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other Power than that of my sovereign State; and
shall return to her with the purpose to sustain
her action and to share her fortunes, for weal or

woe. .

_ Mr. DAVIS. 1 rise, Mr. President, for the
purpose of announcing to the Senate that I have
satisfactory evidence that the State-of Mississippi,
by a solemn ordinance of her people in conven-
tion assembled, has declared her separation from
the United States. Under these circumstances,
of course my functions are terminated here, It
has scemed to me proper, however, that I should
appear in the Senate to announce that fact to my
associates, and I will say but very little more.
The occasion does pot invite me to go into argu-
ment; and my physical condition would not per-
mit me to do so it it were otherwise; and yet it
seems to become me to say something on the part
of the State I here represent, on an occasion 80
solemn as this. ’

It is known to Senators who have served with
me here, that 1 have for many years advocated,
as an essential attribute of State sovereignty, the
right of a State to secede from the Union. There-
fore, if 1 had not believed there was justifiable
cause: if T had thought that Mississippi was act-
ing without sufficient provocation, or without an
existing necessity, I should still, undermy theory
of the Goovernment, because of my allegiance to
the State of which I am a citizen, have been bound
by her action. I, however, may be permitted to
say that I do think she has justifiable cause, and
Iapprove of her act. Iconferred with her people
before that act was taken, counscled them then
thatif the state of things which they apprehended
should exist when the convention met, they should
take the action which they have now adopted.

T hope nonc who hear me will confound this
expression of mine with the advocacy of the right
of a State to remain in the Union, abd to disre-
gard its constitutional obligations by the nullifica~
tion of the law. Such is not my theory. Nulli-
fication and sccession, so often confounded, are
indced antagonistic principles. Nullification’is a
remedy which it is sought to apply within the
Union, and against the agent of the States. Ttis
only to be justified when the agent has violated
his constitutional obligation, and a State, assum-
ingto judge for itself, denies the right of the agent
thus to act, and appeals to the other States of the
Union for a decision; but when the States them-
selves, and when the people of the States, have
so acted as to convince us that they will not re-
gard our constitutional rights, then, and then for
the first time, arises the doctrine of sccession in
its practical application.

A great man who now reposes with his fathers,

and who has been often arraigned for a want of |

fealty to the Union,advocated the doctrine of nul-
lification, because it preserved the Union. Itwas
becauscofhisdeep-scatedatiachmentto the Union,
his determination to find some remedy for exist-
ing ills short of a severance of the ties which
bound South Carolina to the other States, that
Mr. Calhoun advocated the doctrine of nullifica-
tion, which he proclaimed to be peaceful, to be
within the limits of State power, not to disturb
the Union, butonly to be a means of bringing the
agent before the tribunal of the States for their
judgment.

Secession belongs to a different class of rem-
edies. It isto be justified upon the basis that the
States are sovereign. There wasa time when
none denied it.  Iliope the time may come again,
when a better comprebension of the theory of our
Government, and the inalicnable rights of the
people of the States, will prevent any one from
denying that each Stateis a sovereign, and thus
may reclaim the grants which it has made to any
agent whomsoever.

1 therefore say I concur in the action of the
people of Mississippi, believing itto be necessary
and proper, and should have been bound by their
action if my belief had been otherwise; and this
brings me to theimportant point whichI wishon
this last occasion to present to the Senate. It is
by this confounding of nullification and sccession
that the name of a great man, whose ashes now
mingle with his mother carth, has been invoked
to justify coercion against & scceded State.  The
phrase ¢ to execute the laws,”’ wasan expression
which General Jackson applied to_the case of a
State refusing to obey the laws while yet a mem-
ber of the Union, That is not the case which is
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now presented. The laws are to be executed
over the United States, and upon - the people of
the United States. They havenorelation to any
foreign country, Itisaperversion of terms, at
least it is a great misapprehension of the case,
which cites that expression for application to a
State which has withdrawn from the Union. “You
may make war on a foreign State. . If it be the
purpose of gentlemen, they may malce war against
% State which has withdrawn from the Union;
but there are no laws of the United States to be
exccuted within the limits of aseceded State, A
State finding herself in the condition in. which
Mississipri has judged sheis, in which her safety
requires that she should provide for the mainte-
nance of her rights out of the Union, surrenders
all the benefits, (and they are known to be many, )
deprivesherselfoftheadvantages, (they are known
to be great,) severs all the ties of affection, (and
they are close and enduring,) which have bound
her to the Union; and thus divesting herself of
every benefit, taking upon herself every burden,
she claims to be exempt from any power to ex-
ecute the laws of the %nitcd States within her
limits.

I well remember an oceasion when Massachuo-
setts was arraigned before the bar of the Senate,
and when then the doctrine of coercion was rife
and to be applied against her because of the res-
cuc of a fugitive slave in Boston. My opinion
then was the same that itis now. Notn a spirit
of egotism, but to show that I am not influenced
in my opinion because the case is my own, I
refer to that time and that occasion as containing
the opinion which I then entertained, and on
which my present conduct is based. I thensaid,
if Massachusetts, following her through a stated
line of conduet, chooses to tale the laststep which
separates her from the Union, it is her right to go,
and I will neither vote one dollar nor cne man to
coerce her back; but will say to her, God speed,
in memory of the kind associations which once
existed between her and the other States.

It has been a conviction of pressing necessity,
it has beena belief that we are to be deprived in the
Union of the rights which our fathers begueathed
to us, which has brought Mississippi into her
present decision. She has heard proclaimed the
theory that all men dve created free and cqual,and
this made the basis of an attack upon her social
institutions; and the sacred Declaration of Tnde-
pendence has been invelied to maintain the posi-
tion of the equality of the races. That Declara-
tion of Independence is to be construed by the
circumstances and purposes for which it was
made. The communities were declaring theirin-
dependence; the peopleofthose communities were
asserting that no man was born—to use the lan-
guage of Mr. Jefferson—~booted and spurred to
ride over the rest of mankind; that men were
created cqual—meaning the men of the politieal
community; that there was no divine right torule;
that no man inherited the right to govern; that
that there were no classes by which power and
place descended to families, but that all stations
were cqually within the grasp of cach member of
the hody-politic. These were the great princi-
ples they announeced; these were the purposes for
which they made their declaration; these were
the ends to which their enunciation was directed.
They have no reference to the slaves else, how
happencd it that among the items of arraignment
made against George 111 was that he endeavored
to do just what the North has been endeavoring
of late to do—to stir up insurrection among our
slaves? IHad the Declaration announced that the
negroes were free and equal, how was the Prince
to be arraigned for stirring up insurrection among
them ? And how was this to be enumerated among
the high crimes which caused the colonies to sever
their connection with the mother country 2 When
our Constitution was formed, the same idea was
rendered more palpable, for there we find -pro-
vision made for that very class of personsas prop-
erty; they were not putupon the footing of equality
with white men—not even upon that of paupers
and convicts; but, so far as representation was
concerned, were discriminated against as a lower
caste, only to be represented in the numerical
proportion of three fifths.

Then, Scnators, we recur to thecompact which
binds us together; werecur to the principlesupon
which our Government was founded; and when
you deny them, and when you deny to us the

final adieu.

Uing, if the Senate will give me-leave,

rightto withdraw from :
perverted threatenst°be destruciiveofiour ig
we but tread in the path of our fathers rhen
proclaim our independence, and take the haza
This is done not in hostility to others; notf
jure any section of the country;noteven for-our . -
own, pecuniary benefit; but from:the-high’and . -
solemn motive of defending. and protectingthe .
rights we inherited, and which it is ony sacred -
duty to transmit unshorn to-our children;
1find in myself, perhaps, a typeof the general
feeling of my constituents towards yours. 1 am
sure I feel no hostility to'you; Senators from the
North. Tam sure there is'not one of you; what-
ever sharp discussion ‘there may have been be-
tween us, to whom I eannot now say,inthe pres-
ence of my God, I wish you well; and such; Iam
sure, is the feeling of the people whom'k represent
towards those whom you represent. - I therefore

[ feel that I but express their. desire when 1say'1

hope, and they hope, for peaceful relations with
you, though we must part.. They may be mu-
tually bencficial to us in the fture, as they have
been in the past, if you so will it.The reverse
may bring disaster on every portion of the country:;
andif youwill have it thus, we willinvoke the God
of ourfathers, who delivered them from the power
of the lion, to protect us from the ravages of” the
bear; and thus, putting our trust in'God, and:in
our own firm hearts and strong arms, we-will vin-
dicate theright as best we may. ; :
In the course of my service here, associated at
different thmes with & great variety of Senators,1
gee now around me some with whom I'have served -
long; there have been points of collisions; but
whatever of offensc there has been to me, I'leave
here; I carry with me no hostile remembrance.
Whatever offense I have given which has not been
redressed, or for which satisfaction has not been
demanded, I have, Senators, in this houv.of our
parting, to offer you my apology for any ‘pain
which, in heat of discussion, 1 have inflicted. 1
go hence unencumbered of the - remembrance of
any injury received, and having discharged the
duty of making the only reparation in'my power
for any injury offered. .
Mr. President, and Senators, having made the
announcement which the occasion seemed to ne
to require, it only remains for me to hid yona

ADMISSION OF KANSAS. J

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order
fixed for one o’clock is the joint resolution of the
Senator from Kentucky, (8. No. 54;) but the bill
for the admission of Kansas being the unfinished
business of Saturday, takes precedence.

Mr. SEWARD. ~ I move that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of the unfinished busi-

ness.

The VICE PRESIDENT,
so without a motion. _. .
Mr. SEWARD. Very well. :
The Senate, as. in Committee of the Whole)
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No.
23) for-the admission of Kansas into the Union;
the pending question being on the amendment of
Mr. GrEEN, to add to the billadditional seetions
for the organization of the Territory of Jefferson.
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I bad a fair
hearing on Saturday of all theamendments I pro-
posed, and I shall not renew them. I see 1t is
the setled judgment of a majority of the Senate
to pass this bill without amendrment; but I must
take this oceasion to say that 1 moved these
amendments in good faith; I thought they would
improve the bill and better promete the public in-
terests, and especially the interests of Kansas.
They, however, fuiled; and while under the rules
of the body I should have a right to renew them
when we get out of the Committee of the Whole
and get into the Senate, I shall not do-so, forl am
satisfied the judgment of a majority of the Senate.
is against them. I had intended, on Saturday;to
make a general speech on the questions of the:
day. 1 will not now do that. I will postpone:it
to some other, perhaps more suitable, oceagion;
but I must be permitted to make this:re :
that the only object I had on Saturday; i
ing o postponement, was to'have & motefull Sen-
ate, so as to give every Senator an opportunity
to vote upon the question . this morning. Now;

as the bill comes.up with the amendment pend:
Twill with-

It proceeds 0 do
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drawtheamendment. [*¢ Leave!”” ¢ Leave!”’] Ido
nouwish to prejudice the question itself.  Jeffer-
son Territory ought to be organized; but many
of the Senators in favor of the bill advise me that
they wiil, at the proper time, vote for it, if T bring
it up as a separate measure. For that purpose,
I withdraw the amendment, with the leave of the
Senate. - : :
. The VICEPRESIDENT. The yeasand nays
have not been ordered, nor has any amendment
been moved to.the amendment; and therefore the
Senatorhasaright to withdraw it. If no amend-
ment be offered, the bill will be reported to the
Senate.
The bill was reported to the Senate without
amendment. :
Myr. FITCH. 1 shall renew the amendment
which T offered to this bill on Saturday. The vote
was then too close to satisfy me that a majority
of the Senate were determined not to adopt 1t. It
iswell known, Mr. President, that nearlyall of our
present lamentable sectional difficulties are con-
nected with the disposition of our Territories, and
particularly with two questions in relation to those
Territories. One of these is the right of a Terri-
torial Legislature to abolish slavery. Another,
the existence or non-existence of that institution
within the Territories, by virtue, as it has been
claimed by some of the Representatives of the
southern States, of the Constitution. Both of
these questions are now pending before appropri-
ate judicial tribunals; and unless the refusal upon
the part of the members of the Senate on the op-
posite side of the Chamber toadopttheamendment
which 1 have offered icts one of these questions
fall, they will both be before the Supreme Court
in a short time. Certainly, sir, it is desirable
they should both be finally adjudicated; for, not-
withstanding the declaration of Senatorsupon the
opposite side of the Chamber that, in the Dred
Scott case, these questions weve not decided, and
only an opinion—an obiter dictum—of the court
given in relation to them, I can but hope those
Senators are as willing they should be decided as
are Senators upon this side, and will be equally
loyal to the decision whenever it shall be made.
One of these points has been decided by a Uni-
ted States court in Kansas Territory, and I may
be excused for feeling some interest in having
that case decided in the highest court, because
iere is stili another point involved in it which
was the subject of colloquy during the last ses-
sion between the Senator from Mississippi, who
then sat on my right, [Mr. Browx,} snd myself.
That Senator, it will be remembered, asked for
congressional protection of slavery in the Terri-
toriess In common with the Senator from Louis-
iana, | Mr. Benoamin,} I took the position that no
such congresstonal protection was required; that
if slavery existed, as he claimed, by virtue of the
Constitution, in the Territories, the common law
afforded all the remedies he ought to desive. The
case in the Kansas territorial court was a suit at
common law, The Territorial Legislature hav-
ing prohibited slavery, a slave escaped from her
owner, and was reclaimed upon a common Jaw
writ—a writ of replevin, as I think the legal pro-
fession calls it. The defense was, that, the Terri-
torial Legislature having abolished slavery, no
such property existed within that Territory.” The
judgment of the court was, that the action of the
Territorial Legislature was unconstitutional, If
this case goes 10 the Supreme Court, then onc of
these controverted points which, at this moment,
are shaking -the Government to its foundation,
will be finally decided one way or'the other.
There is at this time, I am informed, in Chi-
cago, another case in which is involved the ques-
tion of the existence or non-existence, theoreti-
cally, of slavery in a common Territory by virtue
of the Constitation, or of common ownership.
There a fugitive has been rescued, aund the de-
fense is that she escaped from Nebraska, a Ter-
ritory in which there was no local law recogniz-
ing or protecting slavery, and that therefore no
such property existed within that Territory. The
bill, of course, now before the Scnate for the ad-
ruission of Kansas, does notaffect thislatter case;
but it does the former, and a very vital one.
Now, when Senators over the way see only on
one side the wishes of a population as limited as
that of Kansas, and upon the othera Union about
to crumble to fragments, because, perhaps, of a

want, mainly, of decision on these specific points,’

will they hesitate?. Which is of the most import-
ance, to procure an early decision of this question,
or to hurry the admission of Kansas two, three,
or four.days earlier, at the expense, perhaps, of
preventing a decision altogether? This is what
1s involved in the amendment: on the one side,
a prompt appeal.to the Supreme Court, and an
carly decision of animportant controverted point;
on the other side, a delay in according the wishes
of a limited population in & remote Territory—
upon the one side, a mere bleeding Kansas; on the
other, a bleeding Union. I have nothing forther
to say on this subject. I promised Saturday
that T would not debate it.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only to remark that
there is no such question involved as a delay in
the settlement of this judicial question to which
the Senator refers. No one proposes to do any
act by which the suit pending shall be delayed.
On both sides it is proposed that there shall be
such legislation as shall preserve that casc in its
order. If the case shall continue in the United
States court, thercis no probability that it can be
reached in one, two, or three years,in the due
order of proceeding in that court; hence, all the
arguments made about delay full to the ground,
for it does not involve a delay of one instant of
time. It is onlyaquestion whether this bill shall
be sent back to the House of Representatives by
an amendment that will delay the admission of
the State. T understand gentlemen on the other
side of the Chamber to say that they intend to
bring in a bill at once to establish the United States
Jjudiciary forthatnew State, and to make provision
for the preservation of all the cases.

Mr. COLLAMER. That can be preserved.

Mr. DOUGLAS. All that can be prescrved
under the Constitution of the United States, I
think we can trust those assurances, especially
when they have as much interest in that line of
policy, in my opiunion, as any men in the world.
They certainly do not desire to leave that State
without a judiciary system for twelve months;

i and, unless they pass it, and have itapproved be-

fore the 4th of Mareh, there can be no judiciary
system there until next winter.

Mr. COLLAMER. Ofthe United States cases.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Of the United States cases.
I take it for granted there is no question of delay-
ing the judicial décision; but the question is as
to delaying the act of admission. [For that rea-
son I am ulterly opposed to any amendment of
the bill; but I renew the pledge [ have heretofore
made: bring up your bill to-morrow, or to-day,
for establishing a judicial system, and 1 will vote
to put M right through, without the slightest de-
lay, and 1 shall think that gentlemen on the other
side act very strangely after what they have said,
if they do not vote so too. :

Mr. SEWARD. Myr. President, 1 respond
entirely to what has been said by the honorable
Senator from Illinois, I want to meet this ques-
tion of the admission of Kansas upon its merits;
and I do not wvrant to meet collateral or incidental
questions any longer in connection with Kansas.
If there is any community in this eountry which
ig entitled to any right at the hands of the Con-
gress of the United States, it is the people of
Kansas to be admitted into this Union now, and
to be admitted after complying, as they have done,
in good faith and fully, with all the customary
requirements to which the people of the Territo-
ries are subjected when they apply to Congress
to allow them to change their condition from a
Territory to that of one of the States of the Union.

This proceeding is sought to be embarrassed
by connecting with it a proposition to organizc a
judicial district in the State. It Is unusual; it is
unnecessary; it can be done sepavately and dis-
tinctly; and that is the prevailing custom which
has been appliedin such cases. If we depart now
from that custom, and incorporate that provision
into this bill, it sends Kansas back to the House
of Representatives, after we have kept her wait-
ing here one whole year for admission. A year
ago the House of Representatives sent us a bill to
admit Kansas., If we had conditions to annex;
if we had incidents to take care of, it ought to
have been done a year ago and not now.

The proposition to organize this judicial dis-
trict is magnified by the circumstance that there
are suits which may fall. Those suits practically
have just exactly the value which every suit be-
tween individuals has in the Tervitories. Stand-
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ing upon personal rights, it is our duty to save
all that can be saved of judicial rights and reme-
dies. 1am prepared to do that. I am not pre-
pared to make an exception from the customary
practice for the purpose of sustaining this partic-
ular interest of a public nature, which is supposed
to depend upon the result of private litigation in
these cases. Asthe honorable Senator from Ili-
nois has said, I respond, you may bring in your
bill to-day for the organization of a judicial dis-
trict in Kansas, and I will vote for it; and 1 will
vote to save every remedy which can be saved,
regardless of the consequences, whether the judg-
ment which is to be pronounced be for oragainst
the principles which I maintain in the adminis-
tration of the Government,

Mr. FITCH. Mr, President, the Senator from
New York says that any proposition—any extra-
neous one, as I believe he designates this—in con-
nection with this bill, should have been brought
in a yearago, The Senator’s memory is very
treacherous, unless he recollects that this was
brought in a year ago, or whenever the bill came
before the Scnate, and has been pending from that
hour to this, It was printed simultancously with
other amendments to the bill,

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, the honorable
Senator from Inidiana

Mr. FITCH. 1 had not finished.

Mr. SEWARD. 1 beg pardon.

Mr. FITCEL. [ yield, of course.

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from
Indiana misunderstands me, or clsc I fail to ex-
plain myself. Ido not complain that thisisa new
proposition. What I say is, that Kansas was
entitled to admission last year, and that all these
questions ought to have been made last year, and
disposed of, and not have delayed the whole ques-
tion until this time, and now send the bill back to
the House of Representaiives for the purpose of
securing conditions which ought to have been
considered, together with the bill itself, upon its
merits, and acted upon then.

Me. FITCH. And, Mr. President, as to the
other cause for opposition mentioned by the Sen-
ator from Hlinois, that the amendment will delay
the passage of the bill by rendering it necessary
to send it back to the House of Representatives,
do Senators distrust their own political associates
in that wing of the Capitol, now in an overwhelm-
ing majority?  'With this amendment, the bill
will not neeessarily be delayed two days. The
anly question would be about bringing it up in
the order of business. If Senators on the oppo-
site side of the Chamber and the Scnator from
Illinois are so willing that a judicial district shall
be created in Kansas,and pending suits kept alive,
why not do it now, when we know the passage
of this bill is beyond the possibility of doubt, and
there is doubt about the passage of any scparate
judiciary bill? I do notdoubt the sincerity of the
Senator from Illinois or of the Senators on the
other side of thisr Chamber in their expression of
willinguess to pass such bill; but they cannot
pledge themselvesfortheactionoftheothér Houses

“and while they are anable to thus pledge them-

selves, they well know the importance attached to
the early admission of Kansas by their political
associates in that end of the Capitol is such that
an amendment of this reasonable character will
not delay its passage, as I have already said, be-
yond a day or two.

T'hen, if there is a willingness to keep the im-
portant suit to which I have alluded alive, thatit
may fihally be decided in the Supreme Coart, if
there is that willingness to create a judicial dis-
trict, why not_evince that willingness by adopt-
ing the amendment? I certainly had a right to
expect that the Senator from Illinois would assent
ta it; but I do not know that I have any right to
expect that Senators on the opposite side of the
Chamber will. They have manifested so little
disposition of a conciliatory character in relation
to our sectional troubles, that I have little expecta-
tion they will, by act or vote, keep alive a suit
in which a great question, against which they
have contended, is involved, and which is likely,
through this amendment, to be decided contrary
to their views.

Mr. GREEN. Thereis this other considera~
tion: the trouble is in regard to the order of busi-
ness in the House of Representatives, We know
what their rules are; and we know the difficulty
of bringing a question up for consideration. |
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believe that a separate bill to organize that State
into a judieial district would pass, if it could get
a hearing, not only in this Chamber, but in the
House of Representatives, We can get a hear-
ing. in this body; but there is great difficulty in
getting a hearing iu that body. You cannot move
to suspend the rules, except dn pne day; and it
takes two thirds to carry that sspension. If we
pass the bill, it will never be reached in the House
of Representatives; but if we put this amendment
in this bill, it of necessity comes up as a disagree-
ing vote between the two Houses, and has to be
passed upon by it; and thusitinsures the passage
of it, if it meets the concurrence of a majorit
there; whereas a judiciary bill cannot be passed,
unless two thirds agree to suspend the rules for
the purpose; and then only on Mounday, when a
motion to suspend the rules would be mn order.
There is, therefore, manifest propriety, as the
thing itself is right, and as all concede it to be
right, to putiton this bill; for that insuresitscon-
sideration in the House of Representatives.

Again: it cannot possibly delay the bill. Talk
about keeping Kansas out of the Union! It is
not done to keep Kansas out of the Union. Itis
atotal misapprehension of the design of themover.
Not a single amendment has been proposed for
the purpose of keeping Kansas out of the Union.
Suppose it shall delay it until to-morrow morn-
ing: how much harm will be done? We pro-
mote a great public good by providing means to
eunforce the laws; and then we may, with propri-
ety, say, ‘“the Union, the Constitution, and the
enforcement of the laws.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FosTer
in the chair.) ls the Senate ready for the ques-
tion on the proposed amendment ?

Mr. FITCH. I ask for the yeas and nays
upon it. i

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being
taken, resulted—yens 29, nays 28; as follows:

Y EAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjunin, Bigler, Bragg, Briaht,
Clingman, Fitel, Green, Gwin, Hlemphill, Bunter, [verson,
Johuson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessce, Kennedy,
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell,

. Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson, and
Wigthll—29.

NAYS8—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron,
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle,
Douglas, Durkee, Fe. den, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale,
Harfan, King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumncr, Ten
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed,
and the bill to be read a third time. It was vead
the third time; and on the question, “* Shall the
bill pass?”’

Mr. BINGHAM called for the yeas and nays;
and they were ordered.

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. KENNEDY. I wish to say, before the
vote is announced, that I was desirous of explain-
ing my vote on this bill. 1 do not rise to do so
now. I only wish to say, as I voted against the
admission of Kansas and Minnesota on the same
ground that I object to this, it was on that point
that I desired to make some remarks,

The result was then announced—yeas 36, nays
16; as follows:

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Baler, Bigler, Bingbam,
Bright, Camcron, Chandier, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden,
Dixon, Doolittie, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot,
Toster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of T'ennessee, King,
Latham, Morrill. Pugh, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner,
Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinsen, and
Wilson—36. .

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Clingman, Green,
Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Ken-
nedy, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Slideil,
and Wigfali—16.

So the bill was passed.

BILLS BECOME LAWS.

A message from the President of the United
States, by Mr. GLOSSBRENNER, his Secretary, an-
nounced that the President had approved and
signed, on the 19th instant, the following bill and
jolnt resolution: . )

A bill (8. No. 539) to continue in force an act
thercin mentioned relating to the port of Balti-
more; and .

A joint resolution (8. No. 57) authorizing the
Secrétary of the Treasury to permit the owners
of the steamboat John C. Frémont to change the
name of the same to that of Horizon.

SLAVERY QUEST¥0N.. .
Mr. BIGLER. 1 desire to inquire what is the
next special order®

THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next busi-
ness before the Senate is the joint resolution (8.
No. 54) proposing certain amendments to the
Constitution of the United States, introduced by
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN,)
the question pending being on the amendment of
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bicig] to
the amendment of the Senator from New amp-
shire, [Mr.CLark.] ;

Mvr. BIGLER. After the solemn s¥ene pre-
sented here thismorning, T confess I scarcely have
the heart to approach the consideration of this
subject. The solicitude—the universal and sol-
emn solicitude, not to say alarm, that pervades
the popular mind in my State, touching the pres-
ent distracted and imperiled condition of the
country, and the importunities which reach me
daily on thatabsorbing topic, must plead my apol-
ogy to the Senate for the expression of my opin-
ions and feelings at this time. I 'shall probably
never claim their attention again, and I shall be
as brief as I properly can. It is mainly my pur-
pose to deal with the eventful and Inauspicious
present, and, as far as that is possible, with the
mysterious and gloomy fatare of our country and
Government. i

I shall not repeat at length the oft-told and fa-
miliar storics of the establishment of colonies on
thiscontinent; of their carly history; their doings
and sufferings, their progress and prosperity; of
the means by which they were induced to embrace
the institution now the subjectof unhappy, if not
fatal, controversy between the States of the Con-
federacy; nor how those coloniesin the course of
time threw off their allegiance to the mother coun-
try; how their representatives assembled at Inde-
pendence Ilall, at Philadelphia, in 1776, and ab-
solved themselves from their former allegiance to
Great Britain how the people of all the States,
north and south, made common cause in the pri-
vations and sufferings that followed; how, after a
struggle of seven years, their independence was
fully established; how they formed a Confederacy
of States for the mutual benefit of all; how and
why that Confederacy failed to answer the pur-
poses for whichit was designed; and how,in 1787,
these thirteen separate and independent States, by
their representatives, assembled in convention at
Philadelphia, in order to *“form a more perfect
Union, establish justice,insure domestictranquil-
lity, provide for the common defense, promote
the general welfare, and secure the blessings of
liberty;” nor how, in that work, Madison, Ran-
dolph, Pinckney, Rutledge, and others of the
South, and Franklin, Sherman, Gerry, Paterson,
and others of the North, sat side by side, day
after day, in solemun conclave over the affairs of
the nation; how the individuality of the States
was preserved and distinguished; how each ex-
pressed its views, by a single vote, the smallest
being equal to the greatest; and how it was agreed
that when nine out of the thirteen should unite on
conditions of a more perfect Union, that that
Union should supersede the old form of Govern-
ment, and be hinding on those States only who
might adopt it, leaving the opportunity for four
of those independent parties to remain as separate
States or sovereignties outside of the new Union.

Nor need I relate the history of the acceptance
of thosc new conditions, or call attention to the
extreme caution and qualification with which they
were accepted by New York, Virginia, and ather
States, and how Rhode Island and North Caro-
lina remained out of the new Confederacy for two
years or more, and were noticed by Congress as
separate and independent Powers; nor more than
state the political problem about amending the
Coustitution, to show what care was taken to re-
tain power in the States over the popular will of
the whole mass of people of all the States, con-
sisting in the fact that amendments to the Consti-
tution can be defeated by the votes of one thirti-
eth of the electors of the United"States, and at the
same time thatamendments can be carried against
the will ofthe majority. This wouldbeby thesmall
States, to the numberof onefourth, uniting against
the large States, and by a close vote within each
State; on the other hand, the united vote of one
fourth of the largest States, cast together, would
make more than a majority of all the votes, whilst
the remaining three fourths would carry the
amendment.

Nor, sir, need I tell the story of the subsequent
career of our country under this new compact;

how it has gtown, as.it were, by magie, from.
thirteen feeble colonies, with  three million in-
habitants, to thirty-three independent sove
States, embracing a population of over Lh
million. MNor how all the members o
federacy, and the people, Worth-and:Sonth, de.
common cause, in 1812, against a foreign foe
contributing, with unsurpassed zeal and gener-’
osity, money for the common Treasury, and men
for the field of battle; and how those men stood
or fell together. Nor how, at alater date in the
history of the country, in the war with Mexico,
northern-and southern men rushed with unsurs

assed zeal to the flag of the country, and fol-
owed it, and planted 1t wherever the rights and
the honor of the nation required. . Then there was.
no talk of North and South, of East and West;
none of slaveocracy, and none of sectionalism,
All wag forgotion In the common cause of the
country, Awaydownat Vera Cruz, beneath the
rays of a tiopical sun, were beheld the northern
and the southern soldier and sailor. in.cordial fel-
lowship and codperation. And. then, again, on
the rugged highways toward the City of MeXico,.
was heard the stengy tread of the Palmetto boy,
and the Pennsylvania volunteer, side by side and
shoulder to shoulder, moving against a foreign
foe with unfaltering zeal and courage. Nothou, %\t
of domestic feud or geographical distinctions (%is-
turbed that harmonious band. Their thoughts
turned to the uiumph and glory of the arms of &
commen country. Nor, sir, need I call to mind
the distinguished heroes and patriots of the Revo-
lution, and of the subsequent struggles, to show
that the South equally with the North, and the
North equally with the South, have contributed to
establish our independence, and to build up our
great country and Goovernment,

Nor, Mr. President, is it my purpose to trace
in minute and claborate detail:the inauspicious
events of the last fifteen years, which have brought
ouronce happy-conntry to the very verge of civil
war and its countless horrors and ravages. A
glance at each of thesc is enough for my pur-
pose. One after another they have followed so
closely down the current of time that the popular
mind has seldom had time to become composed,
whilst it has often been so agitated and maddened
that reason and judgment have yiclded to passion
and prejudice.

Nor, sir, shall I attempt to trace the history of
these events with the view of fastening the re-
sponsibility on this party or on that, by an elab-
orate array of historical facts? 1 shall onlylook
at these things so far as it may seem necessary to
impress men with a sense of their full responsibil-
itiesto the country in the present criticalepoch, and
for this purpose only. On these points the pop-
ular judgment is too far matured to be disturbed
by any argument of mine, Nor is it essential'to
my purpose to know what that judgmentis. The
Union must be saved, no matter whose measures
and policy have endangered it. The country must
be rescued from the disasters of civil warand an-
archy, no matter whose folly and madness have
produced the impending peril. History will take
carc of this. And as for the public men of the
present day, it were wiser for them to think of
what history is to say of them, than toindulige in
drcamy anticipations about the White House,
first class missions, and Cabinet places. They
have a chance for glorious or inglorious history,
but none, none, sir, to gain the great prize of
American ambition. If the statesmen of the pres-
ent day, the men of these presents, should prove
themselves incapable of performing the great mis-
sion of preserving the institutions transmitted to
them by the fathers, the sooner their names are
forgotten the brighter will be their country’s his-

tory.

’%,he fundamental cause of the imperiled condi-
tion of the country is the institution of African
servitude, or rather the unnecessary hostility to
that institution on the part of those who have no
connection with it, no duties to perform about ity
and no responsibilities to bear as to the right or
wrong of it. Each event, touching the extension,
contraction, or control of this institution, as it has:
presented itself, has added to the mutual exasper-
ation and strife between the North and the South,
until men have become convinced that to have
peace, as to all things else, the North: and the
South must be completely separated as to this in~-

stitution of slavery. - From 1820 to 1845 we had



