ay, subject only.to the Con-
stitution of the United States. Popular
sovercignty and the ﬁhc‘ of self-govern-
ment in the people , of Kansas, then, is not
/#+an opén question now. It was closed by
" the politive cnactnitnt of this law, declar-
atory of their rights. True, the people

. were, of course, to cxercise this sovereign-
ty of eelf-government in a practical and
usual mode. They were not left to pri-
mary asgeniblics, ‘to mobs, or aggregate
muetings. The Amcrican mode of sclf-
government is by conventional, represen-
tative, or municipal bodies. Butall these
Yodies arc but agents, and representatives.
When they “form and regulate,” they still
form and regulate for the people, and not
for themselves. Their acts, at.last, are
but the acts of the people, and their de¢ds
butgthe deeds of the people.  When, there-
fore, a Convention send a Coustitution to
Congress to be approved, and it goes up
0ot as their act and deed, but as the act
and deed of the people, done and perform-
ed by them as their agents; the question,
then is always—not whether the act and

deed is the act and deed of a C'onvention, !

but is it the 2ct and dced: of the people?
and this, no matter whether the instrument
goes up from the Convention preclaiming,
or from the hallot-Lox of the people voting
it. By the very Kansas act itself, 1tis
obliged to be the dct and deed of the peo-

le — theirs, theirs, and nonc others—

isting—for popular severeignty is self-ex
istin.—but declarcd and admitted and re-
¢ognized in the people the right of self-
government, to form and regulate all their
domestic institutions in their own way, con-
sistent with paramount law.

Under this law they were formed into
an organized Territory; and under territo-
rial law they formed a Conyention to make
a Constitution of State Government, with
a view to admission into the Union. All

this was legitimate; and, as to how the
election of members to the Convention
ghould be held, and how contested clec-
tions were to be determined—all matters
of this sort wer®left to themselves, with-
out the right of intcrvention from any quar-
ter. I avoid inquiring into the frauds
which may have been perpetrated. and
which, doubtless, were perpetrated on both
ides, in the clection to constitute a Con-
vention.

But that body, however legitimate or
Lowever fairly or unfuirly constitated, was
a0t empowered to make a constitution and
to proclaim it, witheut submitting it to the
people before it was submitted to Congress
as the act and deed of the people of Kan-
pas.  And hercin is the first point of dif-
ference with the President. e says that
if the Conyention was not prohibited from
proclaiming it without submission to the

- people, they had authority to proclaim it.

say that it is a settled Democratic prin-
ciple of American institutions “that the
pocers not delegated by the people are re-
served to them.” But this point of differ-
ence does not arise in this case ; for, as I
will show presently, whatever power the
Constitution had in this xespeet, they did
not pretend  to exereise it or to claim it
but cs a representative hody and not a jivi-
mary, submitted the work of their agency,
their Constitution, to their principals, the
people.

In my letter dated the 19th November,
addressed to the editoys of the Richmond
LEnquirer, 1 teok the ground that there
was no authority delegated by the people
to the Convention of Kansas to proclaim
a Constitution without submitting it to the
people for ratification or rejection by thew;
yet,” said that, “if upon precedent, the
Convention of Iansas adopted a republi-
can form of Statc government, and report-
cd it to Congress, without submilting it (o
the people,” I agreed in “accepting it. and
in recciving in Kansas as a State, slaye or
free, into the Union.” This letter was
written on the 19th of November, 1857,
and on the 24th of the same month, five
days afterwavds, [ saw for the first time, |
published in the Richmond Znguirer, the
schedule of the Lecompton Constitution.

The publication of this document pre-
sented the subject under a new phase, ad-
verted to by the President in his message |
of December, 1857. The result of the
election in Kansas had still to be ascer-
tained, and certainly it could not be clear-
ly said what were the President’s conclu-
sions on the affairs of that ‘Territory.  His|
argument fairly admitted and claimed for
the people the right of passingon the work
of the Convention, and his conclusion seem-
ed to Dbe reserved. His counsel was not
sdark,” or “double,” or dubious; but he
was uncommitted to any practical conclu-
sion by his December message, and Isup-
pose that the friends of the administration
would be loft free to take ground accord-
ing to their conscienticus convictions, on a
full development of the whole subject.

Mecre than a mouth had elapsed since
the publication of the schedule. T had
tuil time to understand the provisious of
this subniission to the people, and was pre-
nared to take the grounds occupied in my

etter to the Tammany Society, dated the
30th December last.

That letter was deliberately written, was
kept in my possession for days, was re-
written, and put forth with a firm purpose
to serve the Administraticn and the coun-
try. I saw a formidable onposttion, thor-
oughly organized, in the Demeeratic ranks

have not been disappointed.  But now that
the thunders have rolléd” over my head,
and, I see the full effect, even beyond my
anticipations—the effectiof a special mes.
sage from the President—his authority
wielded against the position which I devo-
tedly assumed for his defense—l calmly
survey the subject again, and instead of re-
treating, advance on the position I have as-
sumed. In November I said that if the
Convention had proclaimed the Lecompton
Constitution without submitting itall to
the people, I would accept it as a legiti-
mate and de facto instrument. But now
that it has been submitted in the manner
and form of the eleventh and fourteenth
sections of its schedule, I repeat the posi-
tion of my Tammany letter, ad would
adopt it only subject to a fair and legal
vote of the people of Kansas, to be pre-
scribed by their Territorial Legislature—
not by Congress.

In reviewing the message, I pass over
all that is said respecting the rebeilion
and usurpation of the Topekaiics. Their
{eourse has been violent and unlawful in
ithe extreme. I claim, on the other hand,
that their oppenents in Kansas have acted
under lawful authority ; that they have
procecded under the act of Congress and
of territorial organization, and that up to
the point of the schedule of submission of
the Lecompton Constitution to the people,
their acts were dejure and de facto right
ful in the legitimate sense.  But what he
that to do, leaally or logically, with the is-
sue—Is the Lecompton Constitution the
act and deed of the people?’—Is its sched-
ule republican?

If insurrcction and rebellion were array-
ing themselves against law and order in a
Territory, all I can say is that they ought
to have been arrcsted and punished long
ago by the Federal Iixecutive of the Un
teds States.  When the whiskey insurree-
tion broke out in Pennsylvania, would it

hether it procced from them directly, or |
through tihieir representatives.

And for these reasons, I had no difficul-
ty in determining that the act of 1854, the
Kansas and Nebragka law was an “‘cnabl-
ing act.”” It created no right not pre-ex-

that State to have submitted a Constitu-
tion to the people in such a schedule as al-
lowed men to vote forit, but not against it;
as allowed one man to vote down 1,000
men; all having equal rights as pretended
to submit one question alone, and yetsub-
mitted itin such a way thatin order to vote
for oragainst tkat, the people were oblized
10 vote for and not against something else
which might be obnoxicus or odious tothem
—as insulted and oppressed them with a
test oath, the most odious instrument of
tyranuy, to supporta Constitution, it adopt-
cd, before 1t acas adopted, and then, atter
being forced to gulp the oath in order to
vote at all, to have the vote not counted be-
cause it was against and not for what he
was sworn to support, if adopted against
his will 2 * No. Gen. Washington put down
the insurrection, and he would have made
it no excuse for fraud, injustice, inequality
or oppression on the part of others who
were acting under the color of lawtul au-
thority.. So the Topekaites ought to have
heen made to submit to lawful authority;
but no onc can contend that they forfeited

choice to approve or disapprove, to rati

to them.  But were Topekaites alone op-
posed: tothe Lccompton Constitution ?—
No. Sonie pro-savery men were opposed

their sovereign rights as weil as the Tope
kaites. Law-abiding citizens, as well

rehels, were ce ¢
against this Cons
all.
justify the wrong of the Lecompton Cou-

1

compton schedule.
Lts 11th scetion reads:

to Congress for admission into the Union

white male inhabitants cf this Territor
toxggpproval or disapproval, as follows::
The Presidentot this Convention shall, by
proclamation, declare that on thic 21st day
of December, 1857, at the different eclec-
tion precinets now cstablished by law, or
which may he established as hercin pro-
vided, in the Territory of Kansas, an clec-
tion shall be held, over which shall preside
three judges, or a majority of three, to be
appeinted as follows: The President ot
this Convention shall appoint thrce com-
missioners in cach county in the Ferritory,
whose duty it shall be to appoint three
judges of eleetion 1n the several precincts
of their respective counties, at which elec-
tion the Constitution [ramed by this Con-
vention shall be submitted to all the white
malc inhabitants ot the Territory of Kan-
sas in the said Territory upon that day,
and over the age of twenty-one years, for
ratification ov 7ejection, in the following
mauner and form,”

Now, it must surcly beadmitted that is
a plain submission of the 20/ Constitu-
tion framed by the Convention.
mission of the whole Constitution 1is re-
peated twice in this clause, ina way not
to be mistaken. And yet is it not stranze
that Mr. Buchanan should have made the
mistake of* saying in his message that the
whole of the Lecompton Constitution was
not. and that a part, the slavery clause
alone, was submitted to the people? Willit
be said in reply that the whole was submit-
ted only sub modo, after a specitied man-
ner ard form 2 Well, let us look at the
manncr and form; the manner and form is:

“The voting shall be by ballot. The
judges of said election shall cause to be
I kept two poll-books by two clerks by them
{appointed. The ballots cast at said clee-
tion shall be endorsed ‘Constitution with

have authorized a lawful Convention in |}

their elective franchise or their treedom of |

or reject,” an organic law when submitted |

to it; and this schedure deprived them of

mpe.ded to vote ier and not |
ituticn, or not to vete at!
I'he wrong of the Topekaites will not |

veution, nor cure the defcess of the Le- |
What is that schedule? |

“Before this Constitution shall be sent |

as a State, 2z shall be submitted to all the

The sub- |

slavery, and ‘Constitutioncith no stavery,’ |

the objéct wasnot fo submit a part ofily,
but to force the adoption of thewhole?

“The whole was not fairly submitted—
One thousand voters went to the polls:—
nine hundred and ninety-nine vgters might
desire to vote against the Constitution, and
one for it; the one would be counted, and
nine hundred and ninety-nige would inot
be counted. :

Tle part as to slavery, which was sub-
mitted for alternate voting, for and against
was not fairly submitted.” One thousand
pro-siavery men might go to the p‘olls, de-
siring to vote for slavery, but against the
Constitution their votes conld not be count-
led, and one free-soiler, who voted for the
Constitution and against slavery, would be
counted, and over-come the nine hundred
and ninety nine. Itisidle tosay that this
was as fair for onc side as the other; for,
though this be equally true as to the nine-
ty-nine free-soil voters against the one pro-
slavery voter, yet this would only prove
| the case to be one of a donblsinstead of a
single injustice. It proves only it wasa
wrong, injuriously affecting both sides and
the whole people, and not a part only.

The truth is, there was obviously a sin-
ister and anti-republican purpose in thus
{ aiving an unfair clection as a part, coupled
{with no clection aato the whole. It was
Ito force the people to adopt the Constitu-
{tion framed by the Convention. No man
{ was allowed to vote for slavery who did
inot also vote for the Constitution; and no
{man was allowed o vote inst slavery
{who did not vote for the Constitution.—
{ He might reject slavery or adopt it, pro-
{vided lie wonld vote for the Cons:i'mtifm :
fand if he voted acainst the Constitution,
{his vote for or against slavery was not:al-
{lowed to be connted-

This was not all. The 14th section is
worse than the iniquity of the 11th:

Section 14th. “Ivery person offering to
vote ab the aforesaid election,upon the said
Constitution, shall, if challenged, take an
oath to support the Constitution of the
{Gnited States, and to support this (Consti-
[ tution, if adopted, under’ tlre penalties of
tperjury under the territorial laws.’,

''he Democeratic party had just come out
of severe and doubtful’ conflict with the
Know Nothing seeret socicty, the most odi-
ous featurc of which wasa “testoath.”—
{ Now behold an honest, peaceful, Jaw-abi-
|ding citizen approaching the polls in IKan-
sas under the schedule; I imagine my-
self an ultraunder this clause of this sched-
ule ; I am anxious, Southern slaveholder
put to the ordeal of a challenge very anx-
lious, to record my vote for my right to
thold the chict part of the little property I
fown ; T am told that I haye the right, by
[the grant of the hizgh Liecompton Constitu-
Ition, to vote for or against property in
Islaves I approach the polls to exercise
{the right: Tam challenged ; the Bible is
iheld out to me to swear first to “support
ithe Constitution of the United States; L
{ask, why impose on me that cath ; T urge
{that the oblication is binding on me with-
out the oath—that I love and obey fthe
| Constitution of the United States, and that
it is made the supreme law of the land,
binding of itself, but heing unwilling to
support that instrunient, and anxious to

ivote for my property, Iassent to swear|

to support it.  But I am told [ must, in'the
second place, swear also to support the Le-
{compton “Constitution, if adopted, under
the penalties of perjury under the Te
torial faws.” T redden into wrath under
the insult of such an oath tendered to a
freemen at the polls—to support a consti-
tution, if adopted, befare its adoption. 1
denounce the obstacle to my freedom of
telection. It is in vain; T must take it or
leave my property unproteeted.  Isuppose
—the supposition is almost intolarable—TI
take the outh; Lam then, and only then,
vanted the privilege of voting. I vote for
slavery, but against the Constitution, T am
I'then‘told that my vote cannot be counted,
{yet I am sworn to suppost, if adopted, what
{1 have voted against.  Stung by insult and
| then disfranchised, I go away maddeugd
{to violence by injustice, inequality, and¥n-
{sult and injury.  Is that my act and decd?
{Is that republican 2 If Caligalw was a ty-
{rant for posting laws too hizh to be read by
{ the Roman people, what does this deseryve
Ito be called, which puts the whole and a
{ part together, so that a wminority for the
{ whole may prevail over a majority for or
against the part ?  Is it not the very he-
cus-pocus and lererdemain of keeping the
| promise to the car ot the pecple and break-
ting to their hopes ? I tell you that no
“‘prmul, free people will stand insult and
loutrage like this, and such despotism is
jenough to drive peaceful and good-
[ to violence for a redress of grievances—
But the question is not whether the Le-
i compton Const
(lawtully, but is it the act and decd of the
sovereign people, whose it purports to be
{—and is it republican in its submission by
ithe schedule of the Lecompton Constitu-
tion? And mark, too, that this test oath
{is applied when the constitution is to be

Isent to Congress trom a Territory for ap- .

{proval. After taking this oath, the casa-
;ist may determine whether he could, if the
{ constitution be adopted, oppose it before
Congress, though he voted against it at the
| polis.

| Butit is urged in the message that the
{ people, if opposed to slavery, might have
| voted it out ot the Coustitution on the 21st
{of December. T deny that they could
{have voted for or against sluvery under
| this schedule, unless they voted also for
{the Constitution. As 1 have said, nine
hundred and nincty-nine might have gone

Constitution. 1Is it not_plain, then, that|

zens |

itution has been opposed un- |

any people could have proceed
regﬁ:;ny in'the formation
tion than'the people of K
The people ‘of Kansas have not been al-
lowed to hold a fair, free and full election
at ail, though the whole Constitution was
pretended to be submitted to them. No,
not upon the part which the President says
was alone submitted to them. ;
You see, gentlemen, thatLarrive at these
facts from the face of the record—from
the schedule itself. I don’t go into Kan-
sas for evidences of fraud or any other
fact. T don’t go behind the schedule
which is annexed to the Lecompton Con-
stitution itself. Tt shows on its face afact
stronger than any proof, that the people
did 1ot vote—it shows that it was #mposst-
ble for them to vote their sovereign will in
{a fair, frec and full election. = Such an elec-
tion cannot possibly be beld under such a
schedule. This, Congressis bound!to look
at. ' I am bound incertain caszs to caase

pers for the purpose of authentication.—
I'have no election. If the paper is proper
to be certified, I must affix the seal.  But
suppose thatin the act of authentication, by
affixing the seal, itappears tome that there
is 2 doubt whether the paperis the act and
deed of the party whose act and deed it
purports to be : Must [ not inquire.wheth-
erit be the act and deed of the party 7—
If T affix authentication to what is not his,
I'may do him irreparable damage. But
suppose that it appears on the face of the
paper itself that it cowldn’t his act and
deed—that he was not left a free agent.—
Am I'bound to certify that to be his act and
[ deed, ‘which not only is not, but could not
[bo his act and deed ? Nosw, as I said
November, if the Convention had proclaim-
ed  this Constitution, and sent it to Con-
gress, without submitting it at all to the
people, then Conzress would haye simply
the evidence of the Convention, the rep-
resentative and agent, that this was the
authorized instrument of their prineipals
—the people.  Fividence to the contrary
wouldn’t have appeared in the record and
on the return itself. And we wouldn’t
haye been authorized, it you please, to go
behind the return of the Convention or to
have taken evidence aliunde, or admitted
a plea to matter debars the record. But
the Liecompton Convention submitted their
Constitution to popular approvalor disap-
proval, ratification or rejection.
ports to be the act of the people—not of
the Conyention only, but the people also.
The Convention did not fully and finally
adopt it, and this schedule shows that the
people did not, because they could not, as
it was proposed. Itis, then, neither the
act ot the Convention nor of the people.—
It is, in fact, adopted by neither, and
couldn’t be by the latter.

If Congress receives and adopts it as a

circumstances, will not Congress be infer-
veneng to impose a Constitution upon a
people which is mot theirs? Will they
not arbitrarily intervene to decide a ques-

sas alone—to all and'all alike allowed by
law to vote. ITave all and all alike Deen
aliowed to vote ? WWere those
(vote allowed to vote against the Constitu-
tion as well as for i ?

We are told that we are to shut our cyes
to the record. What evidence have we,
then, that itis & Constitution at 2li?2 We
are told then, that this is 2ot the time to
;misc the question, de fucto, whether it is
the act and deed of the people of Kansas.
When would be the time, when wasthe time
if 1t be not thatimegnow, toinquire wheth-
er thisis a genuine Constitution of the
people of Kansas, and whether it is or not
republican, when these, and these only,
are the questions hefore Congress

Why, 1t.is asked, has the issue of fact
been delayed so lonz? I answer, Low
could the issue be made np before the re
turns were made, and the evidence appea
{ed on the recor:d submitted to Congress?
| Ah! but we are told that it is encopedi-

g 1

i

| ent to raise this question at all'; that expe- |

|diency requires Conaress to decide tl

| question. When was it morally determin-
{ed that the policy of this nation should
{be governed by expediency rather than by
Justice or right 2 Dut what right has Con-
| gress
lover and above the sovercien rizhts of a
Ipeople to free and fair clections?  TIs ex-

{pediency to be carried so far as to allow |

i Congaress to intervene so as to set its will
over the will of the people of ICansas, or
| to substitute its will for theirs, and to giy
a minority Constitution to a majority —
{'This would be a
geance, in the teeth of non-intervention,
so much claimed for by those who advoeate
{ this Constitution ? £

But the President offers an inducement
{ to the anti-slavery party in Kansas by say-
ting: “If a majority of them,” (the people
tof Kansas) “desired {o abolish domestic
slavery within the State, there is no other
i possible mode by which this can be effect-
{ed so speedily, as by prompt admission.”
i This hint is somewhat dangeroug in point
{of policy. Tt cuts both ways. It micht
{be asked whether this commends itself to
{ pro
{the “prompt admission.”
lishing slavery in Kansas. They had bet-
{ter not make it too apparent in the South
{ that “prompt admission’” wonld most speed-
{ily unmake the slavery there which w:
restored by the Dred Scott deeision.  But
this was not the President’s fair meaning
| Hle meant to say ouly that it was in kb
{opinion the speediest way to obtain a fair |

stitu-{fearful form than eve
ansas have done.”

the seal of this State to be affixed to pa- |

It pur-|

State Constitution for Kansas under these |

on which belongs to the people of Kan- |

mtervention with a ven-|

once repealed laws protecting and estab- |

there would be

than ever, a
Congress, the 'Cabinet,iand the country
universally. X proposad, on the contrary,
in my Tammany letter, that Congress sho'd
not decide the question of fact, but refer
it back to the Territorial Legislature for
submission under territorial law, to the
whole of the legal yoters, under a fair,
free and full election. This was done botk
in the case of Wisconsin, and of Michigan,
under cases involving the principles of this
case of reference and submission. This
imposes no. condition of admission, but re-
ceives the State into the Union provi-
sionally—provided only that the Constitu-
tion is'the will of the people, fairlyand le-
gally polled.

And why impose this Constitvtion of a
minority on a majority?  Cutbono? Does
any Southern man imagine that thisisa
pricticable or sufferable way of making a
glave State? Who believes now that Kan-
sas will be made a slave State, or keptone
{for any time, by the admission of this on-
| stitution? WWho will carry a slave there
now to become a bone of contention ina
border war? the sport of violence and fraud
and force like that which has so long en-
dangered person and property, and politi-
cal franchise in that unbappy battle ground
of sectional feuds? To what end is this
thing to be done, if speedily itis to be un-
done with State authority, created to drive
slave property from the Territory.

We have proudly, heretofore, contended
only for equality and justice; butif this
{be wantonly done without winning a stake
—the power of a slave State hereby—it
will be worse than vain. It will be snatch-
ing power per. fas aut ne fas, to be lost
“specdily” with the loss of something of
Ifar- more worth than political votes—our
{moral prestige. It we are not willing' to
{do justice, we can’t ask for justice; it we
an’t agree to equality, we must expeet to
be denied it It isour bull goring ths an-
ti-slavery ox. Suppose we had had a ma-
jority of” slaveholders in that Territory;
suppose a minority of abolitionists had got-
ten the census andiregistry into their hands
and had kept fittecn out of thirty-four
countics out of the Convention; supposc
they had formed a Constitution with a
clause prohibiting slavery, and had sent it
to Congress without submitting it to a ma-
jority of the legal voters; or supposc they
had submitted all parts of the Constitution
to the popular vote, cxcept the one clause
prohibiting slavery, knowing it would be
voted down if subinitted to the majority of
the people ; suppose “‘such a boot on'the
other lez” had been submitted to Congress
and we had then heard the absoluteness of
a Convention contended -for by Black Re-
publicans, demanding of Congress: to sus-
tain the doctrine of “legitimacy,” I tell
you that every Southern man would have
heen in arms and would have been roused
I to the shedding of blood, rather submit to
| Congress fastening upon a majority of pro-
shvery peeple an arbitrary rescript of a
mere Convention, unanthorized to proclaim
lits Constitution without an express grant.

1c prineiple, accompanied by
i trickery and fra “We are willing todo
[unto others would have them do un-
{to us.” The Southern pecple ask for ne
{injustice, no incqualizy.
We are told that “prompt admission™ of
Kansas as a State will end the agitaticn in
d localize it in Kansas.
is the Kangas question? Is it local in
ICansas?  No. It never can be local
again. It has pervaded all places and
all classes in cur country. Lt Congsess
endorse this schedule of: legerdemain, 1
the South in on it, let the Northern
Democracy be required to consent to the
injustice, and the precedent becomes of
universal application and citation against
us for all time. Not only will tlie cxam
ple plead, butit will be o pleain continuous
wses of similar import and danger, rising
Isuccessively as long as our vast territori
to the Pacific shall be filling up. It comes
again and again, every year, for terri-
extending from M
Dacotal.  Flatter not ourselves, th
Lany mode of ¢ nent witl do be
jis the “spee > fer Kanzas.
ssential that the scttlement shall be j

| ¢ 4

{This is the sai
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rand right and cqual.
{snatched power without right, and d
wrong that cood may come of it. o do
Jjustice is always the best policy. It all
{would “demand oniy what is right and su
‘jmit to nothing that is wrong,’
and cppression could ne

ied or tolerated. The ulterior
{adopting the Lecompton Constitulion, with
lits sehedule anne il be worse
‘referring hack the g to the Territo-
irial dec It will arraign the Admin-
l1stration

{for demanding wore than is right, and for
(forcing ence to wrong. [t will be
jagaing tie lion of a majority whilst tl

{ hand of a minority is in its mouth. It will
{return the chalice to our ewn lips when the
| Kansas question again and again arises it
| North Texas, in New Mexico, in Mesill:
{ Valley, and in all our boundle
{unsettled and fast settling territory.

o

$
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GRS . il -iver fr Rt O a7 S %Ob st . . -
wery gentlemen who are advocating | Wil drive drom us thousands of honestiyo 3 free or a slave State, is presumed will |
Some of them | Democerats in the North, who can willingly |

stand by us for jnstice and equality, but
 who must leave us when we demand more
land refuse justice and equality to others.
ih will raise the B!

1-
iacK

roused to a new and more L
ver, and remain still in}

I not, it is sure (0|
to set up its decrees of expediency {he mischieyous to that party which has|that friend Cookeri

effeets of |

and the Democracy and the South |
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SAMUEL L. RUGG, of Allen.

For Attorney General,
JOSEPIL E. McDONALD, of Montgomery.

For Judzes of the Supreme Court.
SAMUEL E. PERKINS, of Marion.
ANDREW DAVISON. of Decatur.
JAMES M ATANNA, of Vigo.
JAMES L. WORDEN, of Whitley.

GOV. WISE and HON. GEO. BANCROET.

We present this week the able and' con-
vincing letters of these two distinguished
men on the Lecompton Constitution, to the
exclusion of our usual varicty. DMr. Ban-
crort was Sccretary of the Navy under
Mzr. Polk, and afterwards Minister to Iing-
land" under. the same administration, and

his views arc but in anticipation of history.
The letter of Gov. Wise is full, complete
and unanswerable. ZZe also held high of-
fice under Mr. Polk, being Minister to Bra-
zil under that administration.

It is becoming very fashionable in cer-
Itain quarters to stigmatize as Black Ie-
{publicans every man who raises his voice

against this unparalleled swindle—the Le- |

compten Constitution. In order tocxpose
the full enormity of such unn:earins slang,
it is only nccessary to ask—is Hexry A.
iWisz, the Gorernor of Virginia, a Black
Republican ?

The Lecompton Constituction can never
cct throngh under these mighty protests.
A & O T
THE TERRE HNAUTE JOURNAL,
This paper is pursuing a very singular
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upon the Lecompton Constitution,
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er Kansas shall
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not influcnee Southern men in the way the
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[ shall vote on the question of adm

Ve trust |
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is now stat:d that since the dis-|

Southern paper, re- |

ites contend that as the act of the Legisla-
tare which brought the Constitational Con-

/| vention 'of Kansas into Beiné, did notex-

pressly provide for the submission-ef-the
Constitution to the people, it:was therefore’
not hinding upon the Convention to sub-
mit their work to the popular .approval —
Try this view of the question by, the:above
quoted Democratic maxim, and see where
you will Iand! We hold that it was-the
duty of- the Convention. to.make ps vision
for submitting the Constitution to the peo-
ple, unless the law which created them ex-
pressly conferred upon them the power to
make and put in force a Censtitution inde-
pendently of the people’s will. Itis true,
the Legislature had no authority to'do any
such thing—but they certainly had more
right to do it than the Convention had, for
the Legislature created the Convention,
and the creator is always superior to the
thing: created. The truth is, sovereign
power resides alone with the people in'a
frec country, and any attempt”to' deprive
them of it, is not warranted by the genius
of our institutions, and is the first step to-
wards despotism. :

Insurance—We wish to call the atten-
tion of the community to the Statement in
our paper of the Pheenix Insurance Com-
pany, for which our friend James Heaton
is Agent. The Pheenix Insurance Compa-
ny is one of the most reliable of the Hart-
ford Companies, and has maintained a rep-
utation of the highest character for its in-
tegrity, promptness and liberalityin set-
tling losses, and offers to the public un-
doubted security.

8z~ We notice that the firm of Camp-
bel, Galey & Harter have engaged the' ser-
vices of that clever gentleman, JEssee W.
CumBerranDp. IHe will be found in the
hardware department of their extensive
establishment.

8= Two ‘“‘Democratic Committees’’—
one in New York and one in Boston— have
passed resolutions endorsing ‘Lecompton.’
New York gave Fremont 80,126 majority
and Massachusetts: gave him 49,324 over
Mr. Buchanan. These chaps in New York
and New Ingland are very forward in
making “platforms” on which te place tho
{ Pemocracy of such states as Indiana, Tli-
inois, New Jersey, and California, but when
you ask them to help clect a democratic
President they ain’t about. Not they!

i

2a5=Senator Brown thinks Douelas has
left the Democeratic pavty., Tt would be
well to examine carefully it he hag not car-
ricd oft the pl: Land principles of the
party.  We don’t sce any thing of them
amongst his opponents at Woshineton.—
Louzsville Demoerat. 3

Sciexce 1w Sanvartion.—It iz said that
{11 Sen Francices the rites of baptism have
{been performed with the parties going into
| the water in India rnbber suits.

ilarris of Il-

esoluticn, referring the

ent’s special Kansas message to a

elect committee of fifteen, was adogptad
{by the House on Monday, was a gal'aat
i soldier in-the 5 i war, is a gentleman
{of decided abtlity and elogquence, and has
lever been a most ardent Deomoerat. e
jrepr ta the Sprinefield district. It ia
{amusing to hear the Washington Union call
le,”” because he insists tha
1ll be permitted to
itution.— Detroit Free
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i Now, in the name of common sense, wha' |
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Republican flag {other beauties are there in the Lecompton | A Mayor Mixep Tastes.—Bayard Tay-
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jover the Capitol in the next struggle for| @onstitution to enlist Southern votes, if {10r inarecentletterto the New York Z76-

and that, then, will raise the lasi

of union or disunion! Are not
e aiming to drive us to such extremi-
as will rais

| power:
{ dread
som

itis not its ultra pro-slaveryism? The true

{

state of the case 1s about this: Calhoun is!

{une, says: ‘I wish it understood that I
never set up for an ideal. -Quite the con-
itrary. My tastes are really of the realeat

e that issue past being re-|holding out the idea that he intends to give |kind, including rocking chairs, oysters, fast

In other words, Con-|laid?

aress is to do a thine in order that it may | For my part, gentlemen, I address you
be immediately undane!  Why do it to be  as the friend of Mr. Buchanan and his Ad-
undone? TIs Congress to give the Terr:- | ministration. They have my best wishes

of those opposed to Mr. Buchanan’s nomi-
nation, bent on driving from his support
every Northern Democrat on'the Kausas

uestion, and every Southarn Democrat on

&c.  There is no other form touching this
point but this; and isit not plaiw stiil that
the whole Constitution was subwitted by
the formas well as by the preceding clause

{ horses, Christy’s Minstrels, lager bier, mac-
{ aroni, Havana cigars, Flemish artists, sau-
| sages, salt-bathing, pickeled herrings; the
{raising of vegetables, New foundland dogs-«

| certificates to the free State men, to calm
| down Northern opposition, and, at the same
{time, has a secret understanding with

to the polls and voted for or against slave-|vote by the people.
ry, and yet have been cut-voted by onc | i
man, if they voted against the Constitu-
tion and the onc voted for it. Ina word,

the fillibustering Puenta Arenas question.
I saw a faction of extremists who are bent
on rughing the South, slavery, Democracy,
and the Unicn, onithe basses of the buck-
ler of popular sovereignty and upon the
moral sense of the whole country. and los-
ing the moral prestige of a minority of the
Union who are demanding justice and
equality to a majority agninsta minority of
people’in Kansas. I felt that I might in-
terpose a timely blow to save the Aldmin-
istration from the dilemma of holding its

Northern friends to the hard nccessity of |

denying popular sovereignty and of with-
holding justice and equality from the peo-
ple at the pells, in a Territory where self-
government and perfect freedom of elec-
tion were guarantied by the very act or-
izingit. - No Northern man could strike

: that blow with effect, and I felt the moral
obligation to strike for justice, even to my
own hurt." I saw what would be the ef-
fect-upon me, personally; that misrepre-
sentation and abuse would follow, and many

* of my best friends would condemn the ap-
+ parent rashness of the act. Inall thisI

embodying the prineiple of cutire submn:is-
sion. The whole was submitted in form
as substance, but the form of submission
was made to contradict the principle of
submission. The principle wassubmission
of the whole for “approral’ or ‘disappro-
val,” for “‘ratification ov rejection,”’ but
jthe form was for “approval” and “‘ragifica-
tion" alone, and there was o form for “dis-
approval or rejection.’

£s 1t answered that this was in substance
but.a submission of a part, for there was a
form approving or disapproving, ratitying
or rejecting slavery 2. I beg pardon, and
won't repeat that it was an odious discrimi-
jpation to me to allow slavery alone to be
disapproved and rejected, and nothing clse.
But, passing that by, is it not plain, I re
ply,. that no one was allowed to vote for or
against slavery, a part, unless he weuld
also vote for. the Constitution, the whole of
it without exception ?  Anyone might vote
to reject or. adopt slavery, provided he
would vote to adopt the Constitution, and
no one was allowed to vote for or against
slavery who did not vote for the whole

uo one who voted against the Constitution
could vote atall. How unfair, then, to
urge that those who were opposed to the
Constitution, though for or against slavery,
staid away from the polls on the 21st of
December, and let the election go by de-
fault! Cowld they have voted at all if
they were against the Constitution >—
Could they be counted for oragainst slave-
ry, unless they voted for the Constitution ?
Why hold the people responsible for not
attending the polls, when, if they had at-
tended them, they were not allowed to vote
Lut in one way, not all allowed to vote their
own way, and the minority of one was giv-
en the majority of one over a thousand?—
Do you call this election? Slection has
which of the Zio “at least to choose.”’—
But here there was no alternative, but in
respect to slavery, ahd that was not allow-
ed unless you voted the one way on the
Constitution. Such monstrous injustice
and inequality never offended the moral
sense of freemen before in this conntry—
I cannot agree with the President, there-

tory a Constitution obnoxious to a majority
in order that that majority may have State
sovereignty to put it to the tortures of its
indignation? Why not rather allow the
sovereign people directly and at once to
select for themselves the form of govern-
ment they prefer, instead of submitting to
their passions an instrument which the ar-|
gument admits they abhor?  Would it be |
Iess trouble, or take less time, to refer the
matter back to their decision, and to ayoid
the issues which might and would arise un-
der an adopted and admitted Constitution
which undertakes to bind the sovereignty
of the people not to change their form of
government before anno Domini 18647—
By authenticating this instrument by the
arbitrary intervention of Congress, every
sort of question of vested right and bound-
en sovereignty would arise. By “leaving
the people perfectly free” to elect their
ownform of government without fear, force,
fraud, or intervention, those issues and
worse would be avoided. The agitation in
Kansas would be intense, to adopt this Le-

i

fore, when Le says: “It is impossible that

compton instrument, and the excitement

and warmest friendship, and I would save
iboth from danger and defeat. I trust in
{ their pure and patriotic motives, but I re-
card much more the Democracy, the South
and the Union, and I am anxions for their
fate. As for myself, T fear nothing when

friends or foes. ;
I reeeived your lctter yesterday morn-

You wiil please sce that itis correctly pub-
lished. I have not time to revise and con-
dense it. Very truly, yours,
Hexry A. Wise.
To John W. Forney, David Webster, Dan-
iel Dougherty, B. G. Webb, Esqrs.,
Committee.

Youne AMERICA.—A few days since a
mother in the poor-house at Taunton gave
birth to a child weighing eight pounds,
the mother being eleven yearsold, and the
father but fourteen. The mother herself
was born in the poor-house. ‘

{Southern men, that when the State is ad-
;mittcd, hie will give certificates to the pro-
{slavery party, and thus defeat the will of
{the people. Thisis much more likely, than
{that Southern men are nov influenced by

{firmly standing on the right, in spite of|the slaveryquestion.

£=5> The present winter has been the

jing, and have written this in great haste, jmost singular for years. December and
{to be in time for the mail this evening.— i January were warm and spring-like. The

{ present month i3 cold with cxcellent sleigh-

ing.

SINGULAR STATE oF Parties.—The wing |
of the Democratic party in New York, |
known as the “softs,” who went off afteré
Van Buren and the abolitionists in 1848, ;
are now the supporters of the Lecompton |
Constitution; while the Hon. Danier S.

Dickinsox, and the party then known as
the “hards,” who have always been the
firmest and soundest of National Demo-
orats, are adyocating the other side of the
question.

{ago.

{camp fires, sailors, lumbermen, uneducs,
{ted men, and sinners generally,

BernuisseL.—The Washington corres.
pondent of the Philadelphia Press, says
that Mr. Burnhissel, the Utah delegate,
gives a flat contradiction to the rumor that
{he hag®made any proposition to the Presi-
ident, or anybody else, that the Mormons
| should be allowed peaceably to remove to
{some island in the Pacific. Even if the
rumor were true, there is not an island
in the Pacific ocean capable of occupancy,

twhich is not covered by some sovereignty,

which must be taken into consideration in
this matter, before any action is taken by
this Government, and it is hardly probably
that other nations will care to have remove
ed into their midst an evil which has given
us a great deal of trouble.

sar-It is mentioned as a' remarkable
fact that the amount of paper money now
in circulation issued by the banks of New

York, is lelg than it was twenty years




