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tettisettisettlinglilg upon thatthat Aland and of be-
ingfiafil1

11
protected there liiiiiin the joerspossess-

ionbioti and uiseuse of whatever they bield
As property according to the lawslawf
of the respective

i

e states from which
theyfiley may have emigrated biotriot evex-
cepting staves

resolved that the
spatesstates have allan equal right wwithfth
the slaveholdingnon to have heir
citcitizensliensfiens pass into theoie district of
docolumbiailllitnibia with heirbelr property inin-
cluding

i

slaves and while there toio
possessposiess and usguse such property in
everyevers way iniii which citizens of
thethe nonnotislaveholding states may
possepossess audarid ugeuse their property not
excepting tile thme in lucli slaves

A

resolved that these rightsrights are
not only of filerfhefee essence of theifie eondoncon-
federacyfedeidey pterlife from its veryieryI1

nature biffbut aroafo ablabydirectlyetly rado
I1

nihed
alidand guaranteed inin several garfsparts of
the instrument ofot confederation
itself the constitution liasfias 1inai

ittris sstipulation vizviz thetile uondoncon-
gressgr s shallshaft have power to dispose
botandofand inakemake Aalt needful rules and
regulations respecting thetho aernt ory
or other propertyprapai belongingP to thetild
united statesstati and iiolionothingthing inin ththisig
constitution be so construed
as to prejudicedicedlce any claims 0of the
united states or ofot any parti cu
lar state ff and thatthai ariyarty denial
of or injury to suchsach rights byy theille
slaveholdingnon statestatess through
the action of congress would be
unconstitutional

resolved that it is the dutyduts of
the slaveholdingnon states under
the constitution to see to it them
selves that slaves ag into
ththeiraireif boriborlbordersders are delivereddelivered uptip to
the owners oilon the claim of thither

latteryter
I1

resolved that the boundaries
of texasfe aaslas as claicialclaimedmedbyby ilerther arard
the true boundaries and that the
caclaimalmaim1 I

set eltoftup by the
in statesstales to a part of the soil
within those boundaries ohoft a pre
tence ofbf its beingbeng a portion of new
maicowoiskoisis fatsefalse

hesolved that the slaveholding
gtai cs haackave a right to tilethe use and
enjoyment by their citizens of
property illiiiin slaves within the hmlitzi

itsats of such statisstallsstalls wathom unior
bancee or interferenceW droinfroinfrom theifiet nnonoilorl
slaveholding states or their eitcit-
izens

resolved that the slavesiave
liothordingjingding states withkith allan qiexceptioneption
oior twoiwo havelaidve almost destroyed
sofaiesome of these rights andnd ardare in
coursecourle of dedestroyingdestroysng the rest

i they have notriot only failed
to provide thatthai fugitivetive slaves
w in their linesiines shouM be sur-
rendered

ur
to theirtheli ownersowners oilon de-

mand but they have carefully
passed laws to protect smilsuch fifugi-
tive

igi
0 from recapturecapturere by heirtheir

owners
2 they avow the purpose of

seizing and of liholding all of newnow
mexico and california to thiothihth utter
exclusion of the slaveholdingslaveholdine
Sstateswes

they pjalsoaisoso avow the purpose
of appropriating ioto themselves
more than a third part of texas
amounting to little less than 150
000 square milmiimileses under pretencepredencepreeretence
ofbf its constituting a portion of
newnev mexico

1 4 they alsoako avow the ppurpose
of abolishing the traffic in slaves
initi the districtDistrIdt ofor columbiadolumbia andandi
all of these purposes they are now
preparing to execute thirthroughough0 con
aimaminngre ss

w
i
5 fl ieyarr by systematic an ti

slaslaveryveryvers agitation and in every
other indirect and in some direct
wawaysy endeavoring fo0o unsunsettleetile and
undundermineermineermino the pioplo of prop-
erty in slavesslaved init tiiethee southern
Sstatestates themselves and are actually
disturbing0 the enjoyment in these
states of slaveshive property i iliin a
word theythes are letting it be plainly
seen that if they do not now re-
sortort summarily and directlydirect fy toio uni t

versal abolition byy act of congress
it is not becausebecause they want the
will to pass the law but because
for the present they lack the power
to exercise it

resolvedRes that totd prevent the
consummation by thetile non lavedave
li states of tilethe destruction
of these and other rights of the
slaveholding states something is
necessary whichwinch silahsilan helie sufficient

pry VS X
ethearto change the ekleil I1 pur
posesoses on the part of the nennon slavestave
holding states or to prevent

d
eniend

from acquiringacuiring tile powerpower tolene 1

cute tnesease purposes
ResolvedRes

1

that whatever willwilt
add to the strength of the slave
holhoi ding states will cont rAule td
the nent of bothot tthesbetheste
objects

resolved thatthae ane obtaining by
these statesstafe ofof trf part of
countries acactionred from mexico
the letretretentionen t i on byy tthemhem of the whole
area of texasrexatexa aaachAnclalie edcd by texal
and the uniting of fhclrcir citizencitizens
aas one atran inm partpari orgorganizationani oll
separate from the north in refer-
enceeattoto the slavery qui wouldwoold
be the three things wilawilm would
strengthen theae south

resolved thatthai the great
afe of thefhe missouriiii compromise
both atdt the time of dsits adoption
and at each of anous applica-
tions waniwasiwasa divisionob of rhe public
ritonerrisoner estcst between anc slavehold-

ing and non states
upon the paralparallel10 of 3626 deg aff
mmmin north latitude

resolved that althoualthoughgilgli this
principle isis not free from constitu-
tional

dons titu
doubt and althoughb it will

not ifff applied to our present pub-
lic territories gire the
ing statesS tatelate a fair andind josf shareshaie of
the same any more thantitan it did of
our panpast public territories unap-
plied to it vetabt for thetile sake of a
corncoincompromisepromise and settlement of the
controversy between those stater
andandind thetiie slaveholdingnon statesstater
in relation to the territory known
as calicallcaliforniafornia and new mexico
and for no other purpose tilethe
slaveholding states should
waivemaive the constitutional question
involved illliiin tilethe principle and look
ing over its practicaltidal unfairness
toward them agree that it may bo
applied to that territory

resolved that congress ought i

therefore to divide californiaca i orniaonnia andana
new mexico between the slave 1

holdiholdingig and thetite non slaveholding
states on the fineliue of 36 deg 30
riirilminmiuO north latitude and this it
might do by distinctly recognizing


