-

+liberately

G e‘#
fL W possession of any

*would have been pronounce

"/ by upright gn

o minating

sed’

whom the -_wi'f
leaderh of the

w0 nymg, that in the event
ar; he (Mrr Ad#ml) had’ ne
2aders nf ’ths ety uouhl 82:
; “them of Great |
, s Thht ¢hetr object

nueqaivmal xvrd‘eﬁce, al([m’“
le in a.court of law.”
» 18 ‘Not-the expression of an |

M as to the pature and tendency of

a,sure&a,t that (time pubhd_y

ot : ._'._.;.- prqpostd» by the party ptevalli'ng

‘the ‘State of Massadhusetts. - Ei‘er
en'was-at hberty to form his own opi-

y that subject 3 and we eheerfnr
it e propriety of those measnres
dgment of an impartial postenty
t the sentence which we have“guoted
“the ‘assertion of a distinct fact,

3 .ﬁ- 'I&ms,thi-ﬂ your own knowledge. 'We

‘perinitted to cousider it asithe

- xqmrdmk expression. of irritated feel-

hastily uttered af a time of great

litical excitement. Twenty years have,
ehpsed since this charge was fifst made,

,)agn _private cnrreepondence with certiin

" ‘members of € ongress 3 and it is now de-
repeated,| and brought before
the. fpubhc. uader the Banction, of your
-pame, as. being founded on nneq,mvocal
e.wd ~within_your knowledge.

‘We do not claim for ourselves, nor e-
ven for those deceas’ed friends whose re-

‘esentatives join in this address, the ti-

"‘:T'_tlo of.leaders of any party in Mdssachu-

w&. but we were associated in politics
: the party prevmlmg here at the pe-
_. ml r‘eTerred to in the statement above
‘meéntioned ; seme of us concurred in all
“tiidneasures adopted by that party ; aud
we 21l warmly apptoved and supported
- thuge mieasures. Ma2ny of our associates
%whp still survive, are dispersed through-
out Massachusetts and Maine, and could
not easily be convened to join us on the
present occasion. ‘We trust, however,
thitt you will . not question our right, if
fiot for curselves alone, at least in “behalf
of the highly valued friends with whomn

we acted at that time and especially of
2 _,ﬂausgpf them who are now deceased, res-.

t?ullv to ask from you such a full and
ise stutement: <of ‘the facts and evi-

f"’m relating to this accusation, as ‘may

able us fairly to meet and answer it.

- The object of “this letter therefore, 18,

i : :tn.reqmt “vou to state

First. W

hogre the persons, designated

'a.s leaders of the party. prevailing in Mas-

* gachusetts ilﬂh! year 1808, whose object
’m.g,.cqsert, Myas- and had been for several
sy a.dissolufion of the Union, and the
U' m% of al separate (onfedera-

I‘he wl*ole evidence on which
we is founded ? ;

M t!i
It is ndmlﬁed in| the statement of the
‘that it is not proveable in a court

of law,. und of ‘course that you are not in
Tegal evidence by which

“#to. waintain it-  The evidence ﬁVOWever
“must have been such as in dvonr epinion
une uwoeal

id - honorable men of discri-,
mmdn and we may certamlv
- expect [rom your: sense of justice and
self-respect. a'full disclosure of all that

- you m!ﬁﬂg.
o B A—- chl
,idﬁél from the first mggtstrate of the. na-

of thm nature, commg as it

o oeq}rne:ea an (iportange which we
éanmiot affect to' disregard z and it is one

which we ought not fo leave unanswered-

. Weare therefore constrained, by a regard
o te our deceased frhnds and to.our, poste-

irity, as well as'by a sense of what is due

* to-odr own_ honor, most sclewinly to ‘de-
3 'clm,.ﬂag.t we hive neéver known nor sus-

the party which® prevailed in
etts o the year 1808, or any
m this stat nver entertained
|gli to prednce a'dissolution of the
(In i, ordhe estd)hs’hntent of & separate
Cunfgdmhm. It is impossible for usiin
any oth nhner to refute, or-even te
M“‘t harge, until we see it fully
- 2
1 Pﬂt w‘hlch it 18 to be maintained.
< ermn ‘think it due to them-
in making this appli-

“they have ne design nor |

» ce ‘an effect. tn pnlmcai

festion whate

‘o¢ dlikengsion of the measures pubho-
adepted and avowed E.fhe persons a-

t whom the above hes e

de, ,,‘Ov sole o u?

the evidemce o which that chaigc‘wsﬂf \ppose, -

in order that the. public ‘ma
dge of 'gﬂ\;‘ﬁlon and its weight. ="
Ve are th due uapezt, your

"'! Yorael Phongiika. -
*EPmHnﬁ " Wilkiam Pmcatt,
W e rgent; - John Lowsll,. -
¥ van, C‘hafk:.l'achbn,
Efmbutm Bmfm
. Henry Cabot,
PR ﬂwoﬂbehuwc.m,
L, C. Passona.
‘Son of
Fhm”m

1. swer with expli

‘ eot of the
m.- N;gmdn. i .‘-:

hrl mted, -and know the

either is
to enter - mto a vindica-

'ﬂu:?llng PW'?@ Fﬂ' dgg.

4 .the hntermis wa oht!eﬂ dlﬁﬁmpn, ;f !

w ould: havefafqr‘&d ‘mé pleasiire to m-, P e of jus

1y those’

persons, but each and every vne
of you,.

' the onl
g ’ ur leﬂe@,
“htch as men . or as. crhzerm fc m acknow:
hrdge ywrnght to ask ; nahm]y, whether

ea»mter tor: was hlmsell’ ane of; ‘the
ErSONs, mtemted by mein the extraet
?-'_ 1 you - ‘have gwen, from a pthtment
ithorized by me and ublished. in the
atwnll Inte!h geer of 21st Oct. last..

fhe. mqmuv*sepamu-ty -from " each indivi-.
mhpons;ble not only for hmself but for
{all ‘athers. * The reasons for this must be
S0 obvious te rsons af}our intelligence,
that T trust that you will spare me the
pain of detailing them, "

But, -gentlemen, this is not all. You
undertake your inquifition, not in your
own'hames alone, bot as the representa-
{tives of a great fand. powerful party, dis-
{persed thrgno;‘}sut the States of .Massa-
chusetts and. Majne : A party command-
ing, at the time to which your inquiries
refery a devoted majority in the Legisla-
ture of the then United Commmonw ealth s s &
even now, if judged of by the character
of its volunteer delegation, of great influ-
ence arid reapectabtllty

I cannot recegnize vou, on this occa-
sion, as the representatives of that party,
for two reasons—first, because you have
neitherproduced your credentials for pre-
senting ypurselves as their champions,
nor assigned-satisfactory reasons for pre-
senting yourselves without them. But,
secondly, and chiefly, because your intre-
duction of that party inte this questionis
entirely gratuitous.: Your solemn decla-
ration that:yon do not know, that the fe-
deral or any other party, at the time to
which my statement refers, intended to
produce the dissolution of the Union, and
the formation of a new confederacy, does
not take the issue, which your ewn state-
ment of my charge (as you are pleased to
consider it) had tendered. The state-
ment@u thorized by me, apnke, not OT the
federal party, but of cerlain leaders of that
party. In my own letters to the mem-
bers of (Amg,i e8s, W ho did me the honor
at that agonizing crisis to eur National

nions upon the measures under delibera-
tion, I expressly acquitted the great body
of the federal party, notonly of paltu:l-
pating in the secret designs of those lea-
ders, but even of being privy to or believ-
ing in their existcngce. I now cheerfully
{ repeat that declaration. I well know that
the party were not prepared for that con-
\ulswn, to which the measures and de-
signs of th-n' leaders were insfigating
them ; and my extreme anxiety for the
substitution o the nonsintercourse for the
embargo arese from the imminent danger
that the continuance and enforcement of
this latter measure would promote the
views of those leaders, by goading a ma-
jority of the people and of the legislature
to the pitch of ph)blcal resistance, by

the laws of the Umun. the only effectual
means by which the Union conld be dis-
solved- - Your modesty has prompted you
to digclaim the-character of leaders of the
federal party at that time- If I am to
consider this as more than a were disa-
vowal of form, 1 must say that the charge,
which I lament to see has excited ss much
of your densibility, had no reference to
an% of you.
our avowed object is contmversv. You

cali for a precise stite of fucts and evidence
—not affecting, so far as you kvowmg any
one of you. but to enable you fnlrl (o meet
and to answer it, J '

Auid yoa derand, :

1. Whao are the persons designated as
leaders of the party prevailing in Massa-
chusetts, in the year 1808, .whose object

rs,-a dissolution of the Union, and the
establishment of a Scparate confederacy ?
and

2. The whole evidence on whlch that

chmge is founded.
You observe that it is admitted in the
statement of the charge, that it is not
Frme‘able in a court of law, and your in-
erence is, that I am of course notin pos-
se€sion ofany legal evidence, by which to
maintam it.© Yet you call upon me to
name the persons affected by the charge ;
a charge in your‘estimate deepl y stigma-
tizing upon those persons ; and you pers
‘mit: yourselves to remind me, that my
sense of justice and self-respect oblige me
to discloseall that 1 possess. .My sense
of justice to ybu. gentlemen, indutes me
40 remark, that I leaye your self-respect
to"%he moral mﬂuenm ug ur own minds,
| tommure it by the

) that it cohhanc ;
}iﬁpée : r_-snns, as ‘itended -tubemcluded
‘the’charge.
| persons to be oneof you- -
bave given them nottce, :
evidencea mst them,hy:

\tnu ‘however
t 1 have no
rhich the chatgt-

the hws of land:- Dngs

c’bnvmce

thq htvgw

Sud'tbchte linpelﬂulm,

fsces P - Anjqwure du.t the enrrcapz?n;l-‘jl (at
t B

icitness md candor nat on- ‘hgmn telande

4 questions in rela- |
Ttion fo the ahbjcc;t bmttrr of

* Hasd you br erther:of. vou:-timught pro-
per 19, ask me this question, it would have
{been more  satisfacfiry to.me to recéive

dua,! than arrayed in solid phalsmr. each |

Union, of soliciting my confidential opi- |

State authority, against the execution of

I assert was, and had .been, for several.

. }in arllthb fnnuaclumsc
“{him, duning the period ofthe

‘Suppose neither of those |

you that tKe ;

wp
virtu€? " Is it nnt'bestdcs im
‘persins may exist, who 1the® twenty-five
vears since drivenin the Jespara.tmﬁ of
disappointment,  to. ‘the ‘'med

preparation of measures temh
dissolution of the Union, pereemhftef

| wards the error of their ways, & would now |

%udly wash-out frou their own memories {
their participation in projects, upon which
the s‘tanip of inilelibleé reprobation has |
past } - Is it not possible that same of the |
confspirators have been called to acesunt

{'beforea higherthan an eartlily tribunal for

all ‘the good and ‘evil’ of their lives ;i
and whose refmtatmns might now: snfer
needlessly - by the: disclosure of their.

tlemen, as possrble. to show you that' nei-
ther my sense of justice nor my self-res-
pect’ does require of me to 'produce the |
evidence for which you call, or to disclese
the-names of persons, for whom you have.
and can have ve right te speak. -
These consldeutlons appear indeed to |
me’so forcible, that it is not without sur-
rrrse, that T am compelled to believe they |
ad escaped your observation. I canmot
believe of any of you that which I am
sure never entered the hearts of some
of - you, that yeu 'should Imve select-
ed the present moment, for the burpose
of drawing me inte a controversy not only
with yourselves, but with eothers, you
know not whom—ef daring me to the de-
nouncement of names, which twenty-years
since I declined committing to the eariof
confidential friendship 3 and to the pro-]
ductinn of evidence which, ‘theuzh per-
fectly satisfactory to my own mmd and
Ferft'cﬂ y competent for the foundation of
onest & patriotic public conduct, was ad-
equate in a court of law neither to the con-
viction of the guilty, nor to the justifica-
tion of the accuser, and sv-explicitly pro-
nounced by myself.

You say that you have no design nor
wish to prnducr an effect on any political
party or question whatever.—nor to en-
ter into a vindication of the measures
pubhcly adopted & avowed by the persons
against whom the above charge has been
‘made. But can vou believe that thig sub-
ject should be discussed between vnu and
me, as you propose, when catling upon
me for a statement, with the avowed in-
tention of refuting it, and not produce an
effect on any polmml party or qucstwu 2
With r?gard to- the public measures 'of
those times & the succeeding, which you
declare to have had your sanction aml ap-
probation, it needs no disclosure now,
that a radical and irreconcileable differ-

selves and me existed. And _can you
suppose that in disclosing names and sta-
ting facts, known perhaps only to myself,
I could consent to separate them from
fhnse public measares, which you so cor-
dially approved and whith I 80 deeply la-
mented ? Must your own defence against
these charges farever rest etcluswely
upon a solemn protestation against the
natural inference from the irresistible
tendency of action ta the secret intent of
the  actor ? That a statesman. who be-
lieves in human virtue should be slow to
draw this inference against such solemn
asseverations, I readily admit : but for{
the regulation of the conduct of human
life. the rules of evidence are widely dif-
ferent from those, which ‘receive or ex-
clude testimony in a céurt of law. Even
there, you know, that violent presumption
is equivalent, in cases affecting lifeitself,
to positive proof ; and in a succession of
political measures through a series of
years. .all teading to the same result,
thereis an infernal evidepce against which
lI‘IEI‘L denial, however solemn, can scarce-
{ claim the credence even of the charity
at believeth all things.

Let e add that thestatement authoris-

relhigencer, was mde, not. only withou!
the wtention, bit withou!. the most dist.nt.
imagination of offending y.u or of injuring
any one of you. - ‘Bu’, on the contrary. for
the purpose of xpressly disavowinga charge.

with the name-of the late Mr. Jeffersony
imputing te eertain citzens. of Mussavho-
set's treasonable «eg-tintions with the Bri-
tish goiernmen‘t during the war, and ex-
pressly’ %tatlng th t he had received infor-
mation of thisfrom me.  On the publica-
tion of this letrer, 1 deemed it intispensa-
bly dué to wyself, and tv all the ciiizens
of Massachuserts, not anly to denj havlng
ever given such information, but all know-
ledge of such a lact. And the more so, be-
cause that letier had been published thugh
‘without my kn: »wh::lgt-, yel l-.avaﬁ well as-
sured from motives of justice and kindness
to me. It cotitai ed u de laration by M
Jeﬂ'ersnn “frank, explicit and true, |
of the char - 'thetmtnesuf my conduct,
rercourse wnh
M the embargo. This
‘was apoiit nponwhich hign \emur}‘.mﬂd nat

d.r@gwe hun,

was tlua more
m(, t’ EIS i'

fment” against
t of law—and you Lpublic pﬂllc] 3
“au yourselves, am | du

letfer contained lis a nar}igi

L |

names ? T put these cases to you, gen-.

ence of opinion between most of your-|

ed by me, us published in the Narional in-

which was bifore -the public, sauchoned |

he would be crushed betw
{ and  the wnether~mullste e‘*ﬂrthe:p-r-ﬂ
yconverted in- | de
to-n ctime, and. «mlty of trem, hy eves i

_.-vww l&iv}tn bimeelf “"
; iy weat in the

s =

e of sdch negotiatic

, ‘or

a desi 'u'-._’[-nnulﬂ"_(ﬁef- fore have gi
qnnh mf«rmgﬂ(m. .
Butin “giving “a
tﬁ!i stateinent of Mr. Jeff
.hgmng thatupon theface of theletter
not be correct,.
t'« show that the mrstnemeht‘m Wi jﬂﬂ‘
was. nnglnlenuml “that it arose fram sn.|
lnhrmtu ot memory. _which the fetter itsélf
candtﬂly ‘acknowledged %a{hu it Heﬁm
together tn an m:lmmqt <8 the i for
fion which I had given him ia Mnrch, 14958,

wpnch 1 had written to'fiis and Wy friei
in Congress a year after, and with preni_ %,
projicts, and perhips mere suspicions,

tural envugh' as consequéuges. of the pr

from ‘three to six years after, and of which.
he could not have had informatiou from
The simple fact of which T apprised’

about the time of what was somctimes eall<
‘ed the agffair of the Ledpard and ‘Chisa-
ske, T had seen'a letter from 'ﬂie Gover-

gar of Nova Scotia to a person ig Massaf-
husetts,aﬂiumin that the. British govery-
meant had certain information of & plan b_r
thqt of France, to conquer, the Bruuh
sessiong and eff ct a revolutien in thé m-
ted States, by means of a war with Grear-
Britain,  As the Utlited States and Great-
Bgnam, were in 1807 at peﬁq", a corres:
pundence with the Gow-rior of Nova Sce:
tia, beld by any citizen of the United States,
imported no violation of law ; nor roulil
the correspondent be responsible for any 'a
thing which the Governor mlght write.—
But_ my inferences ' from this fact  were,:
that_there existed beiween the British go:
véroment and. the pirty in Massachusetts
opposed to Mr. Jcfferson. a', chadnel of
cammunication through” the anernor of
Niva Scotia, which /e was exércising to
inflsme their hatred against ‘France and
th ir jealonsies agamat iheir own govern:
ment. ‘The létter was not toany leader 0"
the federal party 3 but I'had "no doubt it
had been shown to some of them, @s it had
Deen 10 me, without injunction of'secrec.y 5
atid, as [' supposedd, with a" view 1o e~
vince me th «t this conspiracy betweer Na
potevn .Bd Mr. J-flerson really existed.-
How that channel of gommunication mi
be further used was matter of conjecture iz
for the mission of Mr. Joho Henry was fine
' months after my interview with Mr. Jeffer-{
son, and precisely at the time when I
was wriling to wy friends in Congress the
leiters urging the substitution of the non-
intercourse for the einbar Of Mr. Hen-
ry’s mission T knew nothing till it wag dis-
closed by hunself in 1812, '

Tt was in these letters of 1808 and 1809I
that T wentioned the design of certain Imd-
ers of the Federal party to effect a dissula-.
tion uf the Union, and the establishment.
of a Nupthern Cnnl‘ederacy. ‘This design
had been formed, in the winter of 1803 4,
inimedhately after, and as a_consequence
of the acquisition of’ Loujsiana. Its jus-a
tifying causes to those who entertained it
were, that the annexation - of Louisiana to]

powers of the government of the "United
States. That it formed in fact a new con-
fegeracy to which the States, united by the
| former comp:cr. were not bound to adfere.
\ ‘That it was oppressive to the interests and
des:ructive to the influence of ithe North-|
ern section of the confederacy, whose right]
aud duty it therefore was to secede from

of their own. = This plan was so far matar-
ed, that the proposakhad been made. to an
mdwrdual to jiermir himself, at the pr

[ tiwe, to be'placed at the head of the' hnh-
tafy m.vements, which it “was foreseet |
widld be rnecessary for carrying it intoex-
ecution. In ali'this there was no overtact
of treason. - In the abstract theory of our
government the obedience of the (:lu.'a',en1
1S not dué to un unconstitional “law. He
may lawfully resist its exveution,  Ifd'sin-

< ﬁf!ﬂ
; Uniﬁmﬂdﬁféoﬂehug

ceding times, but which dccurred, ifat-lf'_n i»lpllie ‘righta,

Jefferson was, that, in the summer of 1807,]

: mmal

| States.  Bat it was, after all, r.'
: WCbnntmcxtve

the Uuion transcended the "constitutionall

the new body politic, and to constitute one |

r. U -"
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it was due to 1 ha do
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s ﬁ M :
bﬁ:fﬂn mlmw é*
crestvng aid of takisg!

“feeded ‘terrmiqiww

by we : they were Coustractive, p

with the purpurt of confider. tial’’ ieturz ‘bl vhoright. thew fmriy mnnjgm,l, and

nege<s nily Msrquﬂgl Uphi the
m¢¢ﬂﬁe treaty. + But the {m’wrol’ ,9
:wmmtmu_ﬁr::bmsrm& 10 the
]mj\ wa them, in a '”“t
mﬂl the @
[ l:hl ﬂﬁ‘ii?i. ufcll‘mnﬂuf!“& g}:&dﬂ'ﬂ. .u
it appeared to me bad mit bcﬁﬁdgpiad
Lwco by the people - ol'arl’be» Fliq,é'
mdm;d not have Leen delega m.,...,
wllho:;e the consent of I’.he
"sglna wnseives. | thought ta vired
Lan amehdment of . the cnﬁzm a’iqa:::
| vote of the peuplé of Lionaisiana thems
Land I off-red to thé Seoate regols

carrying beth  those. memms mtee
whi‘ch were rejécted. - Eed’

“Lr-has been recentl_r aieerﬁ,ltﬂil 5
Jetrec from Mr Jefferson to Mn'r'Donu.ﬁ
writien in July 1808, alter he had. w,d |
the freaties, and é'mtm:h
consider” them, -that in"his opinion u.g
treaties could rot be carried mfa eﬁ-gg
without an amendment o ﬂae constitutum 3

an' that the propos .l For such an nlnead.
ment would be the firs avire ade pted
by them,.at théir meet \:ef Mr. .1*
terson, Preefdént of lhe Fnited Stat
‘did approve’ the acts of 108 gre; *::P
};l“ng l:: pnw:'rlihretdh? wd & .- a4
y thought aot delegited ti them, and
the Executive ot' 1he l.hmn; Qurrwd lhe:
mto'ttecqtloa'. o QR

“Thus Mr. Jé[_émn l’rhﬂdeﬁthﬂhe U
‘S ates, the fedéral” m&dpers of Cangress,
‘who oppused and voted azarust ‘the rmi .
‘cution of the trntues, and ﬁvulf, 1l cn-f
curred in‘the opinion that the

cession treaties (ranscended the ¢

wers of th’ goverament

power. Theﬁo
king the treaty was expressly given™
‘out limitation. -~ The: sweeping e

whlch all powers, nec d prope
carrying into effect thalﬁ expi --; y
ated, may be understood: as unlimited.-
t is to be presumed, ﬁnt'.:‘._ en Mr.
ferson approved” and 1 “act
 Congress, assumi

iLbad brought his mm o,

somewhat latitudinaviaw: tion, - 1)
oppesed it as long and’;  faf a8 m *’l‘?"’
tion could nvail?tll “ ddun’

it bad received The sanction ofwﬂ*m '5-
ganized au!hoﬂt] of  thé Union, an
tacit urqmésbem:h of the peopteof
‘aited States and of Louvisiana.: i
time, @M&h ‘precedent goes, lli!] I0
further, ve ehi snlertd t-he quesuun
lrrevmubly ‘seitled, ‘.~.. ¥

But, in reverting ta’\ﬁe fuhdameﬂnl
principle of a!l our consfititi
‘dience is not due to an'un
‘law, and that its etechtlbhm ¥ be la
Iy resisted, you must admit, that ha
liws of Congress fur annezing Liwisia
to the Union been' resisted; by the E'ltllv 4
rity of one or more Stalefbf tl!l- ﬂ!eﬂ o5
isting coufederacy,  as e
hat reésistance wight have bee
the exteut of “di awlviﬁgq €

'_ forming a new tonfcdcuo}"'@ 1

consequences of iive &n&y ad bee
gfpresawe ypon N-w Englind
tth, as was appréhended by the
Ieadert, to whose conduct {i
these observations refer 3 the
they did then form of seve
eatnblwhmg a’ Nor

wuld in their applicition of the sbatra
b= ’i- Y "

gla andividusd gndeciakes this resistence,{
ou ennstitutions, both of the United States

ciii@betwéen the individual and the legis-

‘stitutional. ~ Rut let us suppose the  case’

of 1his Union are ‘past, conflicting with acts
"of Cubgress and commanding rhe  resis-
tance ot their citizens against them;, and
what else can bi- the result but war,—=givil |
‘war ? qod'is nut that, de’ facte,’s dissolu’

tion ‘of the Unibn, so far ‘as  the resisting |
Siates ar> concerned 2. and what would be
the condition of every citizen in the resis-

ting States ? Bound by the double duty of
‘allegiance 1o the: Union, md‘tdtha- Stiate,

formauce of every civie!

ry act of wbedience 10 the lawi

to this Union Nud not: been ‘dele
‘Coungress, by rhé constifition ol

corded” upon’ the journals of the

Mt 3 __of vyhlch 1 was then a HB'EW-""'B“

DT thmkmg the act .itself a
se for se,.emmn hwﬁr& U ik

nnu-ywa ,
mte,'.'
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antl of each’ separate State, have provided]

ajadiciary power, judges and juries, to de- Land, uccuﬂh

'tmctiy ."._

ative act, which he has resisted as uncon- qu‘;:rwards, bv
i
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E ve been justi

fﬂre, I lmpl

could be ey

incy, in *lns

that legisiative acts of one br more States of lem@ as tmﬁw um--

{ Whether < hé “had any- edgei-of the
‘pt‘hctlcq[.pmgeg; of 1803 ik 3 (n
hﬂdla bet the meatufu" sech,
‘which he referres -to my recurded opinic
uﬁon the constitutional po

quent exposition of the
mle that pnoje :It‘ Rail

ail gone to-th
litary teades:
!fhe Qire '-

“Toaf "fhg power of annexmg Lumtﬁﬂi L _""" '

| States, was my own bpinion’; #c l': : gt




