Wilmot Proviso is no matter of principle;
itis a means to an end; and it cannot be raised to the dignity of a principle. The
principle of the North I take to be, that there shall be no further extension of
slave territory. Let that be admitted; what then? It does not necessarily fol-
low_fthat in every case you must come down with a Wilmot. If there are other
circumstances that are imperative and conclusive, and such as influence and
control the judgment of reasonable men, rendering it unnecessary, for the es-
tablishment of that principle, to apply a measure which is obnoxious and disa-
greeable to others, and, regarded by them as derogatory to their equality as mem-
Bers of the Union, then, I say, it is neither high, nor patriotic, nor just to apply it.

My honorable colleague admitted the other day, with great propriety and
frankness, that if it could be made certain, or if it were certain, that natural
causes necessarily exclude slavery from New Mexico, then the restriction ought
not to be inserted in the bill. Now, by certainty, I suppose my colleague
meant not mathematical certainty; I suppose he meant that high probability,
that moral certainty, which governs men in all the concerns of life. Our du-
ties to society, our objects in society, are all measured by that high probability,
which is something short of mathematical certainty, but which we are bound
to act upon in every transaction of daily life, eitherin a public or in a private ca-
pacity.  Now, the question, therefore—I address myself to gentlemen of the
North—is this: Is the probability of the exclusion of slavery from New Mexico
by natural causes so high, and strong, and conclusive, as that we should act

upon it as we act on the same degree of probability, applied to other questions,
in civil, moral, and social relations ? 1 shall not recur to what I have said,
myself, heretofore, on this subject; for I suppose m friend from Pennsylvania,

Mr. Cooper,) and my friend from Connecticut, (Mr. SmitH,) who discussed

this matter latterly, have left it proved, and as much demonstrated as any prob-
lem of a moral and political character can be demonstrated, that it is true, that
New Mexico is not a country in which slavery exists, or into which it ever can
be introduced. If that were not o upon previous evidence, and if now anything
further need be added, we have before us, to-day, an authentic expression of
the will of the inhabitants of that country themselves, who, it is agreed on all
hands, have the ultimate right of decision on a subject that concerns them-
selves alone, and that expression is allogether against slavery.

What is it, then, that is yielded by the North but a mere abstraction, a naked

T

possibility, upon which no man would act? N
! C ! No man would vent arthi
?:b‘fi A%);dai%r;lt mll\lqem‘ance to be bestowed on him when slavery l;rheoﬁl:i]g::;g
is ew Mexico. Now that there is an authentic declarati ,
' ation
ls::jel(l:g lt)y gh? people of New Mexico themselves, what is there thal:l:(i)‘:)ltlﬁ
ground O(; ar?sét)atte 1r1tsett}1ng this matter? Why should we proceed upon the
stract notion of adhering to the Wilmot Proviso? A
) dhering t ? And 1
ntoztp[(:;rralrllttted to sagr that, as applied to this case, it is all an abstraction. ﬂIlll;(t)
kg mer::}i};rtaci't the 1ntjf:1nct10n against slavery in the ordinance of 1787
\ ; lon; on the contrary, it had its uses; but I ppli
tion of that rule to this case is a me o 1 o e A
re abstraction, and nothing el ;
not affect the state of things i i ¢ PRt
t aff ) gs in the slightest degree, present or future. E
1o) 9 ps 4 ; ) W e
;c?;‘r,l;guia :Eebet}riow, and remain hereafter, with or wit,hout that restriction, ju‘;t z
Zd e other way. Itis, therefore, i my judgment, clearly an abstraction.
o b stuﬁz Sdlrt,hYeFY sorry, that my friend from Connecticut, (Mr. Smrr,)
i Sl A AR e et e
ouse, onstrated, beyond ver
:ggufogziingzus man’s l:i_ema],hthat there can be no slafve:; in i‘h: ' eﬁi‘tﬁt? y
whic are speaking, that the South is mistaken in supposing th
was possible to derive any benefit from i ' L e
)0 ¢ om it, and that the North is mistaken i
supposing that that which they desire to prohibit will s 1|
tion/there, T am sorry to see that m i A A g R
1y/the sorry to y very able friend, having demonstrated tk
case, did not carry out his own demonstratio 4 4 g -
: y ot n.  The expression of h
:? vote against this bill followed one of the clearest : s‘stro est dl:tp:gpg'zﬁ
ons éI}l}_]}S favor,'that I have heard from the mouth o?aknln. hat is the p'm:'a-
29111 0t is opposition? Why, the gentleman said he was insteucted by his le-
gislature to vppose it; and, on the whole, he did not feel it to be his duty to
dejF[)ta;]t fr(t))m those instructions. v
as become, sir, an object of considerable importance in the hi thi
2, Sir, ject ¢ istory of
G‘;‘ov_crnme‘nt to inquire how far instructions, given ex parte and under oﬁe sttz};tles
2‘ cnf{:umst‘ances, are to govern those who are to act under another state of cir-
lr?tb ances, and not upon an ew parte hearing, but upon a hearing of the whole
matter. The proposition, that a member of this Government, ix?givincr a vote
o

« to bind all the,country, is to take as his instructions the will of a small part of

f)l;%gl%l:‘r,l;rl)lf;rvzgethe{ lnv}‘l,ls own State or out of it, is a proposition that is above
e e zcmejg‘. here men are sworn to act conscientiously for the good
et tgotl”xlng to their own be=t judgments and opinions, if the proposi-
o i e excﬁ “.eylar(le), nevertheless, bound to take the individual opinion of
every,man’s o Il]blVf} y bound by that opinion, there is noroom for argument;
i ia\ pelceplt‘lo‘n,‘“uthout argument, decides on such a proposition.
A give,n, a,nd (p]e;;gifgf(““‘il:(((;OVC]’;_n'm?nti}hke olurs, u‘]s:ruvlions of this sort will
8 ' S T o, 15 in the nature of the case; political men in
1:;:: ;;?IT;LtéytioyneaLhec gl‘::ﬁ;fé:-hi;f(:oie pnpltlllar appltaus;:]aud promg)lion, and they
plood burns, the soul prodiwail;r <riv;.:, :hl: t('))nlrreureb::)\: (‘) 01\1"3, S}0 A, Wh(‘l} i
in some States, in whichycin electioneering C’c<)1itestqb. instrl? tt)'e CALO, i
constltu.tions’ which men vow to ~‘3'~1P}7’)rt..J These ‘i’nstruc;i(c;)ri(:labre i)cf(()mccrl'lme
ronggr 2ffcolimst;1.ncesdvery remote lfrom those that exist when the duti;lct(’)ll\;xt;z
sider'a}t)i ‘ mfla 5 and, I am sorry to say, they are often given on collateral con-
ons. will not say when or where, how remotely, or how lately; bat I

am very much inclined to think that we should find in the history of tl’ii)y
try, cases in which instruction are ready to be given, or ready toybe wirhchc:ll(rll-
4 ?

s the support of some little fragment of some sectional party may be, or may

not be, obtained thereby.
Sir, it is curious enough to observ is 1
| g e how this idea, that a member chosen into a
g}]tbhhoc bodﬁr tolact for the whole country, is bound, nevertheless, by the instructions
se who elected him, which has risen to a sort of rule, in some of the Ameri-
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can States, is differently received and treated elsewhere. According to our
notions and habits of thinking, it is not only allowable, but incumbent upon a
member of Congress, in the opinion of many, tofollow the instructions given by
his own particular constituents, although his vote affects the interest, the honor,
the glory, the renown of twenty millions of people. As an instance, sir, of the
various views taken of this subject, as a question of morals, 1 may refer to what
happened in the Chawmber of Deputies of France some years ago, perhaps while
the honorable member from Michigan was residing in Paris, but more probably
shortly after his return. A gentleman, who was a candidate for the Chamber of
Deputiesin France, promised his constituents that on a certain measure, expect-
ed to come before the chamber, he would vote as they required. - They required
him to vote so and so, and he said he would do it. ~ Well, sir, he was chosen;
and when he came to the Chamber to take the oath of office, he was told: Not so
fast! Objection was made. The Chamber said he did not come there as a fair
man; he did not come as an impartial man, {o judge of the interests of
the whole country upon the great questions that were to come before the Cham-
ber. He was pledged and trammelled; he had given up his consciénce and
promised his vote, and therefore did not stand on an equality with other mem-
bers of that assembly who came unpledged and untrammelled, and bound to
exercise their own best judgments. In short, they rejected him; and whoever
wishes to see the most beautiful disquisition upon political morals, and' the
duty of those who represent the people, that I know of since the time of Mr.
Burke’s speech at Bristol, can be gratified by reading Monsieur Guizot’s speech
on that occasion, The member came under pledges made to a few to give his
‘ote for them, although it might be against the many, and they held him not to
oe a worthy representative of France, fit to act on the questions which concern-
ed the interests of the whole kingdom. For my part, sir, I know how easily we
glide into this habit of following instructions.  Although I know, too, that mem-
bers of Congress wish to act conscientiously always, and I believe they wish
themselves free from these trammels.  But the truth is, that under the doctrine
of instructions Congress is not free. To the extent to which this doctrine may at
any time prevail in it, the two Houses are not deliberative bodies. Congress needs
a “Wilmot Proviso,”” much more than the snow-capped mountains of New Mexi-
co, or the salt plains of Utah.  If the genius of American liberty, or some angel
from a higher phere, could fly over the land with a scroll bearing words, and
with power to give effect to those words, and those words should be: “Be it
ordained that neither in the Senate norin the House of Representatives in Con-
gress assembled, shall there be slavery or involuntary servitude, except for
crime,”” it would be a glorious crowning honor and felicity, to the Constitution
of the United States. O! thou spirit of Nathan Dane! How couldst thou take

so much pains to set men’s limbs and motions free in the Territories, and never

deign to add even a proviso, in favor of the freedom of opwnion and conscience
in the halls of Congress!

Sir, I am of opinion that every public consideration connected with the in-
terests of the State, one of whose representatives, and the most humble of
them all, I am, shows the absolute necessity of settling this question at once,
upen fair and reasonable terms; the necessity of judging subjects according to
their real merit and importance, and actin accordingly; and that we should not
be carried away by fancies of gorgons, hydras, and chimeras dire, to the utter
disregard of all that is substantially valuable, important, and essential in the ad-
ministration of the Government. Massachusetts, one of the smallest of the States
of the Union, circumscribed within the limits of 8,000 square miles, of barren,
rocky, and sterile territory, possesses within its limits at this moment a million
of people. = With the same ratio of population, New York would contain nearly
6,000,000 people, and Virginia more than 7,000,000. What are the occupations
and pursuits of such a populationon so small a territory? A very small portion
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of them live by the tillage of the land. They are engaged exactly in those
pursuit which fall under the control, protection, and regulation of the laws of
this Government. These pursuits are, commerce, navigation, the fisheries,
and manufactures; every one of which is under the influence of the operation -
of acts of Congress every day. On none of these subjects does Congress ever
pass a law that does not materially affect the happiness, industry, and pros-
perity of Massachuselts ; yes, and of Rhode Island too, [looking at the Rhode
Island Senators.] Is it not, then, of great importance to all these interests
that the Government should be carried on regularly? that it should have the
power of action, of motion, and legislation? Is it not the greatest calamity, that
it should be all paralyzed, hung up, dependent upon onc idea, as if there was
no object in government, no use-in government, no desirable protection from
government, and no desirable legislation by government, except what relates
to the single topic of slavery? - <0 ]

I cannot conceive that these great interests would be readily surrendered by the
business men of the country, the laboring community of the Northern States, to
abstractions, to naked possibilities, to idle fears, that evils may ensue if a partic-
ular abstract measure be not passed. Men must live; to live, they must work.
And how is this to be done, if in this way all business of society is stopped, and
every thing is placed in a state of stagnation, and no man knows when to expect
the hour of his redemption to draw nigh? Depend upon it, the people of the
North wish to see an end put to this state of things; they desire to see a measure of
eonciliation pass, and harmony restored; and to be, again, in the enjoyment of a
good government, under the protection and action of good laws, and that their
interrupted labors may be profitably resumed; that their daily employment may
return; that their daily means of subsistence and education for themselvgs and
their families may be provided. There has not been, in my acquaintance with the
people of this country, a moment in which somuch alarm has been experienced,
so much sinking of the heart felt, at the state of public affairs, in a time of peace,
as now. I leave it to others to judge for themselves, who may bfsttc‘r k‘now
public opinion; but, for my part, I believe itisthe conviction of five-sixths of the
whole North, that questions such as have occupied us here should not be allowed
any longer to embarrass the Government, and defeat the just hopes of those who
support the Government and expect to live under its protection and care.

I have alluded to the argument of my friend from Connecticut, because it s
the ablest argument on this subject that I have heard; and I have alluded to his
intimated vote as illustrating what I consider the evil of instructing men, before
a case arises, as to what shall be their conduct upon that case. | The honorable
member from Connecticut is as independent as any other man, and of course
will not understand me to mean anything personal in what I have said. 1 take
his case merely as an illustration of the folly and absurdity of instructions.
Why should a man of his strength of intellect, and while acting for the whole
country, be controlled in his judgment by instructions given by others, with
little knowledge of the circumstances, and no view of the whole case?

I'have now, Mr. President, said what I think the North may gain, and what
it may lose. Now let us inquire how it is with" the South. In the first place,
I think that the Soath, if all these measures pass, will gain an acceptable and
satisfactory mode for the reclamation of fugitive slaves. As to the territorial
acquisitions, I am bound in candor to say, taking Maryland as an example, f(_)r
instance, that Maryland will gain just what Massachusetts loses, and that is
nothing at all; because I have not the slightest idea that, by anything that we
can do here, any provision could be made by which the territory of New
Mexico and Utah could become susceptible of slave labor, and so useful
to the South. Now, let me say, Mr. President, with great respect and
kindness, that I wish Southern gentlemen should consider this matter
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calmly and deliberately. There are none in this chamber, certainly, who
desire the dissolution of this Union, nor in the other House of Congress.
But all the world out of doors is not as wise and patriotic as all the waoiid
within these walls; and I am quite aware that there are those who rai-e the
loudest clamor against the Wilmot Proviso, and other restrictions upon slavery,
that would be exceedingly gratified, nevertheless, to have that restriction im-
posed. I believe there are those stretched all along from here to the Gulf of
Mexico who would say, ¢Let them put on further restrictions; let the n push tue
South a little further, and then we shall know what we have to do.”” But, again,
the Southern States' gain what they think important and gratifying; that is,
an exemption from a derogatory inequality. They find themselves placed
where they wish to be placed, and, as far as the Territories are concerned,
relieved from what they consider the Wilmot yoke. This appeasesa feeling of
wounded pride; and they gain, too, the general restoration of peace and har-
mony in the progress of the Government, in the beneficial operation of ‘which
they have a full share. One of the evils attendant upon this question, 1s
the harsh judgment passed by one portion of the Union upon another, founded
not on the conduct of the North or South generally, but on the conduct of
particular persons or associations in each part respectively. Unjust charges
are made by one against the other, and these are retaliated by those who are
the objects of them. Accusations made by individuals in the North are charged
by the South upon the whole North indiscriminately. Oan the other hand, ex-
travagant individuals at the South utter objectionable sentiments; and these are
bruited all over the North as Southern sentiments, and therefore the South is
denounced. In the same way, sentiments springing from the abolitionists of
the North, which no man of character and sense approves, are spread in the
South: and the whole North is there charged as abolitionists, or being tinc-
tured with abolitionism. Now, one side is just as fair and as true as the other.
It is a prejudice, of which both sides must rid themselves, if they ever mean to
come together as brethren, enjoying one renown, one destiny, and expecting one
and the same glory heieafter. If we mean to live together, common prudence
:should teach us to treat each other with respect.

The Nashville address has been alluded to, and it has been charged upon the
whole South, as a syllabus of Southern sentiments. Now, I donotbelieve a word
of this. Far be it from me to impute to the South, generally, the sentiments of
of the Nashville Convention.  That address is a studied disunion argument. It
proceeds upon the ground that there must be a separation of the States, first,
because the North acts so injuriously to the South that the South must secede;
and, secondly, even if it were not so, and a better sense of duty should return to
the North, still such is the diversity of interest, that they cannot be kept together.

Mr. BarvwELL, (interposing.) Will the honorable Senator refer to that
portion of the address which contains the sentiment which he declares contains
the desire for disunion in any event whatever; for that I understand is the
charge against the address?

Mr. WessTer. What I understand about this address is this: I say the
argument of the address is, that the States cannot be kept together; because,
first, the general disposition of the North is to invade the rights of the South,
stating this in general language merely; and then, secondly, even if that were
not so, and the North should get into a better temper in that respect, still no per-
manent peace could be expected, and no union long maintained, on account of
the diversity of interests between the different portions of the Union.  There
is, according to the address, but one condition on which people can live toge-
ther under the same government; and that is, where interests are entirely
identical. An exact identity of interest, according to their notions, is the only
security of good government. (

Mr. Barnwerr.  With regard to the first part, the honorable Senator is cor-
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rect, and I have no doubt at all that is the character of the address, that, un-
less a great change be produced in the temper of the Northern people, and the
treatment which they give to us on account of our institutions, no permanent
union between us could exist. With regard to the latter part, I contend that the
address contains no such sentiment. It states distinctly that, in the position which
the different portions of the Union occupy with regard to each other, with the
want of that identity of interest between them, it is absolutely essential to the
South thatits sectional interests should be independent of the control of the North.

Mr. Wesster.  And what does that mean but separation ?

Mr. Barswerr. Not at all. It means what I have always alleged, that the
North has no right to interfere with the institution of slavery. If that interfer-
enceé is stopped, we do not contend that there is any necessity for a dissolu-
tion of the Union. But if it is persisted in, then the opinion of the address is,
and I believe the opinion of a large portion of the Southern people is, that the
Union cannot be made to endure.

Mr. WessTer. It is hardly worth while, as the paper is not before us,
for the honorable member from South Carolina and myself to enter into a dis-
cussion about this address.  If I understand its argument, it is as I expressed
it, that even if the North were better behaved, there is a want of identity
of interests between the North and the South which must soon break up the
Union. As far as regaids the other remark, that the North must abstain
from any interference with the peculiar institutions of the South, why, every
sensible man in the North thinks exactly so. I know that the sensible men of
the North are of opinion, that the institution of slavery, as it exists in the States,
was intended originally to be, has ever been, and now justly is, entirely out of
the scope and reach of the legislation of this Government; and this every body
understands.

But I was saying that I canand shall not impute any sentiment of disunion to
the South, generally. ~ Why, whom do I sit among? With whom have I been
associated here for thirty years? With good Union men from the South. And
in this Chamber, and in late years, have there not been men from the South who
have resisted every thing that threatened danger to the Union? Have there
not been men here that, at some risk of losing favor with their own people at
home, have resisted the Mexican war, the acquisition of territory by arms, nay,
men who played for the last stake, and resisted the ratification of the treaty after
the conquest was made, by which these Territories were brought under the
control of this Government?: Sir, with these recollections, which do so much honor
to the character of these gentlemen, and with these acts, which attest the entire
loyalty of the great body of the South to the Union, I shall indulge in no gen-
eral complaint against them; nor, so far as it comes within the power of my
rebuke, will Itolerateit. They have the same interests, they are descended from
the same revolutionary blood, and believe the glory of the country to be as much
theirs as ours; and I verily believe they desire to secure as perpetual an at-
tachment to the North as the most intelligent men of the North do to perpetu-
ate such an attachment with the South. I believe that the great masses of the
people, both North and South, aside from the influence or agitation, are for
the Union and for the Goveinment; and God grant that they may remain so,
and prevent every thing which may overturn either the one or the other! [Ap-
plause. instantly checked by the President.]

I was sorry to hear, because I thought it was quite unjust, that all the folly and
madness of the recent expedition to Cuba was chargeable upon the South, gen-
erally. The South had nothing more to do with it than Massachusetts, or the
city of Boston, or the city of New York. It is unjust to say that such a
violation of the law was perpetrated by the South, or found more apology or
justification in the general Southern mind, than it found in New York or in Mas-
sachusetts.
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Mr. BuTLER, (in his seat.) Not a bit more.

Mr. WeBsTER. Now, the Senator from Connecticut told the truth the other
day, and 1 am obliged to him for telling the truth. [Laughter.] I do not mean
that it is unusual for him, [renewed laughter,] but I mean that it is a great
deal more unusual, in the course of this debate, to hear the real truth spoken,
than to hear ingenious sophisms, and empty abstractions. = But he told us the
truth in respect to these territorial acquisitions: that it was not the North or the
South that were the real authors of that conquest, but that it was the party that
supported Mr. Polk for the Presidency, and that supported his measures
while in the Presidency. The South, undoubtedly, as the party most in favor
of the administration, took the lead; and that part of the North that up-
held the administration followed, not as little Iulus followed his father—
“ non passibus equis”—but with the same stride as its leaders. And there-
fore I was glad that my honorable friend from Connecticut, instead of giv-
ing us a normal, stereotyped speech against the South, told the truth of these
transactions. L

There are other topics, which I pass over. I said something formerly about
the imprisonment of the black citizens of the North who go south, engaged in
navigation, and are there arrested. That is a serious business, and we see
that England has complained of it, as violating our treaty with her. Tthink that
it is 2n evil that ought tobe redressed; for I never could see any necessity for it,
and am fully persuaded that other means can be taken to relieve the South from
alarm without committing an outrage upon those who, at home, are considered as
American citizens. At the same time I am bound to say that I know nothing in
the wdtld to prevent any free citizen of Massachusetts, imprisoned under the

laws of South Carolina, from trying the question of the constitutionality of that
law, by applying at once to any judge of the United States tor a writ of Aabeas
corpus. I do not think, therefore, that there was any great necessity of
making it a matter of public embassy. I think that was rather calculated to
inflame feeling, than to do good. But I must say, as I have said heretofore,
that the gentleman who went from Massachuselts was one of the most respect-
able men in the Commonwealth, bearing an excellent character, of excellent
temper, and every way entitled to the regard of others, to the extent to which
he has enjoyed the regard of the people of Massachusetts.

Sir, I was in Boston some month or two ago, and, at a meeting of the people,
said, that the public mind of Massachusetts, and the North, was laboring under
certain prejudices, and that I would take an occasion, which I did not then
enjoy, to state what I supposed these prejudices to be, and how they had
anisen. I shall say a few words on the subject now. In the first place, I
think that there is no prejudice on the part of the people of Massachusetts or
of the North, arising out of any ill-will, or any want of patriotism or good feel-
ing, to the whole country. It all originates in misinformation, false representa-
tion, misapprehensions arising from those laborious efforts that have been made
?or the last twenty years to pervert the public judgment, and irritate the public
eeling.

The first of these misapprehensions is an exaggerated sense of the actual
evil of the reclamation of fugitive slaves, felt by Massachusetts and the other
New England States. What produced that? The cases do not exist. There
has not been a case within the knowledge of this generation, in which a man
has been taken back from Massachusetts into slavery by process of law, not
one; and yet there are hundreds of people, who read nothing but abolition
newspapers, who suppose that these cases arise weekly; that, as a common
thing, men, and sometimes their wives and childern, are dragged back from the
free soil of Massachusetts into slavery at the South.

Mr. Havg, (interposing.) Will the honorable Senator allow me to ask him
a question? Is he not mistaken in the point of fact in regard to the State of

~ Massachusetts? I recollect ‘something occurring in Massachusetts, not more

than three or four years ago, in relation to a man by the name of Pierson, and
that there was a large public meeling on the subject in Faneuil Hall. :

Mr. WensTer. | will state how that was. That was a case of kidnapping
by some one who claimed, or pretended to claim, the negro, and ran a /
with him by force. What I mean to say is, that there has been no man, un-
der the Constitution and laws of the country, sent back from Massachusetts
into slavery, in this generation. I have stated before, and 1 state now, that
cases of violent seizure or kidnapping have occurred, and they may occur in
any State in the Union, under any provisions of law, and in respect to black
persons or white persons. : ¥ oo

Now, sir, this prejudice, made by the incessant attrition on the public min
by abolition societies, abolition presses, and abolition lecturers, has grown very
strong. No drum-head, in the longest day’s march, was ever more incessantly
beaten and smitten, than public sentiment in the North has been, every month,
and day, and hour, by the din, and roll, and rub-a-dub of abolition writers
and abolition lecturers. That it is which has created the prejudice.

Sir, the principle of the restitution of runaway slaves 1s not .obJ'ectlo_nab]e,
unless ‘the Constitution is objectionable. If th.e'Constltutxon. is Tight in that
respect, the principle is right, and the law providing for carrying it into effect
is right. If that be =0, and if there be no abuse of the right under any law of
Congress, or any other law, then what is there to com lain of ?

I say, sir, that not only has there been no case, so far as I can learn, of the
reclamation of a slave by his master, which ended in taking him back to sla-
very in this generation, but I will add that, so far as I have been able to go
back in my researches, as far as I have been .able to hear and learn in all that
region, there has been no one case of false claim. Who knows in all New Eng-
land of a single case of false claim .havmg ever been set up to an alleged
fugitive from slavery? It may possibly ‘have bqppengd; but 1 have never
known it nor heard of it, although I have made diligent nqury; nor do T be-
lieve there is the slightest danger of it, for all the community are alive to, and
would take instant alarm at, any appearance of such a case, and especially
at this time. There is no danger of any such violation being perpetrated.
Before I pass from this subject, sir, I will say that what seems extraordinary
is this, that this principle of restitution, which has existed in the country for
more than two hundred years without complaint, sometimes as 2 matter of
agreement between the Northern colonies and the South, and sometimes as
a matter of comity, should all at once, and after the length of time I have
mentioned, become a subject of excitement. 1 happen to haveinmy @anda
letter from Gov. Berkely, the governor of Virginia, to Gov. Winthrop, of Mas-
sachusetts, written in the year 1644—more than two hundred years ago—in
which he says that a certain gentleman (naming him) had lost some servants,
whom he supposes to have run away, giving their names,‘mlq the jurisdiction of
Massachusetts; and the member from Kentucky_ﬁl‘-h'. Cray] will be pleased to
Jearn that it contains a precedent for what he considers to be the proper course of
proceedingin such cases. Gov. Berkelystatesthat the gentleman, the owner of the
slaves, has made it appear in court that they are his slaves and have run away.
He goes on to say, «We expect you to use all kind offices for the restoration to
their master of these fugitives, as we constantly exercise the same offices in restor-
ing runaways to you.”” At that day I do not suppose there were a great many
slaves in Massachusetts; but there wasan extensive sy~tem of apprenticeship,
and hundreds of persons were bound apprenticesin Massachusetts, some of whom
would Tun away. They were as Likely to run to Virginia as any where
else; and in such cases they were returned, upon demand, to their masters.
Indeed it was foand necessary in the early laws of Massachusetts to make
provision for the seizure and return of runaway apprentices. In all the revi-
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81005 of our laws, this provision remains; and here it is in the revised statutes
now before me. It provides that runaway apprentices shall be secured upon
the application of their masters, or any one on thejr behalf, and put into Jjail
‘until they can be sent for by their masters; and thereisno trial by jury in their
case, either. [ say, therefore, that the exaggerated statement of the danger
-and mischief arising from this right of reclaiming slaves is a prejudice, pro-
duced by the causes I have stated, and one which ought not longer to haunt
and terrify the public mind.

With great respect, T will also state that I think it is a prejudice to insist
with so much strength upon the application of the “Wilmot Proviso” to these
‘Territories of New Mexico and Utah, because of its apparent inapplicability, and
the want of all reasonable necessity for making that application in the man-
‘ner proposed, and as it is offensive and affronting to gentlemen from Southern
States.

Another prejudice against the South is just exactly that which exists in the
‘South against the North, and consists in imputing to a - whole portion of the
-country the extravagances of individuals,

Sir, I dwell no longer upon these subjects, into which I was led rather inci-
«dentally by a remark of my own, as I have said, in Boston,

But I return for a few moments to the general question. I will say,
however, before I depart from this part olg the case, that the State in
whose representation I bear a part, is a Union State, thoroughly and em-
phatically; that she is attached to the Union and the Constitution by insepa-
rable ties; that she connects all her own history from colonijal times, her
struggle for independence, her efforts for the establishment of this Govern-
ment, and all the benefits and blessings which she has enjoyed under it, in
one great attractive whole, to which her affections are constantly and pow-

erfully drawn.  All these make up a history in which she has taken a part, and
the whole of which she enjoys as a most precious inheritance. She is a State
for the Union; she will be for the Union. 1t is the law of her destiny: itis the
law of her situation: it is a law imposed upon her by the recollections of the
past, and by every interest of hers for the present; and every hope of hers for
the future.

Mr. President, it has always seemed to me to be a grateful reflection that,
however short and transient may be the lives of individuals, States may be
permanent. The great corporations that embrace the government of mankind,
protect their liberties, and secure their happiness, may have something of
perpetuity, and as I might say, of immortality. For my part, sir, I gratify
myself by contemplating what in the future will be the condition of that gen-
erous State, which has done me the honor to keep me in the counsels of the
country for so many years. I see nothing about her in prospect, less than that
which encircles her now. I feel that when I, and all those that now hear me,
shall have gone to our last home, and afterwards, when mould may have
gathered upon our memories, as it will have done upon our tombs, that State,
so early to take her part in the great contest of the Revolution, will stand, as
she has and does now stand, like that column which, near her Capitol, per-
petuates the memory of the first great battle of the Revolution, firm, erect, and
immoveable. I believe, sir, that if commotion shall shake the country, there
will be one rock forever, as solid as the granite of her hills, for the Union to
repose upon. I believe that if disasters arise, bringing clouds which shall ob-
scure the ensign now over her and over us, there will be one star that will
but burn the brighter amid the darkness of that night; and I believe that, if in
the remotest ages—I trust they will be infinitel remote—an occasion shall
occur when the sternest duties of patriotism are démanded and to be perform-
ed, Massachusetts will imitate her own example; and that, as at the breakin
out of the Revolution, she was the first to offer the outpouring of all her blood
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A 1y i i ; ? an we stan ; t
the character of aalfelc;ta(;ggtC:’N“}I:)O‘ézzssynot ask himself that.questlop eV(’e_Rfl
inquiring mIE]m n ds the intelligence of the morning. Can this countlyI<T vs‘;h
8y, veVPeol} i:terli;ts at the Sox?!h, and another set gf lr;teres_tsliét( thianothi;
pesidhe: S sed, to be at variance, ¢ b
e interestls] tsqppzzei,viglel;tfatl;ei{xeb‘\iph%(ie vs,'orld b§~i.(]e, that this qun
R h.(1 : ;;nd reatest benefit, and that their interests are ent‘}{ti-
ke vl mﬁgf >OPCan th%y see, and will they feel, that then prosperi }i
g}eif'orrnep;}l)telcl;)ility among the nations off th; _ea"Itth andaxfgel&)?iip%gr?:tsiti-
t i ce of their Union J
home, d"Pe-n.dthl:p(():esttgil.ma[lr;lttferiaenthat local divisions are apt to oYerttgrn
g Th s lbd' 10;4 lof men, and tao excite a belligerent feeling h.etween aetc‘ 10:;
the understan Il{ is nalural: in times of irritati n, for one part of the coundlyde-
.an)d bi?(;:)ot:l.do th'l.t I will do this, and =0 get u% ?hfeelmg ofeéllozll:lt?; an b
PRl Bas betliaer islation, an en an appeal to arm:.
fiance. Thenh’i:(zll?eerl\\zr);l::E:/:ae:;}eli%txgall)l;lri’otism, the Amgricamsm,dn‘eceasq;{l
Sisraon is, 1vlv rough such a trial. The whole world is looking tow.z}r s FS~ V:nd
o tcx‘:rx?«,e ‘fxwliletyb f‘or myself T propose, sir, tol agoxd(;.hby glﬁoglll;cr:g ebsy o
extren anx i sl ‘ ll i P . :
o' purposcs “i}t]IChIIsl;)z‘llle (?(; (?J\fl(:tdlce Itobhtaixe whole };ountiy, according to ??e
Tersioge yll'i't' in all T say, and act for the good of the whule «?unllty-
?eﬁ il ?)] l }I’l to stand upon the Constitution. I need no other pla
2 aild do.h |1r?~ii,w but one country. The ends I aim at 5!)all bev m_yi' cogn-
20“7“. : 5(3racl’~$;aL1‘d Truth’s. [Applause in the gaIAlenes, 1[11m§d|atf {s}ll,\pli
b ikl h(,]h 1"1'] I was born an American; [ live an American; [ sha
pressed oy t‘h.e' ~aiu.1d [ intend to perform the duties mcu.mbe[!t upk()n‘l lrr:e
flua an _/‘\}nl(_:l:‘.(;::.)’to the end of my career. I mean to do this, w1th”Pa EVC\)]E;;
o th:lf -(li'at!aersonal consequences. What are personal cmheguerll]gea.. b
fhsreg‘?”d'o'c?uél man, with all the good or evil that may betlde‘ im, 1_11 i
. th( 9 l:,flx the (rood’ or evil which may befall a great country in a c‘rl;?sf .
Sgrl>0::’(r{n the midst of great transactions which co]ncem ;élatniggnzlﬂ{) bsuaffef
- : vill, T am careless. No ca
:LEt ltﬁ]ec}clor;fgb;:;nﬁf:nbgaghtl;tuﬂ;l:g’ ::)l;n’, if he suffer, or if he fall, in defence
00 It 5

of the liberties and Const.tution of his country.



