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Messrs. CHOATE and ADADMIS, of Massachusetts.

Mr. ADAMS presented the memorial of a Ilarge
number of citizens of New York setting forth the trea-
tiecs and laws regulating the relations between the
Cherokee Indians and citizens of 1he United States,
and praving for redress in Lehall of two citizens who
were imprisoned in Georgia in coansequence of laws
passed by ¢hiat State in derogation of those treatics
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A debate avose upon the reference of this memo-
rial, which began a few minutes past twelve and con-
tmucd till nenrly five o’clock. We are unable, at
this time, to give more than a very general sketch of
the course of this discussion.

Mr. ADAMS called for thereading of the memori-
al, and after it wasfinished, moved its reference to a

Select Committee.

M. SPEIGHT moved it be referred to the Stand-

ing Committec on Indian Affairs.



"Mr. BELL suggested, that the mass of petitions
that had heretofore been presented to the House, on
this subject, had been referred ro the Committee of
the Whole on the state of the Union. No grounds
had been stated why this memorial should go to a
Select Committee. If it was thought this me-
morial ought not to take the same directicn with
the others presented, it should go to the Committee

on Indian Affoirs, which had been orgunized with a

to subjects of thisnature.
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Mr. ADAMS would personally have preferred the
Committee on Indian Affairs, or the Committee of the
\Whole on the state of the Unton, to a Select Commit.
tee~—but after the incident that had occurred in another
part of the building, within aday or two, he thought il
due ta the subject, that it be referred to a Select Com-
mittec. Mr. A, suggested the resolution nfthe gentle-
man from Georgin for a Select Committee on the
Bank of thelUnited States, after the report of the Cowm-
mittee of Ways and DMeans, as an avthority for his mo-
tion. ;

e T T EHE i T - N = e - . -



Mr. WAYNE thought nothing covld be doune with
propriety on the subject of this memorial, siuce the
occurrence to which the gentleman alluded, until the

course¢ adopted by the authorities of Georgia, should
e rinowry



Mr. CLAYTON snid, if he had been rightly inform-
ed of the grounds of the decision to which refevence
had been made, this memarial should go to the Com.-
mittee of Foreign Afluirs—the Indians to which it re-
fers, being”a foreign nation. There was a clear diffey-
ence between this case and that of the Bank of the
United States, to which it had been compared by the
gendeman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Adams.) The
resolution respacting the Bank contemplated the Com-
mittee for investigution, which had been expressly pro.
vided for in the Chavter of the Bank. Georgiawns
entitled to be placed on the same footing with any othey
State. Why <hould New York interfere? She has
sent her Tudians to Green Bay—would it be proper in
Geaorgia to petition on that subject T He probably did
injustice to that State. It was only a few pragmnti-
cal individuals who made all the noise on the subject.
He warned the House that the Southern States were
in n state of inflammation on other subjects. Would
this House add to this excitemment, and place them in
the same relation as the Colonies had held to Grent Bri-

tain? He hoped the House would pause before adopting
sitrhh MenEnTreE.



Mr. PENDIETON thought the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Clayton] had great reason to distrust
himself on this important question. He had imagined
this memonrnal to have come firom the State of New
York:; it wus from citizens of the United States, in
favor of presceving what huad been the lawsof the
Iand from the earliest period to the present time.
Against this uniform law, the State GfP Georgia lus
assumed a jurisdiction by which two citizens have
been imprisoned.  He was not prepared to say what
questions might arise on this memorial.  But it would
be proper to referit to a Scleet Committee, which
would be organized witjl’_rcfe:rpncc to this subiect.
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Mr. THOMPSON, of Georgin, did not rise to dis-
cuss the question of Indian relations.  There would
no doubt, be a proper occasion for that discussion
during the session. Why is .it proposcd to send this
memorial to a Select Committee? 1Is it in order to
re-judge the points scttled by the tribunal to which
legal questions belong? or that a Select Committec
may come to a different result from the Committee



on Indian Affairs’ The rules adapted by thé House

are applicable to this subject. Every departure or
innovation from those rules, produces difficuity and
confusion. As the subject could be presented and
brought fairly forward in a different shape, he hoped
the House would, at present, lay the memorial on
the table.  The gentleman frormm Massachusetts [Mr.
Adams] could not wish to promote this premature
discussion, and would, he flattered himself, assent to
th]c):lmotion. He moved to lay the memorial on the
table.



Mr. ELLSWORTH wished the gentleman to
withdraw his motion for a few minutes, that he might
make a remark or two.

Mr. THOMPSON said Iis object in making the
molion was to prevent discussion.

Mr. ADAMS rose to answer the appeal that had
been made to him by Mr. THOMPSON; but
the SPEAKER inforined him thst debate was not in
order pending a motion tolay on the table.

Mr. WHITTLESEY called for the ycas and noys on
the motion, which were ordered.

The motion was lost by the following vote:



YEAS—Maessrs. Adair, Alexander, Anderson, An-
gel, Archer, Ashley, J. S. Barbour, Barnwell, Bar-
ringer, Beardsley, Bell, Bethune, John Blair, Beuck,
Bouldin, Branch, John Brodhead, J. C. Brodhead,
Cambreleng, Carr, Carson, Chandier, Chinn, Clai-
borne, Clay, Clayton, Coke, Connor, Craig, Daven-
port, Dayan, Dewart, Doublcday, Felder, Fitzger-
ald, Gaither, Gordon, Griffin, T. H. Hall, W. Hall,
Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, Hogan, Holland, Hom,
Howard, Hubbard, Isacks, Jarvis, Jewett, R. M.
Johnson, C. Johnson, Kavanagh, A. King, J. King,
IH. King, Lamar, Lansing, Lecompte, Lent, Lewis,
Jl.yon, Mann, Mardis, Mason, W. BICCOY, R. McCoy,
McDuffie, Mclintire, McKay, T. R. Mitchell, Muh-
lenberg, Newnan, Patton, Pierson, Plummer, Polk,
E. C. Reed, Rencher, Soule, Speight, Standifer,
Stephens, P. Thomas, W. Thompson, Verplanck,
Wardwell, Wayne, Weeks, C.P. White.—91.



NAYS--Messrs. Adams, C. Allan, Allison, Appleton,
Armstrong, Arnold, Babcock, Banks, Barstow, 1. C.
Bates, Briggs, Bucher, Burges, Cahoon, Choate, Col-
licr, L. Condict, S. Conglit, E. Cooke, B.Cooke, Coo-
per, Corwin, Coulter, Crane, Crawford, Creighton,
Daniel, J. Davis, W. R. Davis, Dearborn, Denny,
Dickson, Doddridge, Drayton, Ellsworth, G. Evans,
J. Evang, E. Everctt, H. Everett, Grennell, Heister,
Hodges, Hughes, Hunt, Huntington, Ihrie, Irvin,
Jenifer, Kendall, Kennon, IL.eavitt, Letcher, Mar-
shall, McCarty, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, New-
ton, Nuckolls, Pearce, Pendleton, Pitcher, Potlts,
Randolph, J. Recd, Root, Russel, \V. B. Shepard,
A. H. Shepperd, Slade, Smith, Southard, Stanbery,
Stewart, Storrs, Taylor, ¥. Thomas, J. Thomson,
Tompkins, Tracy, Vance, Vinton, Washington,
Watmough, Wilkin, Wheeler, E. Whittlesey, F.

! Whittlesey, E. D. White, Wickhliffe, Williams,
| Young.—92.



Mr. BEARDSLEY said the memorial being on a|
subjcct of great public interest, and signed by a-darge
number of individuals, and was respectfulin 118 terms--
it was entitled to respectful treatment. What isthe
grievance gset forth in this petition which ths House
18 called on to redress? That the State of Georgin
hbad extended its jurisdicliion over the Indian territory
contrary to certain treaties by which two citizens
had been improperly committed to prison. While
undergoing the punishment imposeed on them, the
Supreme Court hus recently decided, it is now sug-
gested that the Iaws of Georgia, so fur as they con-

travene the treaties between the United States and
thie Indians, are invalid. It ma

that the Executive arm of the
pealed to, to carry the mandates of the Court into ef-

fect.  This House is not called on to express any
| opinion on that point. We do not set here to give

y be fit and pmper!

government be ap-




authority to the Executive—a co-ordinate branchi of
the government. We have nothing to do with the
exercise of Executive power, cxcept collaterally on
questions of impeachment.  Whatis now proposed?
Are we to make new laws? There is no complaint
that the present laws are defective. The memorial
states the extension of the laws of Georgia over the
Cherokec territory to beillegal. We cannot repeal
the laws of Georgita. He had nodoubt but the me-
morial was sipned by many honest but mistaken in-
dividuals. He could not concur in their views, but
it was proper to receive the memonrial. They had a
right to so much attention—even if no practical
action upon it was necessary.



Mr. DODDRIDGE enquired if it wasin order to
discuss the merits of the Gucsvan gn the mouon be-
CarpABE FHBUSEH eSO T DOJECT o < eeMANRE
appeared to be to show that the memorial was not
entitied to any reference whatever. . 3



Mr. BEARDSLEY said he was endeavoring toshew
that there was nothing which called for the action of
the House in this memorial. It would be properto
permit it to Iay on thetable ta be called up at any
future time. He could see no benefit to be attained
by rcference to any Committee. If the Supreme
| Court have jurisdiction of the subject,and have given
judgment, the subscquent steps belonged to the EKx-
ecutive—not to the Legislative department of the go-
vernment. If the Supreme Court have no jurisdic-
tion of the subject this House cannot now aid it.— |
He would not object to send the memorial to either
ofthe Standing Committees of the House—but was
unable to percecive what action could take place

-
EFTEFETS &P




upon it.
~ Mr. ELLSWORTH wished to make a single
remark. 1This was an application from two citizens
of the United States in bondage, who appealed
'through their friends to know whether they were to
be kept in prison. The question is,whatisto be done?
That did notibelong to the Committtee on Indian
' Affairs. Though the gentlemen from New York,
. (Mr. Beardsley) does not see what can be dane, he
-hoped some mode would be devised to relieve our
citizens from bondage. For this purpose it would
be most proper to send the memornal to a Select

Committec.



Mr. REED said the memorial was from a respec-
table source, and he was. disposed so treat it with
respect, The great queston 18 what can be done
on the subject to which i1t refers? It had often
been stated as areason for referring a subject to a
select Committee, that it wus very importani. This
| was said by the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
Wayne) when thie memorial of the U S. Bank was
lpresvntc:d. This subject was of sufficient impor-
j portance as well as novelty, to go to a sclect eom:

mittcc.  He hoped the House would seud it to a se.
Iect committee- Ho hrped the House would send 1

| to such a Committee who would give it the attentior
it decarveadd




Mr. FOSTER thought the first enquiry should be,
- Who are the parties before the House ! Every mem-
ber of this House was willing to redress an actual
gsievance :  Who i1s to be redressed in this case ?
Do these memorialists appear here as attorneys in
fact for the misstonaries who are imprisoned ? Thesc
men are imprisoned for offence against law :  Can
this IHHouse afford them aid * Cuan we pass an ex post
Sfacto law, which will reach their case ! All this diffi-
culty arises from not considering that this memorial



was framed some wecks ago, when the recent deci-
sion had not taken place. “The case has now been ad-
ju lged. Shall a Comittee of this House bring ina
grave report on thissubject, after the prisoners have
been enlarged under a mandate of the Supreme
Court 7 But, suppose they arc not enlarged : What
can this House do?  Shall we 1ssue 2 Habeas Cor-
pus, o bring these missionaries before usa?  ‘This
House can clothe the mandate of the Court with no
additional power. If it s necessary to send this
memorial to any Committee, it should go to the Com-

mittee on Indian Afluirs, the appropriate Committcee,
by the rules of the House.
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" Mr. DICKSON thought some action of the House
necessary upon this memorial.  The argument of
the gentleman from Georglia, [Mr. Foster] went to
prove that no action of the House was necessary.—
Whence has this memorial emanated?! ¥rom some
thousand petitioners in the State of New York. It

came from a re«;p:.ctnhlc source, and 13 entitled to
respectful consideration.  What does it refer to? To
two frec white citizens of the United States who are
incarcerated in a dungeon in Georgia, by the laws of
that State, which are at war with the laws of the
United States.  The parties are these two citizens
and the State of Georgin. No wrong done to the



l

Indians is sct forth—nothi ng bclongmg to the Com-
mittce on Indian Affairs—but a question of general
policy that has for years agitated the nation. By
another branch of the government a solemn decision
had been lately made on the subject of the laws of
Georgia, by which the prisoners were entitled to
tht::r hbcrt; In answer to the question what can
'we do, it is proper to regard passing events.  After
writ of error was issued, the subject was brought
before the Legislature of Georgia. Thelast act pass.
ed by that body, was a declaration directing that no
attention be paid to the order of the Court.  Isit not



proper to aid the Executive of the Union in the exe-J
cution of the laws under such circumstances? Ifthg

decisions of the Supreme Court are to be disregard-
'ed by the States, the Union isa rope of sand, and our

'boasted liberties are gone. Whether any measurcs
will be neccessary, he would not say, until it was

known whether the power of the General Govern-

| ment would be defied. What ought to be done,

was a proper subject of enquiry. As Indiins are not
drawn in question, the Committee of Indian Af-
fairs is not thc appropriate Committee. It should

i rather go to a Select Committee.




Mr. DRAYTON regretted the subject wasbrought
before the House because, to speak in the mostmo-
derate terms, the discussion was unnecessary.—
suppose the House had now before it the re-
port of s Select Committee, framed according to
the wishes of those gentlemen who support that re-
ference. What would it contain more than that the
laws and treaties referred to in the memorial cught
to be executed. Wherein would the situation of the
Housc then differ from its present situation? He
thought the laws of Georgia were not at variance
with the constitution. Other gentlemen profess to
think otherwise. * But what snbject is there for |e-
gislation? 1s i‘t the_ngi im.} of the Executive power



:leon the decision of the Supreme Court. Can we,
by any legislative act enforce the Executive to per-
form his constitutional duties which he has solemnly
sworn to discharge? Have we more right to dictate
to him, than he to-us? We are equally sworn to dis-
charge our respective duties. Shall we then con-
strue the laws and treaties refeared to for the bene-
fit of the Judiciary branch of the government? Not
a member would consider that within our duty.—
What then are we to do? 1f we cannot act, where
is the benefit of a report? 1t would be a2 barren and
unprofituble exercise of opinion. It could have no
other effect than to madden public opinion, already
excited in the highest degrce. Is this House con-
vened for such purposes’ If we do aught .which



tends in the rcmotest degree to lessen fht: public
confidence and general safety, are we not wanting
in our duty to the constitution and the laws? Should
we not by such measures violate what we are relied
on to sustain? The questions raised by this memori-
al have been submitted to the highest tribunal.—
They bave beendecided. Whether the mandate of
the court will be executed, he could not assert, nor
deny. Any thing asked for within the power of the
gencral government, hiad 50 far been accomplished.
Any further discussion upon the matter, could lead
to no beneficial result. It could only render reason
mute, and lead passion to usurp its office. He would



not dwell upon the effect of such discussions upon a
proud and chivalrous State. All the benefits that
could be drawn from this memorial had been re-
ceived. He had voted against layingit on the table
from respect to the signers. It had been discussed
in a manner indicating no little warmth. 1In order to
its consideration at a period whenthe feclings of gen-

tlemen might be more calm, he would move its post-
ponement to this day fortnight.



Mr. DAVIS, ot Mass, said, 1n accordance
with the suggestion originally made by the
Chairman fgthe Committee on [ndian Af-
fairs, (Mr. Bell,) he wished the gentleman
would withdraw this motion, to enable him to
move the reference of the memonal to the
Committee of the Whole on the State of the
Union.

Mr, DRAYTON assented.



Mr. DAVIS said if he was sensibie of act-'
ing under the influence of any undue warmth,
he would not address the House at this tumne.
He agreed with' the gentleman from New
York, (Mr. Beardsley,) that citizens have a
right to address their petitions in a respectful
form to this House. They should be disposed
of. in a2 manner consistent with the charac-
ter of this body. 'This memorial is be-
fore us., What question can be now rais-
ed on 1t? Upon an alleged violatien of cer-
tain laws of Georgia, two cttizens had
been arrested, tried, convicted, and sen-
tenced to punishment. They had applied
to the Supreme Court for redress. . The judg-
'ment had been pronounced illegal and voig,
after a fair and patient hearing. Afterall this
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ment of- the law? Whatever suggestions .of
resistance may be made, it becomes this House
to act with intelligence. - Why actatall? Do
we desire to anticipate resistance? He would
anticipate no such thing. It was not the
first instance of reversal of judgment un-
der a State law. Such results had been
repeatedly acquiesced in. It was the
proud character of the people of every State
of the Union to respect the laws. The beau-
t{' and harmony of our government dependson
the affection of our citazens to the laws, and
not on their adberence to men. Whenever
the power of the laws shall cease, and men



shall rule, our boasted hberties will be pros-,
trate. He would assume no such probability.
Every thin?'; was now calin. - 'When the storm
rises, 1t will be ample time to provide for it.
He would not distinguish this mnemorial from
the many others that had been presented. Let
it follow them. He thought the suggestion of
the Chairman of the Committee on Indian Af-)
fairs, [Mr. Bell,] on the first presentation of|
the memorial, indicated the proper course.
He therefore moved to refer the memorial to
the Committee of the Whole on the state of
the ITniaon




Mr. CLAYTON said, the calm, enlighten-
ed course of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts, (Mr. Davis) would, he hoped, restore
equanimity of temper to every person in the
House. ¥Yor himself, he came into the House
after the memorial was read, and had been so

laced as to hear very little that had fallen
rom the gentleman from Massaehusetts (Mr.
Adams) who presented it; but he was inform-
ed it was a memorial from the State of New
York, on a subject deeply affecting the State
he had the honor, in part, to represent. He
had been led to believe that it contained allu-
sions of an indecorous character toward that
State. He felt it to be his duty not-to suffer



such allusions to pass without comment. The
State of Georgia was decided on this subject.
Her situation with regard to the Cherokee na-
tion, had been but little understood out of the
State. As early as 1811, two men travelling
through the nation, by the road which' is the
great thoroughfare between the sea-board and
the west, were attacked by the dog of a
white man—for the mnation 1s filled with
whites. ‘The dog was shot-—after an alter-
cation the white man who 1ived in the nation
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was killed. The murderers were apprehen-
ded, and brought beforc the State Courts.—
In consequence of the provision in the con-
stitution, that all criminals should be tried in
the county in which the offence was commit-
ted, they were acquitted. They were after-
wards held to answer in the Circuit Court of
the United States. They were then discharg-
ed for want of jurisdiction. Here a gross and
outrageous wurder was unpunished for want
of jurisdiction in the courts. At the nextses-
sion of the Legislature, the Cherokee nation
was attached to certain adjotning counties for
the purpose of criminal jurisdiction.
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Mr. MERCER rose to order. He wished
to know whether it was competent to go into
this zeneral discussion on the question before
the House ?

The SPEAKER said the range of debate

was ton wide.



Mr. CLAYTON said his remarks had a
recise application to the subject before the
ouse. No person had a hi%ll:ler opinion of
Indian rights than himself. ¢ had sacrifi-



ced himself, by conscientiously upholding]
those rights in the discharge of official ‘duty.
A. short tiime since a white man had hired a
horse of an Indian to go to a ceértain place.’
When he arrived there, the. person he
wished ‘to see had gone four-or five miles
miles from home and he. foellowed him in order
to transact his business. On his returu he
stated the necessity he had been under to go
further, upon which he was taken by tﬁc
Indians as a horsethief—tried in the woods-—
and 50 lashes inflicted on him. Such hkas been
the treatment of the citizens of Georgia. If




the State cannot exercise jurisdiction over
this territory it must inevitably become a den
of thelves and murderers—of out-laws among
whom no white man can pass but at the haz-
ard of his hife. Will the State permit its
citizens to be scourgad by savages? That
would be worse than the enormities of Verres.
Many other grievances might be related.
Other States have managed theiwr Indians as
they have pleased—they have appointed guar-
dians over themn to manage their concerns—
Georgia is the only State from whom _all pow-
e an this subject 1s to be taken. - Will this



1louse erect itself into a court of inquisition
to enquire into the counduct of the States?
1Is this case to afford a precedent of the super-
vision of Congress over the legislation of the
States? Such a power was proposed in the
convention which formed the Constitution of
the United States, but was rejected. Shall
Georgia be deprived of the right secured to
all the other States in the Umion? He begged
centlemen to retlect on the consequences.
He thought the memorial should be laid on
the table.



Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped the motion of
the gentlecman from Massachusetts {Mr. Da-
vis ] would be agreed to. He had voted to
lay the memoral on the table. He should
not have risen but from the remarks of the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Dray-
ton’] as to the motives of his vote against that
proposition. He had too muchrespect for the
ninety one members of the House who voted
in favor of the proposition to suppose any dis-
respect to the signers of the memonal was in-
tended. It was signed under a different state
of things than that which now existed. The



decision of the Supreme Court had not then
been made. The effect of referring it to the
Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union was the same as laying it on the table.
He could not imagine how this House could
act on 1t without Interferring with the Judici-

ary and executive departments of the govern-
ment.



Mr. DODDRIDGE said he should vote in
favor of the proposition of the gentleman from
Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis. ] In the course
of three weeks we should learn whether the
mandate of the Supreme Court would be
obeyed. It would then be in the power of
the House take to up thesubject at any time.



Mr. CLAY said “the memorial was on its
face directed against the State of Georgia.—
It was due to ﬁle House, and to candor, to
state, that the State of Alabama was as much
involved in this matter as Georgia,—as was
also the State of Mississippi. hy was this
House called on at all? Have we officers
who are appointed to carry laws into effect?
Why is this inemorial presented on the first
business day, after the decision of the Su-
preme Court, which bas been so triumphantly
alluded to by the gentleman from Massachu-
setts {Mr. Adams]. Is Congress the -proper
department of the government to carry.‘laws



g

'mnic afio 1 n narafrand . A L_"‘.t:"""r_“
ist‘ﬂéfé"-’\)* ‘the E\,tn}femnn from Georgia { Mr.
'Clayto’ni of the necessity of exercising juris-
diction over the-Indian territory, he had per-
sonally witnessed the discharge of a murder-
er and a thief, at the same term of the Court,
for wantof jurisdiction. 'To prevent that ter-
ritory fromn being a harbor for out-laws, Ala-
bama was compelled to adopt similar mea-
sures to those of Georga.




Mr. DODDRIDGE enquired whether if
' was in order to go into this general range of
debate?

The SPEAKER said the question was de-
bateable, and gentlemen had been cautioned
to keep within the range prescribed by the
| question before the House.




" Mr. CLLAY said, he did not intend now to
zo into the general merits of the case. He
could not excuse himself from stating the ap-
plication of the views that had been thrown
out to the State of Alabama. Her Courtshad
convicted a white man for the murder of an
Indian, in consequence of herdaws which as-
sutned jurisdiction over the Indian territory,
and he had expiated his offence on the gellows.
Gentlemen coming from distant quarters of
the Union cannot appreciate the state of
things that exists in those States having In-

dian territories placed without the pale of the
lavy.



Mr. BURGES went at length into the
consideration of the relations between Geor-
gia and the United States, from the revolu-
tion to the present time, 1n which he expa-
tiated on the oblications that State was un-
der to the UniteﬁnStates, of which he said
her citizens could never be insensible. No
citizen, much less x« State, could ftreat the
opinions of the Supreme Court with con-
tempt. A Bedouin uvn the sands of Arabia
would treat the opinion of such a tribunal
with deference. He hoped the memorial

might po to the Committee of the Whole on
the State of the Union.



- Mr. STEWART did not rise to protract a
discussion which was calculated not only to
excite improper feelings here, but out of the
House. "To prevent further debate, he mo-
ved theVBrevious question.

Mr. ICKLIFFE enquired what the main
question would be, if the previous question
| was sustained.

'The SPEAKER replied, it would be whe-
ther the memorial should be referred to the
'Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union. ' ”

Mr. STEWART withdrew his motion at
| the request of




Mr. ADAMS, who wished to express his re-
orcet thatit was not in his power to accede to
tTne motion of his colleague [ Mr. Davis.] He
had not sought the presentation of the memo-
rial. Why it had uvot been sent to one
of the three gentlemen who represented the
city of New Yug*k on this loor, was prebably,
not from any disrespect to them, but on the
other hand to relieve them from a task which
was thought to be unpl easant to their feelings.
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It was not an agrceable one to himsﬁf.
But being called on without previous commu-
nication of his views—far though a letter had
been addressed to him, he had not found time
to answer it—he felt it his duty to give thé
memorial a direction which he thought most

reeable to the signers, by moving its refer-
ence to a Select Committee. He thought the
circumstances stated in the memorial requir-
ed action on the part of the House. ql‘he



Eentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Claytoh,)
ad  referred to the man tyrant whose
enormities, had ealled forth the splendid ef-
forts of the Roman orator. The exclamation
of the sufterer, in the case stated by Cicero,
was, ¢ I am a Roman citizen.”” Are not these
persons who are incarcerated by Georga,
equally-entitied to say, ¢ We are citizens of
the United States?’’ "Are not this. House- the
cuardians of thetfreedom of the citizens of the
zElniun."‘ He could not assent to the motion, be-
cause it.was substantially the same as laying
it upon the table.



Mr. WARD WELL said, his views on this
subject were somewhat different frem those he
heard expressed from any quarter. Ie had
regarded this matter with intense interest. He
had witnessed the excitement that prevailed
in many parts of the country, both in'and out
of the pulpit, in relation to the Missionaries
who had been convicted of a violation of the
laws of Georgia. They had been offered a
pardon—this -they refused-—they preferred
an appeal to the Supreme Court High cx-
citement had been created by public meetines.



‘Their friends had got up this memorial with
some view to the action of this House. But
had the decision of the Supreme Court heen
then known, he felt confident that many names
that were now upen it, would never have been
signed. KEvery thing necessary, has been
ncw done. ‘W’hy should this memonal
20 to g Select Committee? no steps can now
be taken, and it ought now to be laid on the
table. As sucha motmn would not be in or-
der, he should vote to send it to the Commit-
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union.—

It would then rest until it should be specially
called up.



‘The prévious question was then put and sus-
tained-——A yes, 90—Noes, 64.

Mr. WICKLIFFE called for a division of
the main question.

‘The first branch of the main question—
Shall the memnorial be committed?—was then

ut.

; Mr. ADAMS called for the Ayes and
Nays on this question, which were ordered,
(‘F‘WGIE as follows:



YEAS—DMessrs. Adams, C. Allan, Allison, Apple-
ton, Armstrong, Arnold, Babcock, Banks, N. Bar-
ber, Barringer, Barstow, I. C. Bates, J. Brnggs,
Bucher, Bullard, Burd, Burges, Cahoon, Chan-
dler, Choate, Collier, L. Condict, S. Condit,
E. Cooke, B. Cooke, Cooper, Corwin Coulter,
Urane, Crawford, Creighton, Daniel,-J. Davis, W,
R. Davis, Dearborn,” Denny, Dickson Doddridge,
Drayton, Duncan, Ellsworth, G. Evaus, J. Evans,
E. Everett, H. Everett, Fitzgerald, W. Hall, Heister,
Hodges, Hogan, . Hughes, Hunt, Huntington, lhrie,
Irvin, Jenifer, Kerr, Leavitt, Letcher, Marshall, Max-
well, McCarty, R. McCoy, MeKennan, Mercer, Mil-
ligan, Newton, . Pearce, Pendleton, Pitcher, Potts,
Randolph, J. Reed, Russel, Shepperd, Slade, Smith,
Southard, Stanbery, Stewart, Storrs, Taylor, J. Thom-
son, Tompkins, Tracy, Vance, Verplanck Vinton,
Washington, Watmough, Wilkin, Wheeler, E.
Whittlesey, F. Whittlesey, E. White, Wickliffe,
Williams, Young—96.



NAYS—Messrs. Adair, R. Allen, Anderson, An-
gel, Archer, Ashley, J. S. Barbour, Barnwell, J.
Bates, Beardsley, Bell, Bethune James Blair, John
Blair, Boon, Bouck, Bouldin, Branch, John Brodhead,
John C. Brodhead Cambreleng, Carr, Carson, Chinn,
Claiborne, Clay, Clayton, Coke, Connor, Daven-
por, Dayan, Dewart, Doubleday, Felder, Foster,
Gaither, Gordon, Griffiin, Harper, Hawes, Hawkins,
Holland, Horn, Howard, Isacks, Jarvis, Jewett, R. M
Johnson, Cave Johnsgon, C. C. Johnstun, Kavanagh
A. King, J. King, H. King, Lamar, Lansing, Le-
compte, Lent, Lewis, Lyon, Mann, Mardis, Mason,
W.. McCoy, McDuflie, McIntire, McKsy; T. R.
Mitchell, Muhlenberg, Newnan, Nuck , Paiton,
Picrson, Polk, E. C. Reed, Rencher,- Rm.nc, Root,
SOUJc. Spmg'ht, Stanﬂlfer, Stephens.. F. E f\?ﬁ]

"-"--—*-c-—'-—-r'*"""""‘h
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‘Wayne, Weeks, C. P. White,—93; " ..

‘he question to refer the memarial to the
Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union, was then carried without a count.

The House then adiourned.



