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PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Bpeech of Hon. H. IL. Shaw,

OF NORTH CAROLINA.

In the Iousc of LRepresentatives May
31, 1858.

The ITouse being in the Committee of
the Whole on the state of the Union—

Mr. SITAW said:

Mr. Cuamrnax: I am very reluctant in
obtruding myself on the attention of the
committee at this late period of the ses-
sion, particularly on a question that is not
immediately betore the committee. Dut I
feel that the provoecation under which I
now speak must be a suflicicnt apology in
the estimation of every gentlemen in this

: -.A'-_r,-_... Mis -Hle .-.___
" _ ent, that sonie time since
addresed the commttta.on the question
of the admission of Kansas under the Le-
compton eonstitution. I think I can ap-
peal to you, Mr. Chairman, and to every
gentleman who heard me on that oceasion,
in proof of the-declaration I now make,
that, from the beginning to the end of that
speech, I treated my colleagne from the
fitth congressional district of North Cuaro-
lina, [Me. Guoer,] to whom I then re-
plied, with the utinost courtesy. What,
sir, has been the course of my colleagne ?

Mr. GILMER. Will my friend allow
me to ask him a guestion right there? 1
want to know why my colleague repre-

or intellectually, that I fear, and nothing
that should have caused me to desire his
absence when I spoke.

For a considerable time after the pub-
lication ‘of his speceh, whenever the Iouse
went into Comimittee of the Whole, it was
for the consideration of a special order, it
which, as you are aware and as my col-
league, I presnme, knows, excludes gener-
al debate, so that, as many of my friends
know, I was unable to obtain the flgor for
the purpose I had in view, until the time
I made my reply. DButmy colleague says
that the gentleman from™ Virginia [Mz.
Lercner] obtained the floor soon after he
made his speech, and replied to a Fm‘tion
of it. That isvery true ; but my colleagne
knows it oceurred before his speech was
printed, and I was unwilling to reply to
him until I had seen his epcech in print,
for, I was determined to do him no injus-
tice.

My colleagne saw fit to apply to me in-
jurious terms and offensive epithets. 1
shall not enter into any such contest with
him; he is proficient in an accomplish-
ment which my tastes never led me to
cultivate. If I have personal grievanee
to redress I will seck a proper opportuni-

y to doit, and a miore appropriate arena
than this ITall. Moreover, when my col-
leacue was ealled to aeconnt for offensive
languige which he applied to me, he de-
clared that he did not intend to be person-
ally offenzive ; and yet, sir, e suffered his
gpeech to go into the Congressional Globe,
the oflicial paper of this llouse, without
any correetion or gualilication of' the offen-
sive terius!  Was that fair; was it manly,
was it just? Mr, Chairman, I will not un-
dertake here properly to characterize such
an act; but I will undertake to say that

and pronounce another, made by any col-
leagne of mine, or any one else, to be un-
just and untrue, prevaricating, ahd unwor-
thy the gentlemaw who made it, I never
will o out of this Hall and say that I did
not nican to be personally offensive.  Nev-
er, sir!  And if, i the heat of debate and
the exeitement of disguesion, I chonld nse
langunage toward a gentleman which upon
cool refleetion I was forced to eonsider un-
just to him, never would I be found gnilty
of the injustice, tlie gross injustice to him,
the injustice to myself, of sending that
specch abroad to the world without re-
traction or gualification. And yet,
 with al-his s : = 2

»
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: S WHAL 1y calleanie -

having made thie retractfon to which T have
alluded, and made it In his own hand-
writing, and over his own signature !

Sir, the gentleman has applied to me a
number of ancedotes by way of disparage-
ment and ridienie.  This, teo, 1s a favor-
ite mode of warfare with my colleagne.—

x, AL .

Where a lawyer or a statcsman would use
anromnent, mmy colleague applies an an-
ecdote ; one gentleman on the other side
was so deeply impressed with his abilify
in that sway that Le deelared, (as I was in-
formed,) during the delivery of my eol-

leacne’s firs
;

Ir
£ 2 3 S 1 7
L :é}_n;'e,.'f_‘!?- tliat Lie was “as ‘r:,'.":?"ur'

Q& a eoaee elraniae. Ile has already ac-

gents me in his speech as being opposed to
the admission of Kansas as a slave State—
using the words, “othierwise as a slave
State 2

Mr. SITAW, of North Carolina. I will
answer the gentleman on that point, be-
fore I resume my seat, as I should bhave
done if he had not called my attention to
the subject. )

I ask again, what has been the course of
the gentleman towards mysclt? Why,
sir, on the evening of Saturday weck, my
colleague came into tiis Iall after I had
left it, (having been here many hours,)
and announced that it was his intention
to address the committee in reply to me,
but, with an affectation of generosity, of
liberality, and of magnanimity which I
belicve never found a lodgment in his
heart, he pretendended that he could not
do so becanse I was not present. Sir, if
the gentleman had desired me to be pres-
ent when he made his speech, It would
have been aemall tax upon him to have
indicated the fact to me. On the follow-
ing Monday evening, after the House had
resolved jtself into Committeg of the Whole
for general debate, it being understood
that no fusiness was to bLe done, having
seen my colleague takediis hat and leave
the Hall, and Deing wearied and exhanst-

ed by a continuoussesion of'seven or eight

hours, T followed his example, and refired
to my hotel. Ile returned and made the
wssault upon me, to which it is now my
purpose to reply.
It was not till the next morning that .1
saw 1t reported in the Globe that he had
iven notice on the previous Saturday
night of his intention to reply to me, and
this was the first intimation I had of his
design. 1 repeat, if he had had a dgsire,
or the least disposition, to'haye nfe pres-
ent when he made that reply, why did he
not state it to me, so that I cquld have
n present? Dut,sir, while profcssing
regret on account of my absence on that

far as to say that in
mak : Owhich ?ﬁéi‘:i,w the
20th of April, I had studiously and inten-

ly jvn*:tﬂ-l he had E?n‘;d to North |

nd for what? In order thatT |
: is absence to'd

L1

do [.the United States h

quired for himself the soulriguct of the
“funny Representative from North Caro-
lina,” and 1s fairly entitled to that of “i%e
_ ? JLet my colleagne culiivate
his talent and increase hLis fund of anee-
dote, aud he may leok furward with eon-
tidence to the time when he will be able
to obtain an engagguent as chict butfoon
in somne strolling cireus.  Dut, sir, I shall
not follow his example in this regard eith-
er; if, however, my tastes and my sense of
propriety led me ‘o do so, instead of treat-
ing this enlightened assemblage of the peo-
ple’s Representatives to the staleaneedotes
and coarse jokes which my colleague has
indilged ing I would proeure a copy of
Joe Miller and read from its pages such as
wounld be vastly more amusing, though a
hundred times repeated, than any that my
colleaguie has so far entertained the com-
mittee with. .
Now, sir, my colleagne charges against
me that I took the ground in- my speech,
that he voted in favor of the Green amend-
ment; which was _attached to the Senate
bill when it came to this House, while I,
at the same time, was found advoeating
the views of the Executive in regard to
the principle of that amendment. Ile
goes on furtl_wr,[ﬁ:nd denies that the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Qurraax]
moved to strikeout that amendment. Ile
denies that I votéd to strike it out. Ile
denics emphaticdlly that he voted against
striking it out. Now,- sir, what a:e the
facts? First, dogs the Green amesndment
embody the doctfine which my colleague
gays is eonfainedfin the speeial message
of the Executive? Ddes that amendment
‘declare, as T undégstand the President to
have said in Lis wessage, that, the people
-of Kansas would Rave.a rightge alter and
amend their constitution after they had
been admitted into the Confederacy, with-
out regard to the restrictions contained in
that instrument itgelf2 I ask the Ilouse
if the Green amendment gmbodics that
doctrine? Isay it does mnot. /The most
that can be said of the first hranch of the
proposition contained inthx

]J'a" ,".". . J. "J‘?u e

while the second-~brapch a

_ bsolutely
unqualificdly asserts that-the Congre:

the construction of

whenever I make a speech upon this floor |

sir,

“then, that m

iter

rgen amend-
ment is, that it is a negative pregmant;

: _constitution, he finds that this is an

in regard to this particular doctrine?
colleague cannot show it in my speech.-

It is true that I commended that special §
_message, as it had been commended §

thronghout the length and breadth of the

country by the conservative and &):uriotic‘ :
of the

throughout the land. I approve

. WINSTOIN, NORTI—I—CAI%OI@;N’A, i Eh

views of the President of the United States |
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Now, sir, as to my colleague’s denial
“that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr.
Qurryan] moved to strike out the Green
mendment. That has become a matter
f history ; it is upon your record, and I
ask you, and I ask the gentleman from
dississipni whether the effect of his mo-
tion was not to bring before the Ilouse

general prineiples there set forth; but T | the Scnate bill without the Green amend-
did not approve, and I take occasion to Lament?

say here that I do not now approve, the
doetrine that the people can altey or amend
their constitution without ruga&‘t
strictions contained in the instrument it¥
self.

But suppose the Green amendment had
eontaine({’that doctrine : how can my col-
leagne objeet to it? Does it lie in his
mouth to get up here or elsewlicre und
condemn it? And here let me say that
my colleague has brought another charge
of injustice against me on account of the
reference which I made to his position 1n
the Legislature of North Carolina, in re-
Iation to & similar question. Now, what
was the position of my colleagne as a Sen-
ator of the State Legislature of North Car-
oling? It is well known by intelligent
centlemen here that the constitution of
that State declares that no convention of
the people of North Carolina shall be call-
ed to amend the constitution of that State,
except by a two-third vote of both branch-
cs of the State Legislature; and yet my
colleazue, as a member of the North Car-
olina Senate, supported and voted for the
proposition of Governor Graham, which
was intended to provide that the question
of a convention to amend the constitution
should be submitted to the people of the
State by a bare majority of both branches
of the Legislature; and if a majority ot
the people vofed for a convention, then
the people should proceed to elect dele-
aates to amend the constitution, althongh
that instrument itself says that no conven-
tion shall be ealled unless it is by a vote
of two thirds of both branclics of the Loee-
islatare. ;

AMe. GILMER. Will my colleasne al-
low mnie to corrcet himy as to & matter of
faet?

Mr. SITAW, of North Caralina. I owe
the gentleman no courtesy, amd will not
-allow him to interrapt me, especially as 1
am sure the Chair will have the liberality

to award him the floor at the close of my |

remarks, when he will have an oy
AV A0 : 5 'a...:.--._."a-';--":".:‘-_..d";.".i s Lasoelinsl

1t my colleague,in voting
tain the proposition of Governor Graham
in the Legislature of North Carolina, has
himeelf sanctioned and approved the doe-
trine which he now denounces, but which
I say is not set forth in the Green aimmend-
mernit.

I3ut if the special messaze of the Dresi-
dent does coniain this doctrine, which has
now become go odions to my eolleagne;
and if he has changed his opinion sinee hie
was in the Legislature, why have we
heard Lis thunder sooner? I have here
an cditorial article from the lewling organ
of the party to which the gentleman be-
longs—the Know Nothing party of North
Carolina—in which, in speaking of the
President’s message and of this very doe-
trine which the gentleman so vehemently
condemus, the following language is used.
I quote from the Raleich Register, of the
10th Febrnary, 1853,

“According to promise we lay before
our readers to-day. the President’s miessagzo
reccominending to the fuvor of Congress the
Lecompton constitntion. We are not
much given to paying complimentsto Dem-
ocrats, and rarely indeed do they deserve
any at otir hands. We hope, however,
we can do justice, and it isin a spirit of
fair dealing that we say that Me. Buchan-
an’s message is a most excellent one.”

#* ¥ % * 5 3 *
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“Desides all this, asthe President very
well contends, as soon us KNansas is admit-
ted az a State, she cam call another conven-
tion to make another constitution, and it
ean then be aseertained wlether the friends
or opponents af slavery arein the minori-
ty in the State. -This scems to ws crceed-
tngly simple and lpidin, and the furious
opposition to the President’s views ean on-
Ly be weconnted for by the fact that certain
politicians in Congress desire to prolong
this agitation for their own purposes,and
with a view likewise of asserting, if possi-
ble, the principle that slavery shall not
spread be®nd its present limits. As a
citizen of the Um‘tetl States, then, and a
lover of law and order, and as a citizen of
the South, and mindful of hgr rights we
do most earnestly destre to see Kansas ad-
mitted with the constitution she presents,
and let her future struggles, it any shall
ensue, be carried on npon her own soil as
a sovercign State, and be settled by her
own citizens. Then, and not before, will
her matters .cease to be so many fire-
brands, threatening the destruction of the
Ungope?" 5 “%=""""" 5 '

There, sir, is the same doctrine held by
the leading erg of
the gentleman’s own party, and I have
never yet Leard hny denunciation of that
article by my colleague or any member
of his party at home.” Dut aftéer the gen-
tleman had coficluded to oppose the ad-
mission of Kansas under the Lecom

ous
do , and one which éuglit not only
mn the President, but the Demo-

als6, and. me too, who never |

-
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n, in North Carclina, of

on | there anyt

< Mr. QUITMAN. Certainly.

-~ Mr. SILA W, of North Carolina. T must

o the rezisay I was surprised, when Iread the speech

glmy colieague, to see the eharge brought
against the gentleman from Mississippi, of
heingz euilty of duplieity in bringing for-
ward that amendment in the manner he
did. If there is any one trait which stands
out in bold relief in the charaecter of the
goentleman from Mississippi, it is his di-
rectness, his straightforwardness, and the
moral eourage and boldness with which he
marches up to every question which it is
his duty to meet: he is nof the man who
would lend himself to any such course as
that charged by the gentleman from North
Carolina.

AMr. QUITMAN. It was only ycster-
day that I rea:d the remarks of the gentle-
man from North Carolina, [Mr Giuves,]
and I have been thinking very ealmly up-
on the question whether 1 should notice
them or not. I will not, at any rate, take
the time to do 80 now. Perhaps I may
notice them, and I may think them un-
worthy of notice.

Alr. SILAW, of North Carolina. I was
saying that the record will ghow that the
gentieman from Mississigpi moved to
amend the bill then before the Ilouse, by
snbmitting the Senate bill without the
Green amendment, as #n amendiment to
the Crittenden bLill, offered Ly the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Moxrcoa-
rry.] The effeet of that would have been
to have brought before this Ilouse the
Senate bill with the Green amendment,
Now. sir, I voted for the proposition of the
gentleman from Mississippi, and my eol-
leagme voted against it 3 amd, 1 repeat, 1
have done bim no injustice in placing
hint in the position that I did.

But my eolleague says he voted against
the motion of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi, [ Mr. Qurraax,] not beeause he was
in favor of the Green amendment, but be-

T~ e o

toward him in not stating that fact. To
show Bow much justice there is in this
charge, I will be excused, 1 trust, for gquot-
ing a brief extract from my speech, which
will befa sutlicient answer to the gentle-
man’s pecnsation :

“Duf the gentleman may say that, he
voted against the Green amcnudment in
order fo save, it possible, the Iiouse biil.
I do not by any means admit that he can
therchy find asufiicient justifieation of his
vote; i'rtll‘ [ am \\‘Ei“ilé__-_‘, tfor the sake of the
armunent only, to give him the benefit of
thut position 3 and now let us sce whetlier
he is qustitiable in taking the Crittenden
amendment in preference to the Benate
bhill.” ]

Ay colleagae, in his specch, stated that
I readifrom the Leeompton constitution,
to proye that that instrument prescribed
a proper qualification for vorters; for the
yurpose, as he supposed, of having it go
abroadethat ihe Crittenden Lill, tor which
he vofed, contained no such safeguard.—
1f the gentleman read my speech careful-
Iy, he must have known that I read from
that eonstitution for no such purpose; and
the same injustice which he has tmprop-
crly, and withont the least cause, chrarged
against e, of perverting and misrepre-
scuting his arguments, he has committed
acainst me, in this, as well as in nwmeer-
ous ogher instances. I showed that by the
Lecopton eonstitution, aliens were pro-
hibited the right of suffrage. I went on
then te show that by wvoting down that
constitution, as thie gentleman endeavored
to vote it down, and by passing another
bill, the Crittenden bill, by which the peo-
ple of Kansas would have been authcYized
Ly my colleague to vote upon the Lecomp-
ton gonstitution, and if they saw fit to re-
jeet it 5 (and the whole tex  of his argu-
ment, from one end to the other, was to
be the effect that that constitution was not
the voice of the people of Kansas, and that
if submitted to them, they would vote it
down 3) they would then have power nn-
der the Crittenden bill to mmake another
constitution, in which they might, and in
all probability would, ingraft the doctrine
of alien suffrage ; yes, even free-negro suf-
trage—and Lwas warranted in saying that;
for the Leavenworth constitution, then re-
cently madé and published, was said to
c¢ontain, not only the principle of alien
suffrage, but of suffrage to free negroes al-
so : and that eonstitution thus authorized,
',gm.;ld entitle Kansas to admission into the

nion.

only sought to Pervert it. _

_Dut the geutleman says, d accused bim
of taking the position that if the Lecomp-
| ton constitution should be voted down,

eighty T e
shscqh! oy T IOg e rhdbe found in
my spe ? If so, noh” ket
tleman t bifag it forward and i
s.and the country. Did T

ng? 1 said nothing eof t

miglona of the public lands. Is

e

=1 by edsen
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That was the argument 1. made ;.
and my colleague, unable to meet it, has

‘the people of Kansas would seize upon.

- —

that that was net what I's:ll  Ie knows, |
it if he has earefully re. | my epeceh, |
which he has in his possession, I'said that |
in the Lecompton constitnion there was
an ample and sufficient guarantee to se-
cure to the several States their interest in
the public domain within the borders of

came in under that constitution, the rights
of all the States—North Carolina as well
as the rest—would be amvly scenred. 1
said that if my colleagne should succeed
in voting down' that constitution, it he
should succeed in passing the bill lie was
advocating, he would place it én the pow-
er of the people of Kansas to scize upon
and appropriate to their own use every
single acre of the public domain within
their borders. Iow did I prove it? Dy
showing that if the people should vote
down the Leedmpton coustitution, they
would be authorized Ly thd Crittenden
bill to frame anather constitution: and
withont any terms or econditions precedent
in regard to the public domain, or any-
thing else, they were to be inducted into
the Union by the mere 2pse divit of the
President of the United States, and there
would be no remedy to us if they ghonld
assert their right to the public lands, even |
to every aere within their limits.

The gentleman, in his speech, guotes ar

& . 1 cll, quotes an
extract from a letler of Senator Davig, of
Mississippi, written on 14th May, 1338, to
sustain his position.  In doing so, howev- |
er, lie attribates {o him language which is
not to be found in the exiraet which my
colleange quotes. Nor is it to be found
in any other portion of that letter. 1o
says that Colonel Davis lays down the
principle that “ condétion precedent ™ mnust
be contained in the *act of admission.”
Thig is an unauthorized amendment to Col-
oncl Davis’ letter, made by my eolleague
for a purpose whiehh must be obvious to
every one—it was absolutely necessary
to make ont his ease. 1lere, «ir, is the ox-
tract which my collicaguc and
:'_ﬂﬂ;:?-' :

“The conzequence of admitting a State
without a recogniton preeedent of the
rights of United States to the public do-
niain, are in my n}ti!linn, the transier of the
usefnl with the ceminent domain, to tho
people of the State thus admitted; without
reservation.

As you will see;

10ues
-

be in the © act of admission.””
no such thing.

Dut my colleagzue demands, with an air
of trinmply; what safeguard there is in the
Senate Lill for the admission of Kansas, for
the security of the publie domain in that
Territory, which the Crittenden bill does
not also contain? and in this ‘connection,
and with a flourish of trampets, he quotes
a elanse from the Crittenden bill, and with
an air of complaceney adds, “I shall ap-
pend to my speech the Minmesota bill,
which contains no such guarantee and no
security whalcver.,” Now sir, if my col-
learue awas able to meet the argnment I
male, why did he resort to the artfnl dodge
of drawing his parallel between the Sen-
ate bill or the Critienden billy and the
Minnesota bill, instead of meeting the
point I distinetly made as to the power he
proposzed to eonferupon the people of Kan-
sas, to absorb and appropriate the pub-
lic lands in ecase they should chose to
vote down the Lecompton constitution
whicih was to be submitted to them tor
ratification or rejection Ly the Critten-
den bill for which he voted? and the
whole ecope of his argnment went to show
that if submitted to them, they would vote
down that constitution ; his main objection
to the admission of Kansas, nnder the Le-
compton eonstitution, being that it was not
the will and the voice of the people of thut
Territory.

Now, gir, strange as it may ecem, my
colleague in his desire to sustain his un-
founded charge against me, that Thad sur-
rendered the rights of the United States to
to the publiec domain, by my vote for the
Minnesota bill, which he voted against—
adopts the very prineiple which I asserted
in my speech of the 20th April, by which
I showed, that by conferring upon the

cople of Kansas, as he proposed to do by
Eis vote for the Crittenden bill, theright to
frame a new constitution and be admitted
into the Confederacy by the proelamation
of the President, without any condition
precedent to secure the right of the Gdov-
ernment to the public lands in Kansas—
my colleagne has elinched the argument I
made against him on that point. I repeat,
I undertook to prove, and did prove, to
my own satisfaction at least, that the
reople of Kansas would have been ena-

led, had my colleague succeeded in his
effort to defeat the Lecompton constitution
and carry shrough the Crittenden bi'l, to
seize upon every acre of the public lands
in that Territory; and my logical and sa-
gacious colleagne has fully sustained my
point by adopting the very prineiple upon
which I based the whole argument.

Now, in reference to the ch?e*that' i
voted for the bill to admit
which, he says, does not contain one word
by which the Government is secured in
the public lands. Ilas my colleague put
this - case faily? Has he sustained z’he

graye chai e makes against me, of hav-
1 g?ﬂb?ahmﬂf%%%ghtﬂnd surrendered

ay | the interests of North Carolina in the pub-

s in Minnesota$ Sir, has he tald

nk my colleagne must know

Kansas; and that, if the people of Kansas |

innesotays | wonld not force upon an unwillin

school-Loy days, my colleague learned the
Lutin maxim, * ewppressio ver: "—but sir,
I have said I will not bandy epithets with
my eolleagne, and I will recall what I
have said. My eolleague may- not have
read the “ enabling aet,” by which the last
Congress authorized Minnessota to form
a State constitution preparatory to her ad-
mission into the Unton ; he may have vo-
ted against her admizsion without having
informed himself of the facts in the case.
Now, sir, I shall quote the proviso contain-
ed in the fifth clavse of the fifth sectjon of
the enallling aet, by which ample security
was wmade for the rights of the (})overnmeul
in the publie domain. lere is the pro-
viso:

“ Lrovided, The foregoing propositions
herein offered are on the condition that
the said convention which shall form the
constitution of said State, shall provide b
a clause in said constitution, or an ordi-
nance, irrevoeable without the consent of
the United State shall never interfere with
the primary disposal of the soil within the
same by the United States, or with any
regulations Congress may find necessary
for seenving the title in eaid soil to bona
Jide purchiasers thercof, and that no tax
shall be imposed on lands belonging to tha
United States, and that in no case shall
non-resident proprieties be taxed higher
than residents.”

And hereIamreminded by the chairman
of flre Committee on Territories [Mr, Srx-
ruix<] that the constitution of Minnesots
ratificd and confirmed this land provision.
[ quote herce the third section of the second
article of that constitution :

“The propositions contained in the act
of Congress entitled *An act to authorize
the people of the Territory of Minnesota
to form a constitution and State govern-
ment preparatory to their admission into
the Union cn an equal footing with the
original States are hereby accepted, rati-
{ied, and eontirmed, and shall remain ir-
revoeable without the consent of the Uni-
ted States; and it is hereby ordained that
thiz State shall never interfere with the
primary disposal of the soil within the
same, by the United States, or with any
regulations Congress may find necessary
tfor scenring the title to said soil to bora
Jfile purchasers thereof ; and no tax shall

idents.” .
Now, Isubmit to yon and the commit-
tee, I submit to the people of North Car-
olina, whether there is the smallest degree
of fairness or justice in the gentleman’s
charge against e as to this miatter.

Another charge allezed against me by
the gentleman from North Carolina is,
that 1 had done him the injustice to place
his opposition to the admission of Kansas
nnder the Lecompton eonstitution, npon
the ground that she would thereby be ad-
mitted as a slave State. Isthere any such
clinrge in my speech ? My eolleague ¢an-
not +how it. Imade no snch eharge. I
said :

¢ Ile hases hia opposition to the admis-
sion of Knnsas under the Lecompton con-
stitution, in other words, to her admissiou
as a slave State, upon three pointz of ob:
jeetion : first, that'the Green amendment
affirins the right of a majority of the peo-
ple to change the constitution at any time
they please; and that, by the hestablish-
ment of that principle, slavery may bo ex-
cluded whenever a majority of the peo-
ple choose ; second, that the population of
I{ansas is not sufiicient to entitle her to
admission ; and, third, that the constitution
franed at Lecompton is not the will of the
people of that Territory.” , :

Now gir, is that charging him with op-
position to the admission of Kansas, be-
canse she wonld come in ‘“as a slave
State?” My charge against him was that
while * Kansas was as much a slave State
as Georgia or South Carolina, under the
TLecompton constitution,” by voting down
that constitution, and enabling the people
of Kansas to frame another, if the opinion
he gave as to the will of the majority in
that Territory was correct, glavery would
be abolished, and she would become a free
State. I shall not stop here to make an
arcument upon this point. Everybody
knows that the sevéhth article of her con-
stitution established slavery by every guar-
autee that could be thrown around that
institation. It was opposed by the Black
Republican party upon that ground. The
President announced the tact in his spec-
ial message, that Kansas was as much a
a slave State as Georgia or South Carolina,
and my colleague labored throughout his
whole specch to prove that the people of
Kansas would vote down the Lecompton
constitution if we stbmitted it to them and
would, as certainly, frame a free-State ¢on-
stitution in its stead.

But, gir, my colleague says he was un-
willing to bring Kansas into the Union by
unfair means; he would not countenanece

the “shuffling” by which un “ unnatural
emigration” was forced into Kansas; b

a constitution which they were opposed to.
Yes, gir, my collecague had such an or
rence for the shuifling which bad bes
witnessed in Kaunsas;™ he waonﬁoh :
posed to thiat sort of shuffling by which a
unnatural emigration had been forced intc
that Territory ; he was so honest, so
‘and eo just, he felt constrained to

“the whole truth in the matter? Tn his
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