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The Senate resumed, the conside}.'a_.tion of the
report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom
was referred the petition of Thomas éhapman,
collector of the customs ! _
town. in the State of South Carolina ; and, in
conformity thereto, resolved that the prayer of the

titioner ought not to be granted. |
The Senate resumed the consideration of the

report of the Committee of Claims, to whom was

referred the petition of Edward Barry and George |

Hodge ; and, in conformity thereto, the petitioners
had ﬁ:ave to withdraw their petition.
The Senate resumed the consideration of the

report of the Committee on Pensions, to whom |

was referred the petition of Phineas Coie, of New
Hampshire ; and, in conformity thereto, the peti-
tioner had leave to withdraw his petition.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the
report of the same committee, to whom was re-
ferred the petition of John Charlton, 2d, and Eli-
sha Douglass, of the District of Maine, praying
pensions ; and, 1n conformity thereto, the peti-
tioners had leave to withdraw their petition.

The bill confirming Anthony Cavalier and
Peter Petit, in their claim to a tract of land, was
read the second time.

The bill to establish a district court in the State
of Alabama was read the second time.

The bill for altering the times for holding the
court of the United States, for the western district
of Pennsylvania, was read the second time.

The bill to establish an uniform system of bank- |

ruptcy throughout the United States was read the
second time.

MAINE AND MISSOURL

The Senate resumed the consideration of the
subject of the Maine bill, (as proposed to be

amended by adding Missouri to it,) and the propo- |

sition by Mr. RoBERTS, to recommit the bill with
instructions to the committee to, separate the two,
and report Maine in a distinct bill, as i1t came
from the other House.

Mr. BARBOUR, of Virginia said, the particular
agency which he had heretofore had in this sub-
ject madeit proper thathe should endeavor to show
the impmprietg of agreeing to the proposed resolu-
tion, and at the same time vindicate the course
pursued by the committee in recommending the
amendment providing for the admission of Mis-
souri into the Union. To a distinct understand-
ing of the subject, said he, it is necessary we should
advert to the history of its progress. A select
committee, to- whom the subject was referred,
brought in a bill whose object was to provide for

~ the admission of Maine into the Union. While
1t was depending before the Senate, I submitted
- amotion to recommit the bill, with instructions
to incorporate the very amendment which has
now been proposed. l%fe':ﬁ:n'e this question was
decided, a bill is sent up from the House of Rep-
resentatives, precisely like that depending here. In
conformity to an eXisting comity between the two
Houses, the bill dePe;llﬁ;mg here, with the instruc-
- tions I had submitted, was postponed, and the
- Senate proceeded to act on the one from the House

for the district of George- |
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.they agree; Maine, it is readily admitted, has
claims to an admission into the Union ; and 1
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of Representatives, At the proper time, it was
committed to the Judiciary (.I/‘)ommittee, who, as
[ think, most wisely and justifiably, reported the
bill with the much contested amendment in favor
of Missouri—the memorial of that people having
been previously referred to that commuittee, sup-
ghcatmg admission into the Union. Itisobjectéd,
irst, by the member from Pennsylvania, that the
committee got possession of the subject rather
curiously. In justification of this assertiof, he
states that the memorial of the people of Missouri
is that which was presented the last session. Sure,
this objection is of itself a curiosity. Is it not the
invariable usage which obtains in both branches,
when a petition has been presented, and its object
not consummated, as is but too commonly the
case, Congress either being unable or unwilling
to do so, for the same identical %)etltlon to be pre-
sented to the ensuing Congress ? Why present a
new one, the facts and grounds of the application
remaining the same? It is next objected by the
gentleman from Rhode Island, that the commit-
tee have exceeded their powers in recommending
this amendment. Pray, sir, what is the object of
referring a bill to a committee—merely to dot the
i’s and cross the t’s? I had supposed they had a
more important duty to perform. Not only their
right, but that it was their bounden duty to modify
or amend any and every part in relation to the
particular subject embraced by the bill, and to ex-
tend its provisions so as to embrace every corres-

onding subject. 'This is not onlya rational rule,
{:ut one which is prescribed by every well organ-
ized deliberative body. It in the first place dimin-
ishes that multiplicity of laws already swelled to
an extent beyond the reading of the most indus-
trious. Secondly,it prevents that irregularity and
inconsistency which ensue from a different course.
I appeal to the experience of the Senate, when I
assert, that the success of a claim, for instance,
depends sometimes on the zeal, perseverance, and
ability of its patron. A claim thus supported, is
carried in triumph through the House—while one °
no less just, for want of those efficient auxiliaries,
1s lost, and, in consequence, .a chequered and un-
equal system of legislation obtains. If this be true
on trifling occasions, how does the reason of the
course pursued by the committee inerease upon us,
and the necessity of adhering to it upon subjects
so important as those involved in the bill and

amendment! But it is objected that the two sub-

jects are dissimilar, and, therefore, should be separ-
ated. If this be true, why send 1t back to the com-
mittee? The question before the Senate is, shall
they be joined as proposed by the committee? If
you disapprove of the junction, reject it; but do
not refer it to the committee: they have performed
their duty ; do you perform yours. But is it true,
that there is any difference in the two subjects, so
as to make it indispensable to separate them ? As
to any thing yet before the Senate, there is no es-
sential difference; and, therefore, nothing to require

their separation. Let us Inquire, first, In Wha:
us

all
be greatly misunderstood, if I am suspected of any
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fact, the gentleman would be s
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e dmission.
hostility to such a he nuraber of her peo-

extent of her territory, nt
ttii the great length oly her maritime coast, her
?roiltier situation, and the necessity of the resl-

t within her borders, by

Her claims rest on

of the State may be ca
her defence and protection.
claims? An equal extent of country,

f her people, her frontier situation, a rigl
gntied pbypthza treaty by Which we acqplyed th(;,.
country, but, above all, the invaluable privilege of
self-government, of which she 1s now deprived :
a privilege dear to every American ; the depriva-
tion of which is the last injury which can be in-
flicted upon them. In what do they differ? It s
said Maine is ready to come into the Government,
having formed her constitution. If dependentiy of
the consideration that this state of things would
make it necessary only to adapt the different sec-
tions of the bill to the peculiar circumstances of
the two cases, I must be permitted to state, that
Maine has no claim on us for the precipitancy
with which she has acted. The correct course
would have been, to have obtained the consent of
Congress before she had proceeded as far as she
has. For I presume no one will pretend that there
is any Constitutional obligation on Congress to
admit Maine at all into the Union—{for the very
obvious reason, that she now, as a part of Massa-
chusetts, enjoys all the inestimable blessings of
self-covernment. She surely, therefore, has not
increased her claim on our indulgence by the pre-
mature step she has taken in forming her consti-

the number

tution ; especially, too, as she did not know but, | tionson the

according to the new doctrine recently sprung up,

Congress might think proper to impose restric- | equal claims of the people of these

tions—of which right she seems to have deprived
us, by making and fashioning her constitution
according to her own will and pleasure. Mis-

session, and, for this submission, and her forbear-
ance to assert her right to self-government, is

held as an unworthy associate of the less respect-
ful Maine.

Various other objections have been
by the member from Rhode Island, but i
alpable they are intended merely as a li
or skirmishing
attack. He says he does not know that the people
of Missouri wish to be admitted into the Unjon. 1
fear were one to come from the dead to testify the

till incredulous.

L your last sessi
last Summer, i
denounce the

on’? Did not the people,
I every possible form, in-
attempted usurpation of
thﬁll" Dplegate in the
re signified the wishes
€ave to bring in
days after our
hto ti&ese facts ?
renders 1
eople of Missourj thzrli :I:t ltelfz

y for? the right
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richt guar- |

suggested |
t must be | fear I shall be dis

ght corps | which constitutes
, and to conceal the real point of | Maine and Missou
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t__the choicest blessing of Hea-
And, does an Am
idence of the existenee

of self-government
ven to human kind.

nator wish any other ev : Ister
?fe this wish, but that inate desire for this high

Br : is found ; but mor
pnzizlieagl? H:v]ijtll?na“;)};?lzegrlilsciﬁally cc;rpposed 0?'
gs:-_lptive b);rn Americans, who have enloged the
blessing and know how 1o appreclate it ¢ But,
he does not know the number of people In the
Territory since Arkansas was detached. No! Was
not the latter Territory detached durm? the last
session contemporaneously with the bill for the
admission of Missouri? Then no objection was
heard as to her wanting the number to justify her
~dmission into the Union? But, if her number
were sufficient then, much more so 1S 1t now,
when they have incalculably increased by that
tide of emigration which has so steadily ﬂowed
into the Territory during the last year. He 1s also
not satisfied with the boundaries. Y et they, too,
were critically scanned during the last session,
and finally assumed such a shape as to be unex-
ceptionable. I will not lose more time, In meet-
ing objections of this kind, which carry with them
their own refutation, than barely to remark that
the gentleman who used them must have felt him-
self pressed to the wall before he would resort to
means of defence of, to say the least, such doubt-
ful propriety. It would have been better at once
fairly to acknowledge the real object. Let it be
presented without ambiguity. Let the issue be
made up, and, according to the will of the major-
ity, let the contest be settled. I will state frankly
whatitis. The gentlemen wish to impose restric-
people of Missouri,and noton the people

; _ _ | to fix on Missouri the badge of in
sourl, on the contrary, quietly submitted to the |

injustice of which she was the victim at the last |

of Maine. Here lies the difference, not in the un-

two portions of
scheme, the re-
els, which seeks
equality and de-
_ that the good
and 1ts regard to the just richts
of every part of the Union, would have resisted an
attempt so repugnant to the plighted faith of the
nation, the letter and spirit of the Constitution,

territories, but in the new-fangled
sult of modern and unwise couns

gradation. I had fondly hoped
sense of the Senate,

and, above all, the great and inalienable richt of
the people of self-gt?vernment; but, in t}fi; lﬁggeol

appointed. It is this attempt
the only difference between
r.. Now, I submit this ques-

tion to the candor of gentlemen on the opposite

side.

If the design alluded to,
strictions on the people of M

or, existing, we were read
they have g

of these 'St
t,hem———they

that of imposing re-
;SSOLII'I, did not exisa;u
| Yy t0 agree to i

ny d{fﬁculty in agreaebing tootﬂ::a::g‘igﬂ
ates in the same bill? 1 apswer for
T }rould 130“ the bill would have passed:
gt Bmg this union, without eriticism of
though thi dq;ﬁthe question, in our vyiew, is s
doesg S dificulty did not exist : for that’whiéh
does not exist, and that which ouéht not to existy

2,700 bave 10 right 10 impose hese pesretons
tagé b thvs:g 3;0 rgn, you Siall claim no advan-
y Tieattempt. This would be to suffer you
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to profit by your own wrong ; and, if I am correct
in saying you would have no objection to the pro-
posed consolidation, were it not for this attempt to
control the people of Missouri in the exercise of
the great privilege of making their own govern-
ment, and also that you have no right so to con-
trol them, we, who assume both these as unques-
tionable truths, can see no serious difficulty to the
proposed union. I forbear to'investigate them at

2 LS R B S, S

' this time, because I have been told by the Chair,

and properly told, that upon this question such an
investigation would, as the lawyers say, be trav-
elling out of the record. In the proper stage of
the question I will, as far as my feeble capacity
will enable me, endeavor to sustain them to the
satistaction of every unprejudiced mind. But gen-
tlemen confidently ask us, why seek to compel us
to vote for a measure of whicg we disapprove by

uniting 1t with another on which there is no differ- |

ence of opinion? For the plainest of all possible
reasons. You who ask, shall be compelled to do
justice. Is this a novelty in ethics or in legisla-
tion? If you apply to a court of equity for its aid
in reference to a subject relative to which there is
no doubt, what is the answer of the chancellor ?
You who ask must do justice. “Do unto others
as you would be done unto,” is a sublime maxim
of morality, inculcated by the highest of all pos-
sible authority, and on which, we are told, hang
the law and the prophets. You who ask justice
for Maine, shall be compelled to do it for Mis-
sourl. And shall we be called unreasonable who
view the question in this light, if to preserve
equality, which 1s but another name for justice,
we unite them indissolubly together, and subject
them to a common fate? How could we stand
justified in lending ourselves to a course of legis-
iation whose result would be stamped with the
most consummate injustice? Do you not know
that the very Constitution by whose authority we
are here is the result of compromise brought about
by the very course we are now pursuing? If the

South had required its claims, never so just, first

- to have been yielded, and all control over such ces-

sion to have been surrendered by the North before
its pretensions had been heard, much less estab-
lished, would not such a proposition have been
scouted? The fact is, in all great national ques-
tions, where different views and different feelings
prevail, it is indispensable to any practical result
that we practise towards each other some degree
of deference and concession. The mind of man
revolts at that spirit of arrogance which claims
unqualified submission and acquiescence to the pre-
tensions of an equal, who, at the same moment,
refuses to listen to yours. Every consideration of
ﬁIOPrletY, and justice, and prudence, demands that

e, towards whom injustice is about to be prac-
tised, should reject every proposition which has
not perfect equality for its basis. It is in this spirit
that we Who think the claims of Missouri, for the

T L T T T T T i T -
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reasons before assigned, to an admission into the
Union as unrestrained as Maine, are stronger than

those of Maine, believe it would be an act of folly
and injustice to suffer Maine to be introduced into
the Union while Missouri avas excluded. I there-
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fore, repeat again, do unt(ﬁ)ﬂudti‘:lers- ;sm:u:HH“
_ ‘ y . | | |
they should do unto you. Precedent hgs b;;gl;lg
sorted to on this occasion to influence our decision.
It 1s supposed to be found in the instance of Ken.
tucky and Vermont. With submission, I think
the gentlemen singularly unfortunate in this refer-
ence. Iam authorized to say, from unquestionable
authority, that Kentucky was kept back some time
for the purpose of insuring the admission of Ver-

mont. What do we propose todo? Not to delay
the admission of Maine for a moment, but simply

to unite Missouri with her. Does this affect Maine?
No. Yet, in the very case alluded to, the East
refused justice to the West, for a portion of time,
with the design of making this act of their justice
to Kentucky subservient to the wishes of Vermont
to be admitted into the Union ; and, although th
are not in the same law, yet, as there was no diffi-
culty at that time in admitting both, they passed
at the same session. But let us suppose the invid-
ious distinctions which are now attempted had
been insisted on against Kentucky or Vermont, is
it to be believed that the same caution would not
have been used which we propose now to pursue?
In this conclusion I think I am warranted by re-
ferring to the law of the same session in regard to
the representation of those States. The census
not having been taken, the ratio was arbitrary
and, to prevent inequality, both States were uni

in the same law, and two hePrese'ntatives assigned
to each. So much for precedent, sir.

In calling upon the Senate to support the amend-
ment, whose effect will be to admit Missouri into
the Union, there is one portion of the House to
which I feel confident I shall not appeal in vain.
I address myself to those who have just esca
from the thraldom of colonial government. m
have too recently escaped from that degraded state,
and entered into the fruition of all the blessings of
self-government, not to appreeiate duly the advan-
tages of the change. Tge unportioned Missouri,
the nation’s orphan, claims to participate in this
immeasureable blessing. Can you turn a deaf ear
to her just supplications? She knocks at that
door through which you have just entered. Does
it become you to bar it against her? Leave this
invidious, unhallowed task, to your veteran asso-
ciates. Remember the question now is, shall Mis-
souri be admitted at all? The question is not in-
volved whether she shall be admitted with or with-
out restrictions. Whatever may be your senti-
ments on this subject, it 1s not at this stage thatan
expression of them is called for. An opportunity
will be furnished you hereafter of recerding your
opinion on this point. ;

Mr. President, the question essentially involved
in the measure under consideration, is one, In its
consequences, of the highest import to the tran-
quillity and happiness of the Union. Let me
appeal to the otﬁer side, (and I design to beas
solemn as the occasion requires,) and ask, what 18
to be done? We are pledged by the most solemn
sanctions of our religion to reject the meditated ré-
strictions on Missouri ; the Constitution, Whlﬂllft;z
have sworn to support, forbids it. You say t :
you will nog;ecedaﬁcauge expediency dictates 1t.
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) : " lating With which ¢
Bonibdons 3 . .
Is, then, that vast region beyord the MlSSlSSlppl;: rlal(si ar_(—:t edvegfheieczﬁiléftfllieap;gs% v E;V?{l;h to
1th | | fi to be sub- | render 1t darker. _ sion
with its countless inhabitants, forever F' its catastrophe, unless it be dign

? ; c- | of m fears as
ARl by pateg by the wisdom and the firmness of the Sy _

jected to a colonial governm
To stand firm when deserted by the people .

ticable, does it become the Senate of the United

States to will it? But suffer not yourselves to be | ate.

P . . ' honors, requires a morgj
' me spirit which animated the | 10 prefer our duty to our ; : 3
O it o energy not often to be found. To disfranchig,

heroes and patriots of the Revolution warms the Sov bir the Sk
¢. and | ourselves when not called for by gnitude of
bosoms of t%ose hardy sons of the West; R sediies Dot feal’lesslym

when you, by your resolves, arrest the mighty flood | the subject 18 to the breach when the peagq

<R : : . | ; Lo
of the Mississippi, then, and not till then, will you commit ourse . _
be able to reprggs’this u’nconquerable spirit. I will | and tranquillity of our country demand it, entit]eg

| . . - - - p P llustrious a service to th
the curtain to look into futurit still less | lhosg who erfqrm SO 1 : o
not lft 4 ~gratitude ofP their country. I think I see aroung

to delineate what I fear may be the awiul conse-| | ;
quences. I am not easily alarmed, nor am I dis- | me some who are ready to rmake g}e saprlﬁlfeil To |
osed to be an alarmist; but this I will say, that I | them, if my feeble:: voice can efiect 1t, shall be [
erected an everlasting monument of imperishable

» & o . . . k h h
ear this subject will be an ignited spark, which, T do not ask of others what I am not ready

communicated to an immense mass of combustion, | fame. : 44 -
will produce an explosion that will shake this | to perform ; and if ever the day sha }q;:pme when
Union to its centre. There is one consideration  the welfare of my country demands this sacrifice

connected with the present question and its attend- | of me, and I shall be wanting in my duty, I pray

ant circumstances, that swells beyond even it, im- | God 1t may be my last.
portant as it is, and embraces the foundations of Mr. OTis, of Massachusetts, observed that, from

our volitical fabric. The crisis has arrived, con- | the relation in which he stood to the State whose
templiated by the framers of the Constitution, and ' separation was to be effected by the bill, it might
to guard against whose effects was the principal be expected that he should take some part 1n the
object of the creation of the Senate. To us does | debate, though he was not sure that 1t was 1in his
the Constitution look in the moment of popular | power to add much to the illustration of the sub-
excitement, whether the result of accident or de-| ject. It must be obvious to all that he could not
sign ; to us belongs the high attribute of prescrib- | reflect without regret upon the proposed division of
ing limits to its excess. The framers of the Con- his native State; but as this measure had been
stitution, independently of their general knowl- long since agreed to, with the full and deliberate
edge, were deeply read in the character of man ;| consent of all parties concerned ; and the people
they had seen him in every phase of which he was | of Maine, in consequence of what he regarded as
susceptible in peace and war. They, therefore, | an mvitation from Congress, had actually formed
knew that power and distinction were idols but | a constitution, and were now intent upon the con-

too devoutly worshipped in every heart ; that there | summation of their plan, he felt it to be his duty
were too many who valued them even beyond | to contribute, with sincerity and frankness, to ifs

their consciences, and whose sacrifice was there- | accomplishment. The question now before the
fore considered small compared to their enjo%r- Senate was In substance a question of order; and
ment. Nothing is more easy than to sail gently | it was with a view to disencumber it of other ques-
down the current with all your sails swelled with | tions, of a more grand and interesting character,
popular breezes. It is that breeze which becomes | that he should vote in favor of the recommitment.
your chart and compass. You fear no shoal or | He should, on the whole, have preferred taking
breaker but popular displeasure. But these great the question upon the adoption of the amendment;
men, in tracing liberty and its effects from the | but as upon that the entire merits of the Missouri
master States of antiquity to the present time, had | pretensions would have been open to a debate,at
seen, wherever it had appeared, that it had been | the option of honorable gentlemen, which it was
attended with faction and violence—conforming | desirable to avoid, he was reconoile(’l.te the Pl‘wa.

-4 Lo
e it ¥

in this to the law of all existing things, that what- | course. He begged leave, however, to deny, that
ever is great is irregular. To create some check | a vote in favor of this motion was equi . -1
in the Constitution that might stay its fury was | one for rejecting Missouri. He had once vote
the result of profound wisdom. To fulfil this| for the admission of Missouri, and expected, afted
great purpose, a duration in office has been as- | a fair opportunity for examination into the Gl
signed us sufficient to fill the measure of legitimate | of a bill for that purpose, if it could be m
ambition. If true to our trust, we stand as an isth- | accord with his views, to vote for it again. e
mus between the troubled wave of popular discon- | not, he agreed Yer‘y', easy to compass 2 an
tent, lashed into a storm by local prejudices or | chains of a definition. the niinsiilattasanat
designing demagogues, and the Constitution. If, | regu uﬁaem,gof oy o o<
instead of resisting, we yield to the current, we
swell the dreadful tide, which, passing its limits, sy
floods the land, and whelms every thing in ruin.
The time has arrived which brings to the test the
theory of the Constitution. This portentous sub-
ject, twelve months ago, was a little speck searcely
visible above the hozizon; it has already overcast
the heavens, obscuring every other object; mate-
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