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The Union of the States never was a purely artificial and arbitrary relation. It began among the
Colonies, and grew out of common origin, mutual sympathies, kindred principles, similar interests, and
geographical relations. It was confirmed and strengthened by the necessities of war, and received
definite form and character and sanction from the Articles of Confederation. By these, the Union was
solemnly declared to 'be perpetual.' And when these Articles were found to be inadequate to the
exigencies of the country, the Constitution was ordained 'to form a more perfect Union.' It is difficult to
convey the idea of indissoluble unity more clearly than by these words. What can be indissoluble if a
perpetual Union, made more perfect, is not?
When, therefore, Texas became one of the United States, she entered into an indissoluble relation. All
the obligations of perpetual union, and all the guaranties of republican government in the Union,
attached at once to the State. The act which consummated her admission into the Union was something
more than a compact; it was the incorporation of a new member into the political body. And it was
final. The union between Texas and the other States was as complete, as perpetual, and as indissoluble
as the union between the original States. There was no place for reconsideration or revocation, except
through revolution or through consent of the States.
Considered therefore as transactions under the Constitution, the ordinance of secession, adopted by the
convention and ratified by a majority of the citizens of Texas, and all the acts of her legislature intended
to give effect to that ordinance, were absolutely null. They were utterly without operation in law. The
obligations of the State, as a member of the Union, and of every citizen of the State, as a citizen of the
United States, remained perfect and unimpaired. It certainly follows that the State did not cease to be a
State, nor her citizens to be citizens of the Union. If this were otherwise, the State must have become
foreign, and her citizens foreigners. The war must have ceased to be a war for the suppression of
rebellion, and must have become a war for conquest and subjugation.
The authority for the performance of the first had been found in the power to suppress insurrection and
carry on war; for the performance of the second, authority was derived from the obligation of the
United States to guarantee to every State in the Union a republican form of government. The latter,
indeed, in the case of a rebellion which involves the government of a State and for the time excludes
the National authority from its limits, seems to be a necessary complement to the former.

