
SENATE No. 27.

The Joint Special Committee, to whom was referred so much
of the Message of His Excellency the Governor, as relates
to Slavery; also, certain petitions of Jasper Stone and
others; also, the resolutions of the State of South Carolina,
recommending the annexation of Texas to the United States,
have considered the same and ask leave to make the follow-
ing

These subjects have been connected together, because they
all have one bearing, and that is, upon the institution of do-
mestic slavery, as it now exists in a considerable part of the
Union. The questions that grow out of this, are by far the
most momentous of all that now agitate the country; and, when
discussed, call for the exercise of the greatest forbearance and
the most mature deliberation. It is not the wish of your Com-
mittee, in touching upon them, to add a particle to the irrita-
tion already existing in both sections of the country, that which
does and that which does not tolerate slavery within its bor-
ders. But they cannot understand the wisdom of a policy of
fear, in this regard, when both the principles and the best in-
terests of Massachusetts demand a contrary one. This State
has already assumed a position relative to that subject, which
18 believed to be perfectly sound and yet perfectly respectful
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to the other States. And now there only remains the compara-
tively trifling duty of justifying and sustaining it by a consist-
ent train of a«ction.

It has been one of the most prevailing errors of the time, to
suppose that the domestic slavery of the southern States was a
matter purely of domestic concernment to those States, and that
the citizens of the free States had no interest in it and no right
even to talk about it. The slightest examination of the rela-
tions established between the States by the Federal Constitu-
tion, must show the fallacy of this idea; and the experience of
the last twenty years only tends to dispel every shadow of
doubt concerning it. When the great compromise in that in-
strument was made, it was based upon the hypothesis that the
main end of the government of the Union was the perpetua-
tion of the blessings of liberty. The toleration of slavery was
considered to be the toleration of an exception to the rule, in
its very nature temporary. But it has now become unequivo-
cally certain, that the whole machinery of the general govern-
ment has long been, continues to be, and bids fair hereafter to
prove, the greatest instrument known, for the perpetuation of
slavery in the United States, and that the doctrines of liberty
are only tolerated when they come into no conflict with that
end. In this way, the right of trial by jury—a right expressly
secured to every citizen by the sixth article of amendments to
the federal constitution —was deliberately set aside by an early
act of Congress, granting a summary process of restitution
before a magistrate in the free states, in cases where men were
“ claimed” as fugitive slaves. In the same way, the right of
addressing the Congress of the United States with petitions,
has been practically denied to the citizens of the free States,
notwithstanding the express reservation made to them of that
right by the first amendment to the same Constitution. In the
same way the right of citizenship, guaranteed by the second
section of the fourth article, as a protection to the citizens of
each State against adverse legislation in any of the rest, has
been and is now deliberately violated, as it respects some citi-
zens of the free States in most, if not all of the slave States.
In the same way the laws of the United States, guarding the
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secrecy of private correspondence in the post office—a common
property of all the States—have been wantonly set aside. In
the same way has the chief of that very post-office depart-
ment—an officer of the general government—-seen the crime
committed and refused to do his duty in proceeding against the
offenders. In the same way has the policy of the country,
both foreign and domestic, been made not only once but con-
tinually to bend to the purpose of maintaining slavery. And
yet, after all this, there are persons yet to be found, gravely to
affirm that the citizens of the free States have nothing to do
with it; that it is a local matter, affecting only the people who
lire within the region where it is tolerated. The same per-
sons, had they then been living, would probably have reproved
that country gentleman, John Hampden, because he undertook
to interfere with that local matter on the seaboard—King
Charles’s care of his ships—by refusing his quota to their sup-
port, and they would have censured those citizens of Boston
who once ventured to interfere with the East India Company’s
tea. There are people in every community so fond of the
quiet despatch of business, that they look with no favor upon
the slightest interruption to it, however well founded the rea-
sons for it may ultimately appear. Such individuals have
always wondered what objection could reasonably be found to
a rule so expeditious of business as that known to fame, as the
21st of the House of Representatives at Washington. The
same would probably have equally wondered, had they wit-
nessed the pertinacity of Martin Luther in resisting the busi-
ness-loving propensities of the pontiff at Rome.

Massachusetts has not maintained any similar doctrines.
Massachusetts has repeatedly declared, that the bearing of
slavery upon the principles declared sacred by the Constitution
of the United States is of consequence to her. On this point
there is no great diversity of sentiment among her citizens.
The ordinary party distinctions vanish in connection with it.
The wish of a very large majority is, that the separation of
interest in slavery, which has been maintained to exist but
which does not now exist, should be made to exist as soon as
possible. That wish was expressed with perfect unanimity
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upon the passage of a resolution through both branches of the
Legislature at its last session, which resolution proposed an
amendment to the Federal Constitution, designed to effect
the object. The same wish will lead them in no particular to
sanction any course, calculated directly or indirectly to defeat
the same object. In this point of view, it is that your Com-
mittee look with no favor upon the first prayer of the petitions
which have been referred to them for their consideration.
That prayer is, that an amendment be proposed to the Consti-
tution of the United States, in the following words :

“No State shall tolerate slavery within its limits, or suffer
any person, under its jurisdiction, to be deprived of life, liberty
or property, without due process of law.”

Such an amendment would, in the opinion of your Commit-
tee, imply a disposition, on the part of Massachusetts, to dic-
tate to her sister States, in matters exclusively appertaining to
those States. It would be an attempt to interfere with their
internal economy, which could not be justified, either by the
spirit of the Constitution itself, or by the theory of republican
government. It is true that there is no express prohibition of
the proposal of such an amendment. The power may exist to
recommend any change, however great, in the organic features
of the Federal Government, and yet it may not be proper in
many cases so to do. The people of Massachusetts claim for
themselves, in the fourth article of the Bill of Rights, prefixed
to their own Constitution the exclusive right of establishing
the laws which shall govern them. The powers which they
do not expressly delegate, they reserve in their own hands.
Least of all would they consent, that by virtue of the dictation
of the citizens of other States, wholly without their jurisdic-
tion their domestic institutions should be altered or overturned
without their own consent. The same right which they claim
for themselves, they willingly acknowledge to belong to their
neighbors. Neither will they seek to impose conditions, even
through forms opened by the Constitution, which they would
not consent to receive if offered to themselves. The right to

abolish slavery in the States in which it is established, belongs
exclusively to the people inhabiting those States. If that de-
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sirable event ever shall come, it must come through their vol-
untary act. Their convictions and not the threat of strangers
to their laws must be their guide. Further than to wish them
well Massachusetts seeks to take no part. Even her regard
for the purest abstract principles will not carry her farther.
However she may regret the errors of doctrine, which lead so
many of her sister States to exhibit daily and hourly, what
appears to her to be a palpable contradiction to the principles
proclaimed in the great Charter of our common liberties, she
must remain content at this time, with the congratulation of
His Excellency, that she has done all that lay in her power
within the legitimate sphere of her action to make those prin-
ciples something more than a name.

But whilst your committee, for the reasons which have been
stated, deem it utterly inexpedient to recommend any action
whatever, having for its object the regulation of the domestic
institutions of other Stales, they desire again to affirm the sound-
ness ol the principle which led the General Court of last, and
also that of the present year, to propose a measure calculated
to deprive the Southern States which contain slaves, of a power
over the people of Massachusetts, which they acquire through
the concession made in the Constitution of representation of their
property in man. Whilst your committee have no desire to do
anything, directly or indirectly, to interfere with the local law
of those States upon which the relation of master and servant
is there founded, they are equally unwilling to leave any act
undone which shall separate the people of this State, not only
from a share of responsibility incurred by sustaining that rela-
tion, but also from suffering in their own persons the evil effects
of the recognition of it in the federal Constitution. They feel
that the representation granted by that instrument to property
is at war with the doctrines most generally approved in the free
States. Most especially do they object to it when the property
consists of their fellow men. They feel, moreover, that this rep-
resentation of property, equally abhorrent to their principles
and to their feelings, has been found to weigh with peculiar
severity upon the industry of the citizens of (he free States,giving, as it does, an undue preponderance to a system of policy
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devised to perpetuate the power complained of. They also
feel, that what was called a compromise, when this power was
conceded, has not proved so in practice, the consideration for
which this great power was given, the right to make the prop-
erty in man contribute by taxation to the support of the com-
mon government, not having been realized. As a consequence
of these feelings, the State proposes a surrender on both sides
of the terms of this compromise,—a simple cancelment of this
part of the common bond. And as a further inducement to the
acceptance of this proposal, it holds forth, as ensuing from it,
that very total separation of the free States from all concern
with slavery which it has always been the desire of the friends
of that institution should take place, but which never can take
place so long as it wields so much power in the general govern-
ment as it does now.

The representatives of a people who wish to mean what they
say, when they affirm all men born free and equal, hold their
sessions in a district of country in which the inequality among
men, from their birth to their grave, is declared by laws which
hold their place on the statute book through their act. Year
after year have they sanctioned, negatively to say the least, the
reproach that the clank of the chains which bind innocent men

to servitude for life is often within their hearing, and that
though they have the power, they will not tear them off. Year

after year do they suffer to be the law of the land in which

they live, that men shall be presumed to be slaves, and sold to

the highest bidder, after imprisonment, if they cannot prove
their freedom. With all the treasures of the Union under their

control, they knowingly suffer men, acknowledged to be free,
to be sold into slavery for life, because they are unable to pay
the paltry jail fees of an unjust imprisonment. And what is it,
your committee would respectfully ask, that binds them thus

hand and foot without power to sweep the barbarous system

from the land 1 Is it a denial of its existence, or a doubt as to

its character, or a disposition to palliate or excuse its horrors'?
No, indeed. The cause it to be found in the overbearing influ-
ence of the representation of the masters of slaves, and the

weight they possess through the acknowledgment of their prop-
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erty in man. These masters will never consent to an act of the
plainest justice which hazards, or which even appears to haz-
ard, the tenure by which they hold their property at home.
They cast twenty-two votes on account of that property in the
House of Representatives. They cast twenty-two votes on
account of that property in the Electoral Colleges which make
the President of the United States. The votes of the masters
are important to every political party that seeks to administer
the affairs of the country. Can it then be wondered at, if the
principles of liberty within the ten miles square are forgotten
in the contention to secure those votes? Yet we are gravely
told that notwithstanding this proof of the power which slavery
exercises in the affairs of the Union, the citizens of the free
States have nothing to do with it.

The truth is, that not a measure is proposed in Congress, nor
acted upon by the Executive of the Union, and hardly a single
man is nominated to office, withoutsome reference to the effeet it
orhe may have upon the predominance of the slave interest in the
Union. If a project is believed to be likely to promote the ex-
tension of slave representation, it is pressed with zeal in which
members of both the great parties from the free States vie with
each other. If, on the contrary, it is believed to be adverse, it
is at once damned with a bad name, from which the members
from the free States seek very faintly to relieve it. Are the
territories of lowa and Wisconsin filling up with a free white
population in so rapid a manner as to threaten the admission of
two more free States into the Union, not a whisper is heard
about it so long as Florida lingers in the rear. And in order to
accelerate her pace, the lands of the Union are lavished with a
prodigal hand to all who shall pretend to ask them on the
ground of rendering a sort of feudal service to expel an enemy
that no longer exists there. These evils are great, but they are
unavoidable just as long as the representation of slave property
can be sustained. Let that be once cut off, and they will cure
themselves.

There is another view of the subject which will present itself,
'without any doubt, to the minds of the people in the free States.
The concession of a right of representation of property in man,
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is a direct inducement to the extension and perpetuation of the
system of domestic slavery. As if it were not enough to pro-
mote the growth of the number of slaves that the pecuniary in-
terests of the white master should be concerned in it, the United
States concede to him a new share of political power for every
slave that he can add to the number already existing. For the
continuance of this, the citizens of the free States must hold
themselves daily and hourly responsible. They now hold forth
a premium for the spread of the system, instead of endeavoring
to restrain it within the limit where it now prevails. But the
adoption of an amendment which would confine representation
only to the free, would produce an effect directly the reverse of
that already described. It would promote the growth of the
free population from the accession of political strength which
it would give, and be likely to substitute the enterprise of an
active and independent race of responsible beings, conscious of
tho>.position which they occupy as voters in the State for the
lethargic insensibility of a degraded people. And thus would
all the institutions of the United States come by degrees to co-
incide with the principles declared to lie at the foundation of
their political organization.

But the strongest recommendation of the proposed change, is
yet to come, in considering the subject referred to your commit-
tee, of the resolutions of the State of South Carolina, recom-
mending the annexation of Texas to the Union. This scheme
is still seriously agitated, and will continue to be agitated just
so long as the measure will be deemed likely to increase the
weight of the slave representation and no longer. It is a pro-
ject which pressed as it is in the particular quarter where we
see it, can have no other object than the perpetuation over the
Union of the power acquired through the representation of
property in man. In any other light the acquisition of a new
and rich territory like Texas, would appear to be fatal to the
cultivation of much of the exhausted lands of Carolina. It is
the prospect which it affords of counteracting the effect of an
increase of free States in the regions of the North West, which
reconciles the people of that State to witnessing its decline.
Without the acquisition of Texas there might be a hope cher-
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ished in the bosoms of the citizens of the free States, that in the
mere course of time the slave representation would so far de-
cline relatively to them, as to cease to be formidable. And your
committee will go so far as to admit that but for the danger of
this event, it would be safe for Massachusetts to await the slow
hut sure developments of time, without seeking to change any
feature of the Constitution of the United States. But when it
is openly avowed that the gaining of this great territory is to be
followed by the admission of nine or ten States into the Union,
which shall tolerate and encourage the spread of the domestic
institution, when it becomes glaringly manifest on a review of
the foreign policy of this government for many years back,
that this purpose has actuated the Executive Magistrate of the
Union to put all the force of his office into action to bring about
the desired result, when it remains still doubtful how far the
peaceful relations with a neighboring State may be preserved
by reason of the movements making to effect this object, it does
become of consequence to desire some mode by which the evil
that threatens the country may be remedied. There would be
no way so effectual to cut off all inducement to further action,
in the opinion of your committee, as the refusal by the requisite
number of States to acknowledge for the future the representa-
tion of property in slaves.

The plan to annex Texas to the Union, is by no means a new
one. Nearly twenty years ago, at a time when that country
was comparatively a desert, the idea of acquiring it was press-
ed in the remote newspapers of the west, by a distinguished
Senator from the State of Missouri, who has been long known
as one of the firmest and boldest advocates which the slave
power has ever yet had in America. Upon the accession of
General Jackson to the Presidency, the same scheme was con-
sidered as likely to form one of the leading objects of his ad-
ministration. Negotiation was systematically entered into Avith
the authorities in Mexico, to Avhich country Texas Avas then
considered to belong, for the cession of the territory to the Unit-
ed States at the price of four millions of dollars belonging to the
people of the Union. There is good reason to believe that even
more money would have been offered to obtain it, had there

2
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been a prospect of success. But the party adverse to the con-
cession, obtained the ascendancy in Mexico, and all hope of
gaining the point by negotiation, became faint. It was then
that the project appears to have been conceived in the south-
western States of effecting the purpose in a different way. An
individual who had represented one of the districts of Tennes-
see in the Congress of the United States, and who had also
been made Governor of that State, the same person who is now
President of the republic of Texas, declared his intention of
going over to settle within the jurisdiction of Mexico. He
probably did take the oath of allegiance required by the laws of
that country, and became a citizen of Texas, one of its depen-
dencies. Numbers of citizens of the United States followed
this example of General Houston. The population increased
in Texas, and with it increased, not the disposition to respect
the oaths of allegiance, but the determination to break them.
The standard of revolt was soon openly raised. The lone star
of Texas which affected to borrow all its brilliancy from the
self-evident truths of the Declaration of our Independence, be-
came the symbol of the restoration of domestic slavery over a
land where it had been already abolished. Those who had
the words of liberty on their lips, were at the same time pre-
paring a form of government which provided not merely that
there should be slavery, but that it should be beyond the power
of the Legislature to abolish it. This last step was not, how-
ever, taken until sometime afterward, when success had con-
verted rebellion into revolution.

There was then a twofold policy going on during the period
extending from the years 1829 to 1837. A policy, by which on
the one hand, the government of Mexico was pressed by the
Executive of the United States to cede in negotiation the terri-
tory of Texas for a sum of money, and on the other, measures
were taking to tear off that same territory by means of domes-
tic strife excited, if not wholly created, by emigrants from the
western States of the Union. The spirit of resistance of al-
most any other government but that of Mexico, would have
been completely overcome by this ingenious operation. On one
side, the inducement offered by a large sum of money—on the
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other, the great probability of a costly wav, with a termination
by no means certain to be successful, might not unreasona-
bly be supposed sufficient to overcome the tenacity of any
foreign power. It is not clear to what extent the urgency of
the representative of the United States in Mexico, Mr. But-
ler, was carried—but there is reason to believe from some inti-
mations thrown out by the Secretary of State in orie of the des-
patches addressed to him, and since printed, that means of an
equivocal character were resorted to, though not with the privity
of the Executive, to bring about the desired result. None of
the devices, (whether honest or otherwise, your committee will
not undertake to pronounce,) proved successful. The Spanish
pride of the Mexican got the victory over his avarice. The
war went on between the mother country and the revolted ter-
ritory, until the battle of San Jacinto decided the result.
And then a new scene of operations opened, which came more
directly within the observation of the citizens of the free
States.

The policy of the slave-holding interest in the Union, now
became somewhat different from what it had been. Mexico
was no longer to be solicited but threatened, whilst every ar-
rangement was to be made to fix the dismemberment of Texas
irrevocably. To this end her independence was to be recog-
nized by the Congress of the United States, and this was effect-
ed in a mode quite consistent with the whole train of operations
that have been described. On the 22d of December, 1836, the
President sent a special message to the two Houses of Congress
on the subject of Texas, in which he recommended that the
United States should stand aloof and maintain a position of
neutrality in the quarrel. Two weeks later another message
came, complaining of Mexico, and requesting authority to dic-
tate to that power from the deck of the American vessels of war
on her coast. A few weeks elapsed, and just at the close of the
session of Congress, an amendment was slipped into the annual
appropriation bill, which made a provision for a minister to
Texas whenever it should please the President to see fit not to
continue to be neutral. There had been no material change in
the position of the contending parties since the 22d of Decern-
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ber. Yet it was only a day or two after the appropriation re-
ferred lo passed, that the President discovered neutrality to be
no longer a virtue. He forthwith nominated to the Senate
a diplomatic agent to Texas, and that body with a good
will which is rarely wanting where the interests of slave
representation are concerned, proclaimed to the world that
the time had arrived when the imported citizens of the
United States had succeeded in converting themselves into in-
dependent citizens of the new republic of Texas.

A great step appeared then to have been gained. The peo-
ple of the free States had thus been made to witness the transi-
tion of Texas from a revolted district to an independent com-
munity without much wincing. It was hoped that the next
transformation would be managed with equal ease, and the in-
dependent community would merge itself into the society of
States possessing the right under the Federal Constitution of a
large representation of their property in slaves. And thus this
society, guided by one common interest, would obtain forever
the power of perpetuating their control over the free principles
of the Constitution. Unfortunately for this well laid plan, the
master spirit had been forced into retirement. Mr. Van Buren
came into power as President of the United States, without the
power over the popular mind and the popular heart which his
predecessor wielded. But five months were suffered to elapse
before a proposition from Texas was submitted in form to the
government at Washington, by the Texan minister, 11 to unite
the two people under one and the same government.” It is due
to Mr. Van Buren to say, that he immediately declined treating
upon any such proposition. He did so on the ground that the
adoption of any such measure by the United States, whilst
Mexico continued to refuse to acknowledge the independence
of Texas, might be considered by that power as tantamount to

a declaration of war. And this ground, it should be observed,
has been deliberately taken by Mexico itself, in her communi-
cations made to the government at Washington, during the very
last summer of 1843. It has had the eifect up to the present
time, of discouraging the efforts of the friends of Texas to se-
cure the annexation which they desire.
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Yet it must not be supposed that thepurpose is either changed
or abandoned. There are persons in the free States, who are
always willing to believe there is no danger from any measure,
until the time arrives when the event and their conviction of
their error come simultaneously. The Legislature of Texas,
after several years of professions of independence, has now
again taken off the veil and openly advocates a union with us,
and their movement has met with a sympathetic action in the
whole chain of the southwestern States. One of the representa-
tives of the State of Georgia in the Congress of the United States,
has already brought forward the proposition in the lowerbranch,
and there can be no reasonable doubt that it meets with more
or less of favor, both in the Executive and Legislative depart-
ments of the government. The motive now is to sustain the
right of representation of property in man which the appor-
tionment, under the census of IBdo, shows to be declining. It
is idle to suppose that this issue can be met with indifference
or silence. The result may be the success of the scheme
through some compromise or other, among the friends of vari-
ous candidates for the Presidency. Your committee desire not
to be understood as referring to any state of things actually ex-
isting, so much as to what may be supposed likely to take
place at some future moment. It is wise, therefore, to take
strong ground at once—to endeavor to remove the motive for
pressing the project by abolishing the right of representation of
property in man, and if unsuccessful in this, to assume the po-
sition that the execution of the project of the annexation of
Texas would be a palpable violation of all the conditions of
that instrument, only one of which Massachusetts desires in a
constitutional manner to annul.

Happily it does sometimes occur, that those most eager in
the pursuit of evil designs, in their very zeal adopt means
which ultimately prove the most serious obstacles to their suc-
cess. So long as Texas remained a dependency on the govern-
ment of Mexico, there was a possibility that a cession by Mex-
ico of that country to the United States could be made consist-
ently with the somewhat violent construction which had been
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already placed upon the constitution by President Jefferson, in
the case of Louisiana, and which time and the assent of the
people of the United States had sanctioned. But the solemn
and public declaration of the United States, acknowledging
Texas to be an independent state, has entirely changed the
aspect of the case. Texas is no longer a country which can
be ceded from hand to hand by virtue of a piece- of parchment.
Texas professes to have a form of government of her own,
which her citizens have deliberately entered into a compact to
establish. And the people of the United States have entered
into a compact of the same nature in their constitution. It is
not in the power of either government that has been thus con-
stituted to enter into any new compact between the two, which
virtually sets aside the old ones. If this is to be done, it can
be done only by a new appeal to the people of both countries,
by a new convention and by a new constitution. If it be with-
in the power of the legislative department of the Federal
Government by a simple law to declare the United States an-
nexed to Texas, it is equally within its power to declare them
annexed to any other independent country on the face of the
globe. Your committee would respectfully inquire where such
an enormous grant of power can be found in any part of the
constitution? Did the state of Massachusetts ever imagine
that, in the seventeen clauses of the eighth section of the first
article, which distinctly enumerate the powers given by her
people as well as the people of the other states to that legisla-
tive department, there could be found a shadow of right to in-
troduce new and independent nations into the confederacy ?

Your committee confidently challenge a reply. They maintain
then, that an attempt on the part of the Congress of the United
States, aided by the executive, to introduce Texas into the
union by force of a simple legislative act, should be regarded
as null and void in its effect upon the states of the union. And

the perseverance in executing such an attempt, by using the

forces of the union, must be regarded as equivalent to a delib-

erate purpose of overturning the constitution, and building on

its ruins the perpetuity of the institution of domestic slavery m

the land.
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The “union of the two people,” to use the words of the
Texan proposition, “under one and the same government,”
can take place then only by a dissolution of the two separate
forms of government which existed prior to that union. That
can no longer be regarded as the constitution of the United
States which becomes the constitution of the United States and
Texas. The people of neither country have sanctioned any
such compound instrument as this would he. Their conven-
tions neither formed it nor ratified it. The case was never
contemplated in 1788. There is an obvious necessity for re-
sorting to the primary source of power for a new grant. And
although the people of the several states might be content to
continue the forms of the union for an indefinite time after so
deliberate a violation of the terms of the compact had been per-
petrated as the admission into it of a foreign state, there can be
no question that their obligation so to do would have become,
by that act alone, utterly void.

Your committee are therefore of opinion, that the only proper
method of securing the annexation of Texas to the United
States is by an appeal to the people of both countries, either
through conventions, or through amendment to the existing
constitutions. In these forms the people of Massachusetts are,
in their belief, prepared calmly and deliberately to meet the
question. In these forms, they will not show an utter repug-
nance to the measure itself. But it must he accompanied with
a condition, and that is, the abolition of all right of representa-
tion of property in man, if not indeed, that of the institution of
slavery itself. On this point, it is believed, there will be little
or no division of opinion among her people. However ranch
they may differ upon the ordinary topics of legislation and
government, upon this they are united. Reproaches will not
terrify, or ridicule deter them. If their-attachment to the ab-
stract principles of human liberty bring them again into diffi-
culty, they will have the consolation of remembering that, as
it is not the first time that this has happened to them, so also
they may hope that they will once more come out of the trial
with honor and success.

Upon consideration of the several matters referred to them,
your committee will conclude by stating, first, as to the peti-
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tions referred to them, that they offered to the petitioners a
hearing upon the points specified in their prayer, but none of
them, so far as your committee could learn, were desirous to
avail themselves of the opportunity. The committee are not
aware that there are now any reasons for legislation upon ques-
tions of a domestic character, involving distinctions among citi-
zens on account of color, unless the law respecting the enrol-
ment of the militia be an exception, the consideration of which
has already been referred to another committee. Your com-
mittee therefore report, that it is inexpedient to legislate upon
the subjects prayed for in the said petition. Secondly, as to the
resolutions ofSouth Carolina, recommending the annexation of
Texas, they recommend the passage of the following resolves.

By order of the committee :

CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, Chairman.
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RESOLVES
Concerning the Annexation of Texas.

Resolved, That the power to unite an independent for-
eign State with the United States is not among the pow-
ers delegated to the general government by the Constitu-
tion of the United States.

Resolved, That the Commonwealth of Massachusetts,
faithful to the compact between the people of the United
States, according to the plain meaning and intent in which
it was understood and acceded to by them, is sincerely
anxious for its preservation. But that it is determined, as
it doubts not the other States are, to submit to undelega-
ted powers in no body of men on earth. That the project
of the annexation of Texas, unless arrested on the thresh-
old, may tend to drive these States into a dissolution of
the Union, and will furnish new calumnies against repub-
lican governments, by exposing the gross contradiction of
a people professing to be free and yet seeking to extend
and perpetuate the subjection of their slaves.

Rtsolved, That His Excellency the Governor be n>
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In the year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Forty-four.
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quested to transmit a copy of the aforegoing resolves to
each of the Senators and members of the House of Rep-
resentatives of this Commonwealth in the Congress of
the United States.

Resolved, That His Excellency the Governor be re-
quested to transmit a copy of the same resolves to the
Executive of the United States and of the several States.






