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POWER OF CONGRESS
QOYER THE

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

A crviuzep commumity presupposes a government of law, If
that government be a republic, its citizens are the sole sources, as well
as the subjects of its power. Its constitution is their bill of directions to
thelr own agents—a grant authorizing the exercise of certain powers,
and prohibiting that of others. In the Constitution of the United
States, whatever clse may be obscure, the clause granting power to
Congress over the Federal District may well defy misconstruction.
Art. 1, Sec. 8, Clause 18 : “The Congress shall have power to exer-
cise exclusive legislation, i all cases ?ahatsuc-uer, over such Distriet,”
Congress may make laws fo; the DlStI‘lvct 3 _:'Ln all eases,” not of all kinds.
The grant respects the subjects of legislation, not the moral nature of
the laws. The law.making power every where, is subject to moral
restrictions, whether limifed by constitutions or not. No legislature
can authorize murder, nor make honesty penal, nor virtue a crime.
nor exact impossibilities. In these and similar vespects, the power of
Congress is held in check by principles existing in the nature of
things, not imposed by _Ehe Constitution, but presupposed and assumed
by ite rhg power Of_ C_ongre_ss over the District is restricted only by -
those principles that limit ordinary legislation, and
it has even wider scope,

In common with the legislatures of the States, Congress cannot
constitutionally pass ex post facto laws in eriminal cases, nor suspend
the writ of habeas corpus, nor pass a hill of attainder, nor abridge the
freedom of speech and of the press, nor invade the right of the people
T?L be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and cﬁ‘e.ctﬂ,. mau 1'3‘!“]“1’1
VS iespecting an establishment of veligion. These are generai i
L ongress canuot do these things any where: The (exact
5 5 55 4 ! Pk SR
HHpe therefol‘e, of the clause “in all cases whatsoever, 15 of all
subjects within he o it v S }ﬂ s of Jegislation.  SOMe. legisla.
fures are l'es*umincdir A 24 i gmi 0‘. . fhe exercise of powers
e T iy ¥ constitutions from e T al i
strictly within the PIOPer spheye of legislation. (longressi power

y i some respects,

over the District has no guep, vestraint. 1o traverses the ‘whole field
of legitimate legiﬁl_aLtiorl. All ?Ec ower which any itngS_l&ture has
within its own jurisdiction, g opess holds over the District of Co-
Tumbia. 2
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It has hee_l'l asserled that the clause jp question respects merely
police regulations, and that its sole design was to enable Congress to
protect liself against popular tumulss, But if the framers of the
CODS_Ututlon amed to provide for g single case only, why did they
provide for “ 477 cases whatsoever 7”7 Besides, this clause was oppos-
4 many of the state conventions, because the grant of power was
not restricted to police regulations alone. In the Virginia Convention,

corge Mason, the father of the Virginia. Constitution, said, ¢ This
tlause gives an unlimited authority in every possible case ywithin the

Istrict,  He .would willingly give them exclusive power as far as
respected the police and good government of the place, but he swould
give them no more.” Mv. Grayson said, that control over the police
}VﬁSI&H-sufﬁcient, and that the * Continental Congress never had an
Wea of exclusive legislation in all cases.” Patrick Henry said, «Is it
consistent with any principle of prudence or good policy, to grant
Unlimited, ynjounded authority 77 Mr. Madison said in reply : “] did
C0ceive that the clause under consideration was one of those parts
Whieh would speak its own praise, When any power is given, its de-
Jgation necessarily involves authority to make laws to execute it
T I T T powers which are found necessary to be given, are
therefore delegated generally, and particular and minute specification is
cUtothe legislature. * * * Ti iy not within the limits of human
Capacity to:delineate on paper all those particular cases and circuni-
Slances, in which legislation by the general legislature would be ne-
cessary.”  Governor Randolph said : “ Holland hasno ten miles gquare,
24 she hag the Hague where the deputies of the States assemble.

4t the influence whieh it has given the province of Holland, to have
e seat of government within its territory, subject in some respects to
its Control, hag been injurious to the other provinees. The wisdom of
.the_ O0ventjon is therefore manifest in granting to Congress exclusive
Wrisdiction gyer the place of their session,” [ Deb. Va. Con, p. 320.]
in the fol‘ty-third nuwmber of the ¢ Federalist,” My, Madison says : “The

Spensable necessity of complete authority at the seat of government,
Carries its gwn evidence with it.” ! ]

inallv, that the grant in question is to be interpreted accm‘dlng
to the chvious import of its terms, is proved by the fact, that Virginiy
PXopased 4y, amendment to the United States” Constitution at the time
of itg adoption, providing that thJs clause « sho_u]_d be so Constryg g4

10 give Power only over the pthe and good governmeny of sajd B
triet,” Which amendment wﬂ}S ?'8.??“9{"1‘ g -
B ; the clause under consideyqgj,,
shal] ha\?:“ml ‘pmte;efmise exclusive legislation, » iy QOngl‘qss
lop ower 12 «in all cases Whatsompe. 505 Sole Jurisdic.
of i, “"%. the latter paxt, *in all case e Tl Gefineg 1y o
and ‘si o \0ce; then, C_mgr(?sslls tlhf: [ ﬁzgtiele%ml&tmle Withm the I()algt’:;:?;f
latul'es,'? s power is limited only by Checks pq !

, ; Mnon to all legi,
Detent tét {ollows that what the law-making POWey o al legrs,

b g ®1ls Intrinsically o
40 any where, Congress 18 Competent to do il’?lﬂl(f%?‘_]}lg' C;Jm.
SIFICE of

]

Colunbia. Having disposed of preliminaries, we proceed to state and
.u.céuc the real question af issue.
R4

Is THE LAW-MAKING POWER COMPETENT TO ABOLISH SLAVERY WHEN
NOT RESTRICTED IN THAT PARTICULAR BY CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS —
or; IS THE ABOLITION OF SLAVERY WITHIN THE APPROPRIATE SPHERE OF
LEGISLATION ? |

1. In every gavernment, absolute sovereignty exists sonm_cfec?-e. Tn
the United States it exists primarily with the people, and ':dﬂzmat_c sove.
reignty always exists with them. 1In each of the States, the legislature
possesses a represeniative sovereignty, delegated by the ]_JBOPk'J through
the Constitution—the people thus committing 1o the legislature a por-
uon of their sovereignty, and specifying in their constitutions the
amount of the grant and its conditions. That the people in any state
where slavery exists, have the power to abolish it, none will deny, If
the legislature have not. the power, it is because the people have re-
served it to themselves.’ Had they lodged +ith the legislature “pow.
er to exercise exclusive legislation in all easos whatsoever,” they
would have parted with thelr sovereignty over the legislation of the
State, and so far forth, the legislature would have become' the people,
clothed with all their functions, and as such competent, during the con.
tinuance of the grani, to do whatever the people might have done he-
fore the surrender of their power : consequently, they would have the
power to abolish slavery. The sovereignty of thg .Dr'fstrmt. of Colgmbia
exists somewhere—where is it lodgad 7 The citizens of the District
nave no legislature of their own, no representation n Congress, and
no political power whatever. _Maryland and Vll‘g].‘l'll:d. hiave surren.
dered to the United States their & full and absolute right and. entire
covereignty,” and the‘pec‘)ple of the Umtcd‘ States have committeq to
Congress by the Constitution, the power to ¢ exercise exclusive legisla-
tion in all cases whatsoever over such District. o

Thus, the sovereignty of the Dlstrmt of Calumbt_a, is shown g reside
solely in the Congress of the United States ; and since the powey of the
people of a state t0 abolish slavery within their own limits, results frop,
their entire sovereignty ¥ m.hm ‘that state, iy the power of Congl‘ess to
abolish slzwefy in the DL?}tl‘lCt, resultsi from its entire soverelgnty Wwithin
the District. If it be objected that (10“51'955_ can have no morg Dower
over the District, than was held by the legislatures of Maryland anq
Virginia, we ask what clause of tllle coinstEtthlc;il g;'&(ig&tes the power
of Congress by the standard Of_t}OSf% egislatires?  Was the United
States’ constitution worked 1nto ifs .p__lesenr} Shap(:) under the measuring
line and square of Virginia and Malylandl. and is its power to be by,
elled down till it can run in the grooves of state legislation ? They

. b . e ig

a deal of prating about constitutional power over the Distriet, 5
;:lhourrh Congress were indebted for it to Maryland angd Virginia, -Tllm
= =4 = -

vers of those states, whether prodigies or nullitics, haye
oY :

: nothing i, .
ith the question. As well thrust inthe powers of the (2 Sl
W

vand Lapy, to
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,lg}lllilcissue.upon, or .twi_st papal _bulis into constitutional tcthcr,. }&'1}]1
! to curb congressional action. Tar Constirution or THE UNI-
E;D‘SF‘ATES gives power to Congress, and tukes it away, and @ a@r;.
aryland and Virginia adopted the Constitution  defore they ceded to
ﬂ.]e United States the territory of the District. By their acts of ces-
s1om, they abdicated their own sovereignty over the District, and thus
made room for that provided by the United States’ constitution, which
Sovereignty was to commence as sool as a cession of territory by
states, and its aceeptance by Congress, furnished a sphere for its ex-
ercise. That the abolition of slavery is within the sphere of legisla-
tion, argue.

2. FroM THE FACT, THAT SLAVERY, AS A LEGAL SYSTEM, 1S THL
CREATURE oF LEGISLATION. The law, by creating slavery, mot only
affirmed its ewistence to be within the sphere and under the control of
egislation, but also, the conditions and terms of its existence, and the
Question whether or not it should exist. Of course legislation would
00t trayel out of its sphere, in abolishing what is within it, and what had
een recognized to be within it, by its own act. Cannot .Iegmk_‘l_ﬂumﬁ
repeal their own laws? If law can take from a man his rights, 1t '0?11"-‘
give them back again. If it can'say, “your b,?dylfbf’gogif ;?111‘{1? <
neighbor,” it can say, “if belongs to yourseif- ; }11is Maler, and
man’s right to himself, held by express gravt e it not annul the
can create for another an ariificial title to Dim, Gaillh' nself by his

artificial title, and leave the original owner fo hold hims
Original title ? ;
§, THE ABOLITION OF SUAVERY HAS ALWAYS BEENI COﬁtSI]ﬁrIg;
WITHIN w1 APPROPRIATE SPHEKE OF LEGIsLaTiON. A g ey
civilized nation has abolished slavery by law. The h.lsmlyt?nor?y to
tion Singe the revival of letters, is a record crowded w1t1h_ tis 110 ol gs
the Universally admitted competency of the I&W-mﬂ‘:n‘:’otl?absolute
aholigh slavery. It is so manifestly an at_tr;bute lflo}t1 m:;mgetency ra
Sovereigniy, but even of ordinary 18%1518,?,1011;. thlzf; écz o ong the legal
gislature to exercise if, may qu nigh be rec }-‘the dark ages was uct

ioms of the civilized world. _]é;lven the night o g
ark apouoh to malke this mvisible. : sland was passed
. The ﬁﬂition decree of the great com‘:m.; ?falllﬂiall?e English Pslaves
1109, s memorable Irish Qecrey tx?ci ated and Sostarod o
I the wigle of Irelands be_lmmeqmely e Slfgverv in England was
thelr foney Tiberty,” Was fssuigd in. 1171 OIAVERY 1D ERIANG WS
Sboliy lt"(]n?l- : ;e};m_al charter of emancipation in 1381 P‘f‘tSﬁ{ﬂi’a’_
ovey Il{ﬂ]’]‘ iy iltrfwes of the abolition of'_ slavery }Jy law, hoth _cll.u'}ng
e middh{ .dl:::gb and since the re;ibrnmttog,‘ we find them mul_tlply_ilr}g
RWQ &Ppl'og(;ia our owi 68, . In I'be s[m;el'}' was u.bohisl;GE m
ang "2 by spogial cdict. 10 St. Domingo, Cayenne, Gl‘-w:“}o}llj?'
eman tiNique, in 1794, where more  than 600,000 &2 ‘C[Sj ‘-vTJl.G
1815 pated by the Trench government, InJava, g ]r(l] 1 Bqu{'!’
1897 | 1:11 ,Fh‘u,-n'[ 5 Ayres, 18165 1 St. Helena, 1819 ; 1 ‘D amae
¥R the Congress of Chili in 1821 ; in Cope Colony, 1823 ;

1

{1z
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in Malacea, 1825; in the southern provinces of Birmaly, 1826 in Bo.
livia 1826 ; in Pery, Cluatemala, and Monte Video, 1828; in Jamaiex,
Javbados, the Bermudas, the Bahamas, Anguilla, Mauritis, St. Chuis.
tophers, Nevis, the Virgin lslands, (British), Antigua, Montserrat,
Dominica, St. Vincents, Grenada, Berbice, T'obago, St. Lucla, Trinidad,
Honduras, Demerara, Essequibo and the Cape of Good Hope, on the 1st
of August, 1834, But waving details, suffice it to say, that England,
France, Spain, Portugal, Denmark, Russia, Austria, Prussia, and
Germany, have all and often given their testimony to the competency
of the legislative power to abolish slavery. In our own country, the
Legislature of Pennsylvania passed an act of abolition in 1780, Con.
necticut in 1784 ; Rhode Island, 1784 ; New-York, 1799 ; New-Jersey,
in 1804; Vermont, by Constitution, in 1777 ; Massachusetts, in 17803
and New-Hampshire, in 1784.
; “;1191}1:1:? C‘:‘mPEt'?lrlCY of tlTG: law.making power to abolish slavery
as thus been 1ecog}11aed every where and for ages, when it has been
Eaml_aodled in the hzghcs?t precgdenta, and celebrated in the thousand
Jubilees of regenerated liberty, is it an achievement of modern discov.

ery, that such a power is a nullity ?—that all these acts of abolition are
void, and that the millions disenthralled by them, are, either themseives

or their posterity, still legally in bondage?

4. LEGISLATIVE POWER HAS ABOLISHED SLAVERY IN ITS PARTS. The
law of South Carolina prohibits the working of slaves more than fifteen
hours in the twenty-four, In other words, it takes from the slaveholder
his power over nine hours of the glave’s time daily; and if it can take
uine hours it may talke twenty-four. The laws of Georgia. prohibit the
working of slaves on the flrst day of the week ; and if they can do it
for the first, they can for the six following. The law of North Caroling
prohibits the “immoderate” correction of slaves. If it has power to

yohibit Zmmoderale correction, it can prohibit moderate correction—qj;
correction, which would be virtual emancipation; for, take from, th;e\
master the power to infliet pain, an‘d he is master no longer, :
to ply the slave with the stimulus of fear, and he is free.

The Constifution of Mississippi gives the General Assemb] ower
to make laws “10 oblige ﬂ}C owners of slaves to ireat them with Fumen.
iy.”  The Constitution of Missouri has the same clause, and ay add;
tional one malsing it the DUTY of the legislature to pass such laws ag gy
be necessary to Secure the humane treatment of the slaves, Tfl‘l-.“
grant 1o those legislatures, empowers them to decide what s anq 1 ;
% not “humane treatment.” Otherwise it gives no « POW(-:r”—‘itl[m
clause is mere waste paper; and flouts in the face of a hefoolaq legi -11e
ture. A clause giving power to require “humane treatment” cgl_&' "‘}'
all the particulars of such treatment—gives power to exact j¢ i‘fels‘f
rgspguis——-regz_a.a:iﬂg certain acts, alnfl prohibitin ¢ athiovs 0 alf
branding, cha,n‘nng together, separating families, ﬁoggingg for 1 Ming,
the alphabet, for reading the Bible, for worshiping God aeg ‘ea],rnmg
(_:On:gcj_ence-—-ﬂ'le legksl_ature has power to Speciﬁr éﬂ(},h of i Oldmg to
deelare that it is not “ hamane treatment,” and Proga: 998 Aotpe

IBIT 1. —The legis.

Cease
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l,‘r_i[ul.'e may also belicve (hat driving men and women into tho field, and

i?tf’f%‘oilgtlf[tt :;0 “"ﬁlikl Withot‘,tl pay, i-'s'”not “ humane i:l‘[‘,ilt!'ﬂ?nt-” flfld

tl'ea_tt;m;m”__fj OHEEL y Jomd “to oblige masters to practise ‘ht_lmLmI:r

Wi = ey have the power to prohibit such treatment, and arc

0 o 1g,
m

3 The law of Louisiana makes slaves real estate, prohibiting the hold-

er, 1f e be also g fang holder, 1o separate them from the soil* If it

W8 pawer 1o prohibit the sale without the soil, it cant prohibit the sale
'.“'Efffi_li; and if it can prohibit the sale as property, it can prohibit the

‘Jf’ ding as Property.  Similar laws exist in the French, Spanish, and

Otluguese colonies.  The law of Louisiana requires the master 1o
gve his slaves a certain amount of food and clothing. If it can oblige
the magter to give the slave one thing, it can oblige him to give him
another : if food and clothing, then wages, liberty, his own body. By
the Jays of Connecticut, slaves may receive and hold property, and
Prosecuie suits in their own name as plaintiffs : [This last was also the
AW of Vivginia in 1795. See Tucker’s « Dissertation on Slavery,” p.
73.] There were also laws making marriage contracts legal, in certain
Contingencies, and punishing infringements of them, [« Reeve’s Law of

aron and Femme,” p, 34021, '

Bach of the Jaws enumerated above, does, i principle, abolish slave-
Yy and all of them together abolish it in fact, True, not as a whole,
and at g stroke, nor all in one place ; but in its parts, by piecemeal, at

'ers times and places; thus showing that the abolition of slavery is
Within the boundary of legislation. .

In the « Washington (D. C.) City Laws,” page 188, is “ Ax Acr to
Prevent horses from being cruelly beaten or abused.” Similar laws
lave beap passed by corporations in many of the slave states, and
throughe e the civilized world, such acts arc punishable either as viola-

18 of common law or of legislative enactments, If a legislature can
Pass lawg a4 prevent horses from being cruelly abused,” it can pass
WS to prevent men from being eruelly abused, and if it can prevent
“Xel abuge, it can define wlat & ¢s. It can declare that to make men
H-o;k Withowt pay is cruel abuse, and can Promm it

Vpo. “HE COMPETENGCY OF THE LAW-MAKING POWER 7O ABOLISH SL4.
DIERY, HAS BEEN RECOGNIZED BY ALL THE SLAVEHOLDING STATES, EITHER
RE

o CPLY QR BY IMPLICATION. Some States récogpize it I their Cgy,.
mmh%, by giving the legislature power to emancipate such slayes ¢
E’lﬂy “have rendered the state some distinguished service,” apq others
gl _I?“‘In'es:‘g prohibitory restrictions. The Co.nstltutlﬂn of Mississipp;,

= rtsas, and other Statés, restrict the power of the legislatuy

v e _ € 1n this
niipufi‘f . Why this express pl‘Of;r‘l}Jlt.lUl?, lIf t}ie law-makn.lg -y
ol stately farce indeed, i o : '
- sh slavery 7 A stately fare ed, with appropriate pites to
i o —— _H_____________‘“
of IF TEiniy . et

iy ade slaves real estate by 2 1aw pasgeq 1 jmox T

bably 3P 98, d ghver 1ﬂ(uh crecit'ijf: time p.-h sed in 170, Beverly’s Hisj,

Stgap. Bl Yip o 50 RO find the prt 1 When this law was repealed, pro-

tWen(y (i Ming gm)l];a became the chief slave breeqey. o) colion-growing gng

v !mr} Y, and made youlg men gy women “ from fifiecn 1o
“1 Staple production of fhe State,
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induet into the Constitution a special clause, for the express purpose of
restricting a nonentity 1—to take from the la“:-makmg power what it
never hed,- and ‘what cannol pertain to it! The legmlatmjes of those
States have no power to abolish slavery, Slmpl;y because thelr Constitu.
tions have expressly taken away that power. The people qf Arkansas,
Mississippi, dec. well knew the competency of the law.making power to
abolish slavery, and hence their zeal to restrict it. ; _

The slaveholding States have recognised this power in their Zaws.
Virginia passed a law in 1786 to prevent the importation of Slaves, of
which the following is an extract: “ And be it further enacted that
every slave imported into this commonwealth contrary to the true in.
tent and meaning of this act, shall'upon such Importation become free.
By a law of Virginia, passed Dec, 17, 1792, a slave brought into the
state and kept zhere @ year, was free.  The Maryland Court of Appeals,
Dec., 1813 [case of Stewart vs, Oales,] decided that a slave owned in
Maryland, and sent by his master into Virginia to work at different
periods, making one year in the whole, became free, being emancipated
by the abovelaw. N orth Carolina and Georgia'in their acts of cession,
transferring to the United States thg territory now constituting the
States of Tennessee, Alabama and Mississippl, made it a condition of
the grant, that the provisions of the 01'dinance_ of 87 fshould be secured
to the inhabitants, with the exception of the sixth amcze_ which prokibits
slavery ; thus conceding, both the competency of law to abolish slavery,
and the power of Congress to do i, wn.h‘m its Jurxschctlop. {These acts
show the prevalent belief at that time, in the Islavgholdj_ng Stetes; that
the general government had adopted a line of policy aiming at the ex-
clusion of slavery from the entire territory of the United States, not
included within the original St_ates, and that this policy would be pur-
sued unless prevented by specific and formal stipulation. )

Slaveholding States have as-‘_sertpd this power @ fheip Judicial deci-
sions. In numerous cases their highest courts have decided that if the
4l owner of slaves takes them into those States where slavery has

%egetn abolished either by law or by ﬂmpons;itu_tiou, such removal eman-
cipates them, such lasw or ?On-St.lmuon aho{mhlng their slavery. . This
prineiple is ﬁssel"-e_a ey {ems,l-m} Og the Supreme Court of Louisiana,
Lunsford vs, Coquillon, e Mﬂltl.n = MamRepy 401.  Also by the Su.
preme Court of Virginia, Hunter b Fuleher, 1 Leigh’s Reps, 179,
The saine doctrine was laid down by _Iudgr—;’ Washington, of the 1J, §.
Sup. Court, Butler vs. Hopper, 'Wasl_nngton; C. C. Reps. 508 ; also,
by the Court of Appeals in Kentucky, Rank}n,v& Liydia, 2 Marshall’s
Reps. 407; see also, Wilson o5 Ishell, 5 Call’s Reps. 425, Spotts vs.
Gillespie, 6 Randolph’s Reps. 566. The State vs, Lasselle, 1 Black.
ford’s Reps. 60, Marie L_OU-{S? vs. Mariot, 8 La. Reps. 475, In thig
case, which was tried in 1836, the slave had been‘taken by her atas
to France and brought back ; Judge Matthews, of the Supreme Court
of Louisiana, decided that vesidence for one moment” under the oy
of France emancipated her.
6. Emmant STATESMEN, THEMSELVES SLAVEHOLDERS, HAVR
ois powER,  Washington, ina letter to Robeyt Morris, A
£)

~

! CONCEDED
pril 12, 1786,
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says : “There is not a man living, who wishes more asincerely than {
do, to see a plan adopted for the abolition of slavery ; but thereis only
one proper and effectual mode by which it can be accomplished, and
that is by legislative authority.” In a letter to Lafayette, May 10,
1786, bhe says : “It (the abolition of slavery) certainly might, and as-
suredly ought to be effected, and that too by Zegislative authority.” In
a letter to John Fenton Mercer, Sept. 9. 1786, he says: “ It is among
my first wishes to see some plan adopted hy which slavery in this
country may be abolished by faw.” In a letter to Sir John Sinelair, he
fays: “There are in Pennsylvania, laws for the gradual abolition of
slavery, which neither Maryland nor Virginia have at present, bu_t which
uothing is more certain than that they must have, a.nc_l :at a perlad_ not
Temote,”  Jefferson, speaking of movements in the Virginia Legisla-
ture in 1777, for the passage of a' law emancipating the slaves,
says: “The principles of the amendment were agreed on, that is to
88y, the freedom of all born after a certain day ; but it was found
that the public mind would not bear the proposition, yet the day is not
far distant when it must bear and adopt #.”—Jefferson’s Memoirs,
V. L p. 36, It is well known that Jefferson, Pendleton, Mason,
Wythe and Lee, while acting as a ‘commitice of the Virginia House
of Delegates to revise the State Laws, prepared a plan for the gra-
ual emancipation of the slaves by law. These men were the great
lights of Virginia. Mason, the aothor of the Ylvglma Cg:msyn.ution.
Pendleton, the President of the memorable Virginia Convention in 1 18'{,
and President of the Virginia Court of Appeals; Wythe was the Black-
Stone of the Virginia bench, for a quarter of a century Chancellor of the
tate, the professor of law in the University of William and Mary,
and'the preceptor of Jefferson, Madison, and Chief Justice Marshall, He
as the aythor of the celebrated remonstrance to the English House
>t Yommong on the subject of the stamp act.  Asto Jefferson, his namé
18 hig biOgraphy. v
andvei?‘ slaveholding member of Congress from the States %ffgra{fl:;
colef... 1ginia, North and South Caroling, and Georgia, vote i
. ““brated ordinance of 1787, which abofished the slavery t_hen' T >
o Re Norvthwest Territory. Patrick Henry, in his well known etter
i C'hert Pleasants of Vireini Ta 3 B’ 1,‘#73 LENER wl .bG]lEVbQ
2 time g e an e sty o L el o abolish this
lameppyy . ©OMe When an opportunity will be offered to @
ootable evil WL : ; wdyvocated the abo-
lition otil‘ e evil.”  William Pinkney, of Maryland, advocat
ther I‘r’[ai?;ery by law, in the legislature of that State, In ,{L}TSQ. L.
and fn s rem-g‘ed the same measure both in the Fede:a,l onvelltl?n,
a“("ker, of port to the Legislature of Maryland. In 1796, St. George

L Irginia, professor of lyw 2 iversity of William and
By, a ersl
Sy’ 2 Jude of the oo of law in the University

Sy, uy eneval . ished a dissertation on
Yo 28ing the: aholition Lo puh) .

Yohy : of slavery by Jmw. - _
E:: 9 f!\&:g;;oﬁ};;leamg‘?xm'k was ;gﬁ g, slave State, and bimself in
ton ¢ 2 made g o otic? from Spain, in 1786,  An excellent

b o Slaye 2 OI[‘ the Pennsylygpia one, for'the gradual aboli.

co?::‘;{;tlse’ and T me 0 your 1‘3%1551&{111'6, I would present a bill for

SRS Bey mnmhn\-r:fwm‘ Cease maving it till it-became a law, ov
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Governor Tompkins, in a message to the Legislature of New.
January 8, 1812, said: “To devise the means for the
ultimate exterimination from amongst us of slavery, isa w.
representatives of a polished and enlightened nation.”

The Virginia Legislature asserted this power in1832. At the close
of a month’s debate, the following proceedings were had. T extrant
from on: editorial article in the Richmond Whig, Jan. 26, 1839,

“The report of the Select Commuttee, adverse to legislation on
the subject of Abolition, was in these words: Resolved, as the opinion
of this Committee, that it is INEXPEDIENT FOR THE PRESENT, to make
any legislative enactments for the abolition of slavery.” This Report
Mr. Preston moved to reverse, and thus to declare that it wag eXpe-
dient, now to make legislative enactments for the abolition of slayery,
Thus was meeting the question in its strongest form. It demangdaq
action, and immediate action. On this proposttion the vote wag 58 to
73, Many of the most decided friends of abolition voted againsy the
amendment, because they thought public opinion not sufficiently pre.
pared for it, and that it might prejudice the cause to move too rapidly_
The vote on Mr. Witcher’s motion to postpone - the whole subject
indefinitely, indicates the true state of opmion in the House. Thay
was the test question, and was so intended and proclaimed by its mover,
That motion was negatived, 7L to 60; showing a majority of 11, who
by that vote, declared their belief that at the proper time, and in the
proper mode; Virginia ought to commence a system of gradual aboli.
tiom.™ ;

7. Tue ConerEsS OF THE UNITED STATES HAVE ASSERTED Tgyg
eowsR. The ordinance of ’87, declaring that there should be ¢ Deithey
slavery mnor involuntary servitude,” in the North Westérn Tel'ritory
abolished the slavery then existing there. The Sup: Court of Missigj
sippis [Harvey vs. Deck_er, Wa_lker’s Mi. Reps. 36,] declared thyg the
ordinance of ’87 emancipated the slaves then held there: In thig de.
cision the question is argued ably and at great length, The Sy reme
Court of La. made the same decision in the case of Forsyth vs, Nagh
4 Martin's La. Reps. 385. The same doctrine was laid dowy 1
Judge Porter, (late United States Senator from La.,) in his decisiog o
the March term of the La. Supreme Court, 1830, Merry vs. Chexna;.
der, 20 Martin’s Reps. 699. - Ll

That the ordinance abolished the slavery then existing the
shown by the fact, that persons holding slaves in the territory Petition
ed for the repeal of the article abolishing slavery, assigning that o5 -
reason..  “The petition of the citizens of Randolph ang 8¢ CT i
counties in the Illinois country, stating that they were in Dosse * ol
slaves, and praying the repeal of that act (the 6 artiole of t?lsmn of
nance of '87) and the passage of a law legalizing slaye, ?Ol'dln
[Am, State papers, Public Lands, v. 1. p. 69.] m{’m‘e“ ‘Y there
ordinance before the‘Umted States’ Constitution Was b&dr; tPélss.ed this
derived all its author@y fgom the artieles of Confe ©
{erred powers oi. lttllgml]%?ct,:liiﬂ njim'% 1'e-§t1‘lqted than those .
0 Congress gver the Jhstrict and Territories b}.- the Ul‘!ite

York,
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Constitution, Now, we ask, how does the Constitution * ebridge the
powers which Congress possessed under the articles of confederation?
e abolition' of the slave trade by Congress, in 1808, is another
allqn of the competency of legislative power to abolish slavery-
¢ African slave trade has become such a mere technic, in common
parl_anee, that the fact of its being proper slavery is overiooked. The
buying and selling, the transportation, and the horrors of the middle
Passage, were mere incidents of the slavery in which the victims were
held, ™ T et things be called by their own names. When Congress
abolished the African slave trade, it abolished SLAVERY—supreme
slavef}“——power frantic with license, trampling a whole hemisphere
scathed with jts fires, and running down with blood. True, Congress
did not, in the abolition of the slave trade, abolish @/ the slavery
Wllhln its jurisdiction, but it did abolish all the slavery in one part
of its jurisdietion. - What has rifled it of power to abolish slavery in
ff?lothcr part of its jurisdiction, especially in that part where it has
exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever 1
8. Tee CONSTITUTION OF THE UnNITED STATES RECOGNIZES TIIS
POWER BY THE MOST CONCLUSIVE IPLICATION. In Att. 1, sec. 2, clause
L, it prohibits the abolition of the slave trade previous to 1808 : thus
mplying ‘the power of Congress to do it at once, but for the restric-
Hon; and its power to do it unconditionally, when that vestriction
Ceased.. Again; In Art. 4, sec. 2, “No person held to service or
iz'ﬂor in one state under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall
Saj%nseq_uence_ of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from
Vem?f}:vw.e or labor.” This clause was inserted, as all admit, to pre-
o Sta?elun%?rag slave from being emancjpnted_ by the laws of the
ﬂtituﬁonaf' "-dt ese laws had no power to emancipate, why this con-
o Mo o7 the dans
]uri‘st.‘i that framed the o

Hlustr,

wise, was the testimony -of the eminent
theiy public . Constitution, to thfa existence of the power, and
WPropriate Pl{loc‘ amation, that the abolition of slavery was within the
IS righefi) sphere of legislation. The right of the owner to that which
! ecﬂﬂnizyegrlupgﬂy’ 1s founded on g principle of untversal law, and
18, by {?ene : la.n protected by all eiyilized nations ; property 1n slaves
 ingeyy; ral consent, an exceplion ; henee slaveholders insisted upon
might Eleeon of this clause in the United States’ Constitution, that they
Withhe]q ]Laﬂ‘e lby an express Provision, that from swwhich protection is
manding, th% e a_cl_inowledged principles of universal law.* By de-
% Provision, slaveholdeys consented that their slaves should

* The
ﬂ\?es hta faefi. that uinday the
- pte?mw s aped intg free st

itrtiules of Confgderal'ioli, Slllﬂveholijders, wlﬁose
2 dtes, had g al power 10 lorce them bacl,—
m“dﬁnr"'“,“?dﬂ.‘trﬁen%Fo“’ﬂl‘ 10 recover, }0)}-1 i,gi::)lc(f,-s of 1aw, their slaves who es-
Phich i, él?thh'ﬁ“},C1‘icau States gr to Enrope—the case already
Do Oy Ander mgrﬁi?e Court of Louisiang decided, that residence *fyy
Fos 800 r&:'l"‘f:' Cwig 3 oL LTaNCe emancipated an American slave—ije
X l‘ﬁ({hby the ) :1}011}1(51-, Wi ;n-_ and John's peps 56, where the slave of g &,
et ‘“&Ssm-%;,';m} S Oi?ight him to papyland in 93, Was pronounced

‘ s that by i C‘_l-‘lm"ls"“,iil‘e ilnetrations of the 301‘3110\}1(:(139:1

" ONSENt of the ojvilized world, and on the prin-
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not be recognized as property by the United States’ Constitution, and
hence they found their claim, on the fact of their being “persons,
held to service.

9. CONGRESS HAS UNQUESTIONABLE POWER TO aDOPT THE Conmrox
Law, AS THE LEGAL SYSTEM, WITHIN 17§ EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION.—-
This has been done, with certain restrictions, in most of the States,
either by legislative acts or by constitutional Jmpyicatiun. TEE cou.
JON LAW ENOWS No SLAVES. Its principles annihilate slavery whey.
ever they touch it, ¥t is a universal, unconditional, abolition act,
Wherever slavery is a legal system, it is so only by statuic law,
and in_violation of the common law. The declaration of Lord Chief
Justice Holt, that, “by the common law, no man can have property
in another,” is an acknowledged axiom, and based upon the well
known common law definition of property. “The subjects of domin.

and

ion or property are things, as contra-distinguished from persens.” Lt

Congress adopt the common law in the District of Columbia, and
slavery there is abolished. . Congress may well be at home 1n com- -
mon law legislation, for the common law 1is the grand element of t}]g
United States’ Constitution. ~All its fundamental provisions are in.
stinct with its spirit; and its existence, principles, and paramount au.
thority, arc presupposed and assumed throughout the whole. The
preamble of the Constitution plants the standard of the_C_ommon Lu)v
immovably in its foreground. We, the people of the U nited States, in
order to msTABLISH JUSTICE, &c., do ordain and establish this Qonstltu-
tion;” thus proclaiming devotion to JUSTICE, as _thc controlling mg.
tive in the organization of the Government, and its secure establish.
ment the chief object of its aims. By this most solemn recognition,
the common law, that grand legal embodyment of “justice”. and fuy,.
damental right—was made the groundwork of the Constitntion, apq
intrenched behind its sirongest munitions. The second clause of See,
9, Art. 1; Sec. 4, Art. 2, and the last clause of Sec. 2, Art, g
with Articles 7, 8, 9, and 13 of the Amendn}cpts, are _also ex.
press recognitions of the common law as the presiding Genius of the
Constitution. T ol i

By adopting the ecommon _lm'f w1thm’ its exclqswe Ji]TlSletlIOD Con.
gress would carry out the [)L‘Ipc-lples of our glorious Declaration, ang
follow the highest precedents in our national history and jurisprudeneg,
It is a political maxim as old as civil legislation, that laws shoy]q ba
strictly homogeneous with the principles of the government whogg vy
they express, embodying and carrying them out—being indeeq the
principles themselves, in preceptive form—representatives alil
pature and power of the G'rove1-13me.nt—--statl1dn'lg llustratiopng of its
genius and spirit, while they proclaim and enforce its authoyi

ty. 7
needs be fold that slayery mekes wax wpon the principles of t%& Whop

; (e}
e of the

W ™ ORI e O MO . iy Decly.

e

ciples of universal law, L 1 are mot “property,” and thyy Whenever } )

coperty undet law, itis only by posilive legislative acts, forcibly sor, 1eld g
ihe law of nature, the common law, and the principles of !ln{"tr"-a':hl g agiqe
right between main and man,—principles pavamount to Al T g A8

tice
QUre Lt WES T 1 T wr o € and
alone, law derives its intrinsic authoritalive sanction, aw, and fram which
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pirit of the Constitution, and that these and the princi.
Plffs P_f fh_e common law gravitate towards each other with irrepressible
ilﬁmltl_f-JS, and mingle inio one? The common law came hither with
our pllgr:m fathers ; it was their birthright, their panoply, their glory,
and their song of rejoicing in the house of their pilgrimage. It
covered them in the day of their calamity, and their trust was under
the shadow of its wings. From the first settlement of the country, the
gens of our institutions and our national spirit have claimed it as a
C0mmon possession, and exulted in it with a common pride. A centu-
I¥ ago, Governor Pownall, one of the most eminent constitutional
Jurists of colonial times, said of the common law, “In all the colonies
the common law is received as the foundation and main body of their
law,” Iy the Declaration of Rights, made by the Continental Con.
gress at ils first session In ’74, there was the following resolution ;
“Resolved, That the respective colonies are entitled to the common
law of England, and especially to the great and inestimable privilege
of being tried by their peers of the vicinage according to the course
of that law.” Soon after the organization of the general government,
Chief Justice Ellsworth, in one of his decisions on the bench of
the U. 8. Sup. Court, said: “The common law of this country
femains the same as it was before the revolution.” Chief Justice
Marshall, in his decision in the case of Livingston wvs. Jefferson,
said; « When our ancestors migrated to America, they brought with
them the common law of their native country, so far as it was appli-
cable to their new situation, and I do not conceive that the revolution
‘any degree changed the relations of man to man, or the law which
Tegulates them, In breaking our political connection with the parent
State, we did not break our connection with each other.” [Hall’s
E,wJJGy rnal, mew series.] Mr. Duppnccau, in his # Dissertation on
b clélr';gdmu?n _Of _C?.UTtS in the United States,” says, ‘_‘I consider
L Imon ﬂi"" of ]i‘i“glﬂlld the jus commune: of the United Sta:]G;;
law of Enc?%dﬂy 1t down as a correct principle, that the C?XI’L oy

s gq tcill ) ast_it was at the time of the Decla:ratlu_:ufl zountr
o ontinues to be ' the national law of this iy tﬁ’ ’
madiﬁcatiu;s l?t 'gg)&lshcz}ble‘ o our present state, an(} Slggff hr{)ﬂf :_
Chtury.? Chief J ‘_1ecuvc_*.d here in the course of 1 d.«y‘ -
the Ege ¢ 1e1 Justice Taylor of North Carolina, in his SEAIOHL
S a.o1 the State vs, Reed, in 1828, Hawkes’ N. C. Reps. 454,
the = aw of paramouns obligation to the statute, was violated by
firmeq 3.0 —COMMON LAY, founded upon the law of nature, and con-
i reqg, . fe¥elation.”  The legislation of the United States abounds
> principles of the common law, asserting their
Power, Sparing details, of which our pational

ration, and the s

1t

condition o 2 We illustrate inole inst It was made
of . MO of the S e by a single mstance. 3 :
Stagzl Y Jury ;imu{(slsmn of Louisiang, into the Union, that the right

of g EO¥ernmep ot 4 De secured to )l her eitizens,—the United
Hayommon J, -+ employing igg power to enlarge the jurisdiction

N8 show t}:n this sts great l‘epresmtaﬁve.
At the abolition of slavery is within the eompe-
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tency of the law-making power, whel} unrestricted by constitutional
provisions, and that the legislation of Congress over the District i5
thus unrestricted, its power to abolish slavery there is established W
aveue it further, from the fact that,

0. SLAVERY NOw EXISTS IN THE DISTRICT BY AN ACT OF Coneress,
In the act of 16th July, 1790, Congress _acqcpted portions of territory
offered by the states of Maryland and Virgima, and enacted that the
laws, as they then were, should continue 1n force, ¢ until C_Ongl'ess
shall otherwise by law provide.” Under these laws, adopted by Con.
gress, and in effect re-enacted and made laws of the District, the slaves
there are now held, b o Hk Sashetl ;

Is Congress so impotent in its own  exclusive jurisdiction™ that it
cannot © otherwise by law provide ?” If it can say, what shall be
cousidered property, it can say what shall nof be considered property,
Suppose a legislature should enact that marriage contr.acts_should b? mere
bills of sale, making a husband the proprietor of his wxfg, as 1‘11&3 .bcma
fide property ; and suppose husbands should herd their wives I roves
for the market as beasts of burd_en,‘ or for the brothel as victims of
lust, and then prate about their inviolable legal property, ;:’nd deny
the power of the legislature, which stamped them “property,” to undo
its own wrong, and secure to Wives by law tEe vights of ht{man
beings. Would such cant about ¢legal rights” be heeded where
reason and justice held swey, and where law, based upon fundamen.
tal morality, received homage - If a frantic legislature pronounces
woman a chattel, has it no power, with returning reason, to take
back the blasphemy 1 TIs the impious edict irrepealable? Be it, that
with legal forms it has stamped wives ® waves.” Can no legislation
blot out the brand? Must the handwriting of Deity on human na.
ture be expunged for ever? Has 1aw no power to stay the erasing
pen, and tear off the scrawled label that covers up the miacz oF cop !

IL, THE POWER OF CONGRESS TO ABOLISH SLAVERY
IN THE DISTRICT HAS BEEN, TILL RECENTLY, UNL
VERSALLY CONCEDED.

I. Ir mas BEEN ASSUMED BY ConerEss rrserr.  The following re-
cord stands on the journals of the House of Representatives for 1804,
P. 225: « On motion made and seconded that the House do come to
the following resolution : ¢ Resolved, That from and after the 4th day
of July, 1803, all placks and people of color that shall be born ?mhuf{t
the District of Columbia, or whose mothers shall be the ]?IOPEIF_Y Ot
any PErSOn residing within the said District, shall be free; fic mates &
the age of —, and the females at the age of — The main questl?n
being taken that the Hoyse ions as originally pro.

do agree to said motl :
posed, 1t Was negatived hy q ;%Eiry of 46,7 Though the motion

was lost, it Was on the ground of " jgg alleged #nezpediency alone. In
the debate which preceded the yote, the power of Congress was con-
ceded.  In March, 1816, the House of Represg:ntsitw;s pas:_a.gd the fol.
lowing reselution et Resolved,_ That 2 con}l mﬁt% bb’. epp ?jli ted to in.
quive mto the existence of an inhuman and illegal traffic in slaves,
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carried on in apd through the Disiriet of Columbia, and to report
;Zﬁfffl' any and what measures axe necessary for putting @ stop 10 the
On the 9th of January, 1829, the House of Representatives passed
the following resolution by a vote of 114 to 66 :  Resolved, T'hat the
Committee or the District of Columbia, be instructed to inquire into
the ¢apediency of providing by Zaw for the gradual abolition of slavery
within the Distriet, in speh a manner that the interests of no individual
shall he Injured thereby.” Among those who voted in the affirmative
Were Messrs, Bamey of Md., Armstrong of Va., A, H. Shepperd of
N. C., Blair of Tenn., Chilton and Lyon of Ky., Johns of Del., and
others from slave states. ;
2.1t mas BEEN CONCEDED BY COMMITTEES OF Congress, oN THE

Disraior or Corvasia.—In a report of the committee on the District,
Jan. 11, 1837, by their chairman, Mr. Powell of Va., there is the fol-
Owing declaration :—* The Congress of the United States, has by the
Constitution exclusive jurisdiction over the District, and has power
Upon this subject (siavery,) as upon all other subjects of legislation, to
Exercise unlimited discretion.” Reports of Comms., 2d Sess. 19th
Cong. v. iv. No. 43. - Tn December, 1831, the committee on the Dis-
trict, Mr, Doddridge of Va., Chairman, reported, “ That until the zj.cl-
Joning statés act on the subject, (slavery) it would be (not unconstitu-
tiong} but) unwise and Impolitie, 1f not unjust, for Qongl'ess to inter-
fere,” In April, 1836, a special committee on abohtlor; memorials re-
Ported the following resolutions by their Chairman, Mr. Pinckney of
outh Carolina : “ Resolved, That Congress possesses no constitu-
Elonal authority to interfere in any way with the institution of slavery
n 21,1)’ of the states of this confederacy.” .
solved, That Congress ought not to inferfere in any way with
ol 2 the District of 00111111]{ii1-” “ Ought not to interfere,” ;‘E;;Et
GOH}:;QTFO]-dr?]g the phraseology of the first resolution, and t}imi i:d ot
ey ;1“115 £ © constitutional power. In a widely circulated s do.
hi ctors of the Charleston District,” Mr. Pinkney 1% e
= theed by his own constituents : « e has propo-‘-‘ed mae
& opoe 156 by th plain common sense of (e Vholo cOuTIT s
,SOncegs ! : ish slavery ir
'Brictezi‘l%rélég?&ﬁ?ngl395 has authority to abolish slavery ©

peti{iol;f fl-ms BEEN CONCEDED pv THE GITIZENS OF THE lDISTl?.IOT. A
near| e(ir the gradual abolition of slavery in the District, signed by
arcly o [Lewen hundrec_l of its citizens, was ppesen_tz_ad. to Cong_l"e':;s?
Ustigg Cl‘;mch J' 1Am0ﬂg the signers to this petition, were Chief
\ =3
%\?r 2 lapge ml;nhletrgcfvw Ness, J udge Morsel, Prof. J. M. Stau‘ght_ortls
ey Dickson, o N e‘o Ythﬂ most mnfluentia] inhabitants of the __U;st.uc:.
the It)he Signers ¢, thvilg Otk asserted op the floor of Congress 1 18;3%
tioneg et (3 ﬂccill?:étlonf_‘)“’{lei] more than half the IIJJJ’OP_GH} m
Tg S ¥ of this statement hag pever PEEIl ques:
'I“R]'_GT. WER .

H}Us ?
. BREE T
T‘le giang 'i,u;EEN CONCEDER BY @ranp JURIES OF THE DIS-
% of the CouRt:

Vv of Alexandria, at- the March

sla_\rery
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term, 1802, presented the domestic slave wade as a grievance, and
said, “ We consider these grievances qer_nandmg legistative redress.
Jan. 19, 1829, Mr. Alexander, of Virginia, presented a representatioy
of the grand jury in the city of Washiﬂgtog, remonstrating againg;
«any measure for the abolition of slavery within said District, unless
accompanied by measures for the ‘removal of the emancipated from
the same ;” thus, not only conceding the power to emancipate slayes,
but affirming an. additional power, that of excluding them whey Sree.
Journal H, R. 1828-9, p. 174,

4. THIS POWER HAS BEEN CONCEDED BY STATE LEGISLATURES. In
1828 the Legislature of Pennsylvania instructed their Senators in Con.
gress *to proeure, if practicable, the passage of a law to abolish gla.
very in the District of Columbia.” Jan. 28, 1829, the House of Ag.
sembly of New York passed a resolution, that their « Senators in Cop-
gress be instructed to make every possible exertion to effect the pag.
sage of a law for the abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbig »
In February, 1837, the Senate. of Massachusetts « Resolveﬁ!, That
Congress having exclusive legislation in the District of 'Colu'mbia, pos-
sess the xight to abolish slavery and the slave trade therein.” The
House of Representafives passed the following resolution at the same
gession : “ Resolved, That Congress having exclusive legislation ip

-the District of Columbia, possess the right to abolish slavery in saig

District.”?  November 1, 1837, the Legislature of _'Vc_rmont, “ Re_
solved that Congress have tl{e full pm?er_by the constitution to a:bol1s,-h
slavery and the slave trade in the District of Columbia, and in the
territories.” g

In May, 1838, the Legislature of Connecticut passed a_resolution
asserting the power. of Congress to _abolish slavery in the Distpriot of
Colambia. :

In January, 1836, the Legislature of South, Carolina “ Resolyeq,
That we should consider the aholition of Slavery in the District of Co-
lumbia as a violation of the rights of the citizens of that District de-
rived from the #mplied conditions on which that territory was ceded 1,
the General Government.”  TInstead of denying the constnjcutmna]
power, they virtually admit ifs existence, by striving to Smm‘}.l]m ét under
an implicafion. In February, 1836, the Legislature of Np}tl_ aroling
“ Resolved, That, although by the Constitution el legislative poy,,,.
over the District of Columbia is vested in the Congress of the Upiteq
States, yet we would deprecate any legislative aefion on the part of
that body towards liberating the slaves of that District, a8 a breagh of
faith towards those States bby whom the territory was originally cedeq,
Here 18 a full concession of the power. February 2, 1836, the Vir.
ginia Legisliture passed unanimously the following resolution : « -
solved, by the Genera) Assembly of Virginia, that the f{)ﬂowing artic)y
be proposed to the severa] stateg of this Union, and o C‘mgregq :
an amendment of the Constitution of the United States » « The po‘ir ﬂ‘-‘*
of Congress shall not be S0 constried as to anthorize e o .“ ers
any law for the emancipation of glaves in the Distriot of pofaﬁibﬁf

witheut the consent of the individual proprietors thereof, unless by th
3 55 DY the
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sanction of the Legislatures of Virginia and Maiyland, and under such
conditions as they shall by law prescribe.” .

Fifty years affer the formation of the United States’ constitution the
stafes are solemnly called upon by the Virginia Legislature, to amend
that instrument by @ clause asserting that, in-the grant to Congress of
“exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever” over the District, the
“case” of slavery is not included ! What could have dictated such
a resolution but the conviction that the power to abolish slavery is an
Irresistible inference from the constitution as #45? The fact that the
same legislature passed afterward a resolution, though by no means
unanimously, that Congress does not possess the power, abates not a
tittle of the testimony in the first resolution. March 23d, 1824, « M1

rown presented the resolutions of the General Assembly of Ohio,
recommending to Congress the consideration of a system for the grad-
ual emancipation of persons of color held in servitude in the United
States,” On the same day, % Mr. Noble, of Indiana, communicated
& resolution from the legislature of that state, respecting the gradual
eémancipation of slaves within the United States.” Journal of the
United States’ Senate, for 1824-5, p- 231.

The Ohio and Indiana resolutions, by taking for granted the general
Power of Congress over the subject of slavery, do virtually assert its
Special power within its exclusive jurisdiction.

S. THIS POWER HAS BEEN CONCEDED BY BODIES OF CITIZENS IN THE
SLAVE sTATES. The petition of eleven hundred citizens of t!’le District,

33 been already mentioned. “ March 5, 1830, Mr. Washington pre-

*ehted a memorial of inhabitants of the county of Frederick, in the
ste of Maryland, praying that provision be made for the gradual
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia.” Journal H. R.

829-30, p. as8. : _

arch 30, 1828, Mr, A. H. Shepperd, of North Carolina, prese’?{t'
mez Memorigl of citizens of that state, “praying Congress (tjo ;:m‘f

o SUrt}s for the entire aholition of slavery in the District of €0

2 ournal H., R, 1%29—1_:{30, P 379, i e
i EALY hea, ggee, presenie 3
_gghcltlzens of that state, prayizfé 'It‘}?;ltn s pro’viI;iDn_ may I;‘e lez.tdes
big, 3{1 a}l)l Slfaves that may hereafter be born in the ’Dlstrwt Ol I-? “g‘
Agy l;; ﬁegat 8 ceriain period of their lives.” Journal H. R.
5 ‘

erienr?ia?ifl ?}’1 1824,  Mr. Saunders of North ‘Cal'olina, presented
€ eifizens of that state, praying “ that measures may

i taken ¢ the graq 18 _ : A
Urng] g ; 1825__2%&1 aholition of slavery in the United States.

LT .
the “SMber 14 1B, oty J
: ;&828‘, « Mr. Barnayg presented the memoxrial of
Colyyy 0ore, Pl‘ayiemmn for Promoting the aholition of slavery, held

8 ’I;l . JD“““&?%thgt Sga.very may be abolished in the District of
§ S * ©. Senate, | :

SPATRg UlSHgy, » 182899 1. 94,
uddri’d e CQNQEET&TESMEN AND .]"UR]ST; IIN THE SLAVEHOLDING
ES, and PQWEJED THIS POWER The testimony of Megsra.

1 Of S 5
>t Virging, Chief Justice Cranch, and Judges
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Morsel and Van Ness, of the District, has already been given. In
the debate in Congress on the memorial of the Society of Friends, in
1790, Mr. Madison, in spgukmg of the territories of the United Staf,:es
explicitly declared, from his own knowledge of the views of the mem.
bers of the convention that framed the constitution, as well as from the
obvious import of its terms, that in the territories, « Congress have cer.
tainly the power to regulate the subject of slavery.” ~Congresg Bt
have no more power over the territories than that of « exclusive
legislation in all cases whatsoever,” consequently, according to My,
Madison, it has certainly the power to regulate the subject of g,
very in the ” Districz. In March, 1816, Mr. Randolph of Virginia,
introduced a resolution for putting a stop to the domestic slave irade
within the District. December 12, 1827, Mr. Barney, of Maryland,
presented a. memorial for abolition in the District, and mO_VEﬁ that it
be printed. = Mr. McDuffie, of 8. C., objected to the printing, by
“ expressly admitted the right of Congress to grant to the people of the
District any measure which they might deem necessary to free them,.

selves from the deplorable evil.”—[See letter of Mr. Claiborne of
Miss, to his constituents published in the Washington Globe, May 9,

1836.1 The sentiments of Mr. Clay of Kentucky, on the subject are

well known., In a speech before the U. 8, Senate, in 1_83§, he declay.

ed the power of Congress to.abolish slavery in the District “ unques.

tionable.””  Messrs. Blair, of Tennessee, and Chilton, Lyon, and R,

M. Johnson, of Kentucky, A. H. Shepperd, of N. C., Messrs. Armstrong
and Smyth of Va., Messrs. Dorsey, Archer, and Barney, of Md., and

Johns, of Del., with numerous others from slave states have asserteq

the power of Congress to abolish slavery i_n the_ Distrl_ct. In the

speech of Mr. Smyth, of Virginia, on the Missouri question, Jﬂ-nuary

28, 1820, he says on this point: «If the future freedom of the blacks

is your real object, and not a mere pretence, why do you begin hepp 2

Within the ten miles square, you have umifo_tabzed power 10 exercige
exclusive legislation.  Produce a bill to emancipate the slaves in the Dis_

trict of Columbia, or, if you prefer it, to emancipate those born hepe.

after.” ; : .

To this may be added the testimony of the present Vice }:'remdem
of the United States, Hon. Richard M. Johnson, of Kentucky. TIn ,
Speech before the U. 8. Senate, February 1, 1820, (Natlonal_ Inte]y;.
geneer, April 29, 1829,) he says: % In the District of Colur‘nbla, con.
falning a population of 30,000 souls, and probably as ey slaves gg
the whole ferritory of Missouri, THE POWER OF PROVIDING TOR TR
ENANCIPATION RESTS wire Congress avone. Why then, this heart.
rendng Sympathy for the slayes of Missout and this cold inseng,
bility, this eternal apathy, towards the slaves in the District of (.
lumbia ? e

It is quite unhecessary to add, that the most distingnished nopg
statesmen of both political parties, have always affivmed th
Congress to abolish slavery in the Djstrict. President v
his letter of March 6, 1836, to a committee of Genglepm
Carolina, says, “T would not, from the light now hefore

hern
e PO\VE'L‘ of
b ,Blll‘eu mn
€Nl 1 NOI‘th
Fﬂ!-‘_! ﬂ".‘@} mv.
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self _safe ! pronouncing tiat Congress does not possess the power of
abohshmg sl

th 3 slavery in the District of Columbin.” This declaration of
e President is consistent with his avowed sent

stsouri_ question, on which he coincided with such men as Daniel D-
Thompkins, De Witt ¢ ]

. : linton, and others, whose names are a host.*
tl_s Consistent, also with his recommendation in his last message, i
which speaking of the District, he strongly urges upon Congress “a
‘thm'a_ugh and carefu] revision of its local government,” speaks of the
“entire Independence ” of the people of the District “ upon Congress,”
Tecommends that a “ uniform system of loecal government ” be adopt.
ed, and adds, that « although it was selected as'the seat of the General
"overnment, the site of its _public edifices, the depository of its
archives, and the residences of officers intrusted with large amounts
of public property, and the management of public business, yet it never
as been subjected to, or received, that special and comprehensive legis-
aflon which these circumstances peculiarly demanded.”

The tenor of Mr. Tallmadge’s speech on the right of petition; and
of Mr. Webster’s on the reception of abolition memorials, may be
taken as universal exponents of the sentiments of northern statesmen
as to the power of Congress to abolish slavery in ‘the District of Co-
lumbis, '

An explicit declaration, that an ¢ overwhelming majority” of the
present Congress concede the power to abolish slavery in the District
a3 just been made by Robert Barnwell Rhett, a member of

Pngress from South Caroling, in a letter published in the Charleston

lercury of Dec. 27, 1837. The following is an extract:

“The time has arrived when we must have new guaranties under
the Constitution, or the Union must be dissolved.  Our diews of the

;fl}fwtitutim are not those of the majority.
i

AN OVERWHELMING MAJORITY
ke theay by the constituition, Congress may abolish slavery in the Dustrict
d Olumbia—may abolish the slave trade between, the Stutes ; that is, it
My wrohibit their being carried out of the State in which they are—and
Prohibit 4t in all the territories, Florida among them. They think, Now

VItRoyT sTRONG REASONS, that the power of Congress estendsio all of
the‘ls:e subjects.”

irect testimony to show that the power of Congress to aboligh
'y in the District, has always till recently been universally con.
N

lh:, f.‘Mr. Van Buren, when a mam_ber‘ of the Senate of NEW-YOI‘]{, voted for
18200119‘““% preamble and resolutions, wh L:Zh Ppassed ANIMOUSly —Jay og)
States, j  hereas the inhibiting the further exlension o slavery'in the United
Wo gon i@ subject of deep concern to the people of (g State & and whereas
Hun;&naldey slayery as an evil much fo he deplored, ang that epery constitu.
“‘)hstilf Lo should be interposed o prevent it furthor extension : - gd that the
:tlm;s’“nlé?rég};the il Stai-:;s mq?%;lglwfs Congress ijg ﬁl{"i.ﬁ tbo :eqnire new

e oiprised within the original hoyydq af 7 ited States. to
3 hm’"'fmg?:,mtbm“n of stavery a condition of _ihei1‘%dnlist;]iintgﬁltlguthe U rfl:qc]mt

slavg

S0y,
be I'Eqku,';fd]  Tliat

: our Senators be instrue
ot com r[:d’ 10 oppo

ted, and g members of Congress
state into the Union, of any {erritory
ng the prokidbition af slavery therein

iseq 5¢ the adiission as a

aid, without mal;
noof: dmission,

0 Indispeneg, S dlore
mdihpensiblc cnf{ﬁ_s
o

iments touching the.
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ceded, is perhaps quite superfluous. We subjoin, -however, the fol.
lowing : ] : #1) 00 :

The Vice-President of the United States in his speech on the Mis.
souri ‘question, quoted above, after contending that the restriction. of
slavery in Missouri would be uncopstl_tutlf:ual, declares, that the power
of Cengress over slavery in the District “ couLp NoT BE QUESTIONED.”
In the speech of Mr. Smyth, of Va., also ‘quoted above, he dec‘i‘ares
the power of Congress to abolish slavery in the District to be « gy-
DOUETED.”” _ .

Mr. Sutherland, of Penn., in a speech In ,the I'Ioulse_?f; hREP‘l‘esenta.
tives, on the motion ‘to print Mr. Piuckfley S Repmi,‘ 131‘9515; lfz.}port.ed
in the Washington Globe, of May 9th, 36, ¢ He 1§:ph1.t001 e re.
mark: that the report concedeq that Con‘gres_s had a 1-1gdtt} ) egislate
upon the subject in the District of Columbia; ’a}nd said that svem 4
RIGHT MAD NEVER BEEN, TILL RECENTLY, DENIED. : ; _

The American Quar’terly Review, publ‘ished at Phlla{lelphlﬁa, l\énth a
large ecirculation and list of. contributors in the. slaveustat?‘sb‘ ge ‘s t%he
folleing language in the September No. 1833, p. 50: » ]j‘l " y Ais
sexclusive jurisdiction,’ granted by the CPDStltutl?IJ,“COD%'lga\‘l: ali_po Vfir
to abolish slavery and the slave trade in the District o o%mnlai. : [t
would hardly be necessary to state this as a distinct propost t('J ’ ;a it
; . ionally questioned.  The truth of the assertion, how.
i bg:cn chf’ous'to admit of argument—and we believe HAS NEVER
g;::r, ﬁl;g'cl;T(;D IBY PERSONS WHO ARE FAMILIAR WITH THE CONSTITU.

SR

TI0MW. "

5 LG + CON IONS CON.
TIONS TO THE FOREGOING CONCLUS !
et SIDERED.

We now proceed to notice briefly the main arg{mnegfje:‘hélft. léa.\je
been employed in Congress and elsewhere against the D t Con-
TR E)ﬂmlish slavery in the District. One of the most plausible Is,
tgliff S“tﬁlé conditions on which Maryland and’Vlr‘gmm‘ cjﬂﬁgu’{ldle ]}Jis.
tritc{ to the United States, would be V‘IOl’&tﬁ‘,d, if (*:Jong;l.i:bh;l - )a b0l
ish slavery there.” The 1‘ep1§r to tlug is, that C/"Of;glg-that g pm\};??ver
to acéept a cession coupled with conditions vestriching e -Di"-ltc-'l 0£
exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever, over SUCh Distriet,
which was o : constitution. | :

To ;Eiirbtlﬁ:nt’:ti?tryﬂ;?’ the objection, we insert 111\161(‘»_ thg aLc.ti of
cession.  The cession of Marylﬁnd was made Ovl'?’m er, 1788,
and 15 as follows: «An aet fo cede to Congress :1. c1sﬂtrmt of ten
miles square in this state for the seat of the government of the Uniteq

tates.” e
. ‘EGBG it enacted, by the General Assembly of Maryland, thyg 4y
representatives of this state in the House of Ifteprescntatweg of the
Congress of the United ‘Stgteg, appomted to assemble at Ne“’-York,
on the first Wednesday of March next, be, and they ape hereby autho.
rized and required on the behalf of this state. to cede to the GOD_&:P&SS
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of t] : e
Squalfe {{;I}Iltle(f S;&f&ﬂ, any district in this state, not exceeding ten tiles
» Which the Congress may fix upon, and accept for the seat of

g0vernment of the Uniteq States.” TLaws of Md,, v. 2., c. 486.

s %ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬂgri: ;dejirglma was made on the 3d of December, 1788, in
(13 2
e G;c ;tediﬁzctt(.i bn};ﬂtgse Gene‘ral Asserribly, '}‘hat a tract of country,
Within g Fidhat square, (()ir any essm.quantlty,lto be located
may, by | ts of the State, and in any part thereof, as Congress
i ; 1} aw, direct, shall be, and the same is hereby forever ceded
iy elnquished to th.e Congress and_Goye:c:mr;ent of the United State 3,
: .and absolute right, and e:xcluswe jurisdiction, as well of soil, as
: ePEISDns l'EESIdll‘lg or to reside thereon, pursuant to the tenor and
b ct of the eighth section of the first article of the government of the
OStitution of the United States.”
it were there no provisos to these acts? The ¥
"one.  The Virginia act had this proviso: “Sect. P;Ia Igi-ig?deilcr: 315;(:
othing hercfin contained, shall be construed to vest in the Uin.ited
ﬁ?&ef a,?y right of property m the soif, or to affect the rights of indi-
als therein, otherwise than the same shall or may be transferred by
Such mdmduala to the United States.” '
natol-us specification touching the soil was merely definitive and expla-
nstlydmfﬂ-mt f:ifm_se in the act of cession, “full and absolute right.”
- t:a'f o 1est1_a_1mn:g the power of Congress on stavery and other sub.
B ’dlc; e]nlrc?u g?-es it freer course; for exceptions to parts of a rule,
4 Walgl Jt.}u cn}n Irmation to those parts not embraced in the exceptions.
x Su}JjectICf( eés‘r.gn of the proviso ‘to restrict congressional action on
S Oof siavery, why is the soil alone specified?  As legal instru-
out of 1, _ngt paragons of economy in words, might not “ John Doe,”
addition oundance, and without Spoiling his style, have afforded an

nal word—at least a hi
1 ! . least a hint—that slay ; ¥
U8 Was said about it 1 slavery was meant, though noth

ut again, Marv R ; .
l&:ﬁi ItO he I;nadelszzl?:d and Viiginia, in their acts of cession, declare
g 1

Pursuance of” that clause of the constitution

1 gives ; ;

%Ver t}.i}l tentzoni{]je‘;“gless * exgluslve legislation in all cases whatsoever”
tateg =8 8quare—thys, ingte ieting that clause, both

thay S SOnfirm it Nows s, tead of restricting LUSE,

: their . ither ded witt

Clangg op .2 MBI acts of cession either accor 1
ﬂmted. With it tzs‘cmmt“tm“’ or they conflicted with it. Il they con-
& fact ¢ cepling the cessions was a violation of the constitution.
theiy 4, L Ongress accepted th : i Bt ihe
: r Pted the cegsions, proves that in its views

s

Mgt did not : Rt !

iy th;:;;ﬂ:lci with its congtitutional grant of power. The
ety

: hethe
Wi =T H 1
attigg 111 hited Stapep const(‘) cession were consistent or inconsistgznf
11 saith the ¢ Hution, is totally irrelevant to the question
HE ;ﬁﬁwmm That is the question. BNlCI}tf
; it T 12 O —equally to the point—John Bull !
?m“"}hlz?}igor th gll_.flléirtl ]lg,d 1‘Jeen Ehc E!.thhgrized irI:tel‘pl'Gths of the
on i Canled th ey,h 1956 ACts of eeggion could hardly have been
Breon. truea;ig? °eR recently by the southern delega-
emtandmg of the constitution can he
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had, fors!:noth‘,_ouly by holding it up in the light of Maryland ang Vir.
winia legislation! y

Z We are told, again, that those States would not have ceded the Dis.
trict if they had supposed the constitution gave Congress power to abe,
lish slavery in it.

This comes with an ill grace from I\'?a.rylangl and Virginia. They
knew the constitution. They were parties to it. They had sifieq it,
clause by clause, in their State conventions. They had weighed jtg
words in the balance—they had tested them as by fire ; and, finally,
after long pondering, they adopted the constitution.  And afterwarg,
self-moved, they ceded the ten miles square, and declared the cession
made “in pursuance of” that oft-cited clause, *Congress shall have
power to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over
such District.”  And now verily  they would not have ceded if the
had supposed ! &e. Cede it they did, and in “full and absolute right
both of soil and persons,” Congress accepted the cession—state power
over the District ceased, and congressional power over it commenced,
—and now, the gole question to be settled is, the amount of power over .
the District lodged in Congress by the constitution. The constitution—
THE CONSTITUTION—that is the point. Maryland and Virgin ia. Supposi.
tions *’ must be potent suppositions to abrogate a clause of the Uniteqd
States’ Constitution ! That clause either gives Congress power to abol.
ish slavery in the District, or 1t does noi—and that point Is to be settled,
not by state « suppositions,” nor state usages, nor state legislation, byt
by the terms of the clause themselves. \ )

Southern members of Congress, in t_he. recent d{scqssmns, have eon.
ceded the power of a contingent abolition in the Dts_trict, by susper_;ding
it upon the consent of the people. Sucha doctr}nf_: fl_‘onjl declaimers
like Messrs. Alford, of Georgia, and ‘Walker, of M};Slsmppl, would ex.
cite 10 surprise ; but that it should be ‘nonore_d vmlh the endorsement
of such men as Mr. va'es and My. Calhoun, Is quite unacr:muntable_
Are attributes of sovereignty mere creatures of contingency * lIS dele.
wated authority mere conditional permission ! Isa constltumm;fa} power
fo be cxercised by those who hold if, only by popular Shll erance 7
Must it lie helpless at the pool of public sentiment, walling thnglacmug
troubling of its waters ! Isit a lifeless corpse, save OD{Yd“ﬂ _ftEOPulal‘
“consent ” deigns to puff breath into its nostrils ? I.Beal fgf 11;1- € con-
sent of the people of the District be necessary, the _“?1115'3_“_ {“'_3 whole
people must he had—not that of a majority, however, "“g‘?{} Aorities,
to be authoritative, must be legal—and a legal majolty i iout legisla
tive power, or right of representation, or even the electoral franchige,
would be truly an anomaly 1 Tn the District of Columbia, such & thing
as a Majority m a legal sense is unknown to law.  T0 falk of the oy,
of a majority, or the will of o majority there, 1s mere mouthmg. A Ma.
jority 1 Then it has an authoritative will, and an organ to make i
known, and an executive to caryy it into effect—Where aygq thev
We repeat it—if the consent of the people of f:he Distriet be Il(-)cessa;r ,
the consent of every one is Necessayy-—and universal consent Yo

: will come
-~ a G alends a “ perpef i oL
only with the Greek Kalends and a '« perpetual motjon, single in.
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dividual might thus perpetuate slavery in defiance of the expressed will
of a Whole people.  The most common form of this fallacy is given by
Ml'-. TVVISG, OfVﬁ'gilll.ﬂ, in his Speech‘, Februar}r 16, 183 5, i_n_ which he
den{ed th? power of Congress to abolish slavery in the District, unless
the inhabitants OWning slaves petitioned for it 1! Southern members
of Congress gt the present session (1837-8) ring changes almost daily
upon the same fallacy, What ! pray Congress to use a power which it
hasngt 7 « It is required of a man according to what he hath,” saith
the Seripture. [ commend Mr. Wise to Paul for his ethics.” Would
that he had got his logic of him! If Congress does not possess the
Power, why taunt it with itg wealkness, by asking its exercise ? Petition.

ng, according to Mr. Wise, is, in matters of legislation,

ommnipotence
1iself

i the very source of all constitutional power; for, asking Con-
€158 1o do what it eannot do, gives it the power l—to pray the exer-
Cise of g power that is ol creates it! A beautiful theory ! Let us
Worl it hoth ways. If to petition for the excreise of a power that is
0ty ereates it—to petition against the exercise of o power that és, anni.
Ulates it.  As southern gentlemen are partial to summary processes,
Pray, sirs, try the virtue of your own recipe on « exclusive legislation
2 all cases whatsoever ;* a better subject for experiment and test of the
Drescription could not be had. Butifthe petitions of the citizens of the
Istrict give Congress the 7ight to abolish slavery, they impose the
duty ; if they confer constitufional authorify, they create constifutional
Obligation, If Congress may abolish because of an expression of their
Will, it maust abolish at the bidding of that will. If the people of the
Jlstrict are a source of power to Congress, their expressed will has the
foreg of 5 constitutional provision, and has the same binding power upon
© National Legislature. To make Congress dependent on the Dis-
triet fpr authority, is to make it a subject of its authority, restraining the
ex,el'ﬁ‘jlse'of its own discretion, and sinking it into a mere organ of the
IStriet’s will, We proceed to anothey ohjection.
-hq;r he southern states would not have ratified the constitution, if they
¥ Supposed that it gave this power.” It is a sufficient answer to this
Jection, that the northern states would not have ratified it, if they
tal Supposed that. it wz‘ihh_eld‘ the pewer. If « suppogitionsa” are to
tl'aliynle place of the constztut10ﬂ~—cnmipg ._ﬁ-om both _gldess they heu.
it th;; iach oth_e_r. To argue a constifutional question by g-uess;{?ag
woulq ¢ *UPPOsitions” that might have been made by the parties to it
18 soryg . oMl favor in a court of law. But even a desperate shift
tled i eitslement_when sorely pys_;hud. If this questlon_ls to be set-
“'itgout Sti_;?ppomtmns;, suppositions shall he forthcoming, and that
- lrgt

! 3 thg_- s i .
?;G‘“n ) thn.::l, 11 affirm that the. North ratified the constitution, “sup-
Way 8 avery had begun

cemt‘i&‘!d eSpecial] to wax old, and would speedily vanish

Wﬂuld inn Was t()y thﬁ.t The abolition Of the S].a.VG trade‘ which by ﬂ']@

Wougnee it Peucn: estendereddo Congress after twenty years,

of the o oe NDT‘ll e 3 e i
& PR PI'QDE];?;-E adopted . the congtitution, giving three_fifths

& representation, if it had ¢ stpposed” that
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T
ave increased from half a million to two millions and
the smwsﬁgg&;ﬁ;iﬂt the census of 1840 would give to the glaye
% Iml? b]};rt representatives of slave property 1
states t l}lriid « supposed” that this representation would have con.
: Ilfc? 1(:}3;3 legislation of the government, and carried against the
trogs v sstion vital fo its interests, would Hamilton, Franklin,
Dozt erery, qu.cs ¥L'vino'stc-n. Langdon, and Rufus King have been
Sherman,d Gem{:s té s.ibgn the (:onDstitution, and th_te Nprtl_m:m States
S_lm{l mg irclll:sn’as s ratify it? FBvery self’.pre;.ervmg nstinet wogld
;l;z; Sslill:ieked at such an infatuate 1mmol&t10n‘.l dA; :1;9 ‘tadopt_mn
of the United States constitution, slavery was re%lf lii na e &3 Cgf;z;n;uf
SY This conviction was universal. ashing ’L ; n,
Sysiom, avs Tucker, Madison, Wythe, Pendleton, Lee, Blair,
Henry, Gl&}'aOH;.k i Ra,ndol h, Tredell, Spaight, Ramsey, Plnkney,
N Iﬂa%(ﬁ,li[\l: éi':ase and Ir)le’m-ly all the illustrious names Lis,nuth of
3 crienry, ] g i L -
i\lf:rﬁf‘gomac, proclaimed it before the su. A‘mtz'mﬁnxrli;eth ;!-:,vél;f{
convention that formed the United States’ constitu m}‘ iy
t be used in it, was, that when slavery shouit | o 1e‘
Sh?'ve should_ i on the National Chartér no record that 1t bad evey
:];mght r((ag]e%amsl;le%ch of Mr. Burill, of R. L., on' the Missourl ‘ques.
gen. -
tion. ) stimony, that at the date of the United
I now progeel_i B EI:E\FDES;Emve;'al yé):;rs before a_rld after that_ period,
States’ Gonsmutﬁ?’ on the wane; that the American Revolution with
slavery was rapidly receding,  accompanying, and _fol]owmg it ha_d
the great egventslépe and almost universal chupge in the_publlc senti.
wrought an 11111‘1’11;:’11_'l on the subject, powerfully impelling 1t tow_ard the
ment of th'e_ l']aof the 3}’3&':11’1.—&‘[1(1 that it was'the general belief thay
quie abo]%tm}ltg abolition throughout the Union, would be commenceq
measureg {?; .nrcnerally before the lapse of many years. A great
by the 3 t‘lf_ nEny establishing this position might bq presented, hut
mass of testir and the importance of speedy pubhcathn, counse]
narrow S;E{‘;te’the following proofs suffice. First, a fow dates as points
brevity. L&
of Observi‘tlm‘l- rissioners from seven colonies met at Albany, resolved
In 1757, Comljj ]:-oposed a plan of general government. In1 765,
UpoR 4 Un}OJl i é‘colonics met at New York and sent forth o il of
delegates from liﬂ eneral Congress met in 1774, ' The first Co
rights. The imo?onics met in 1775, The 1'6?01‘:1t101‘1{].1"y war eom.
of the th.?’ﬁgf?_,c Independence was _dec:ln_red n 6. The articles
ﬂ}‘encei('i- d{l;iatiog.wel’e adopted by the thirteen states I 77 and '7g, i,
fi C?Illld(iu ce acknowledged in 83, The convention for fﬂl‘ming the
UB p(é. ;onstitution was held i}l 87, the state conventions bii;n-‘ considey.
'g it in 87 and ’88.  The first Congress under the consfitution i '8,

2 Declay

Noress

ik Dr. Rush, of Pennsylvania, one of the signers of the
of Independence, in a letter to I(}mm-'ﬂ_lel S.na‘rpaj,, ‘M&Y 1, 1773
“ A gpirit of humanity and religion be.gms.‘ to t_u_valxen 1 sevey
colonies in favor of t_he pooT Negroes. Gl\GE}t cvents ha_.ve beg,
about by small begmmings. A?;ﬂhony Bénézet stood alon,

ation
» 8Ays:
al of ‘the
1 brought

€ a few years
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480 W opposing negro siavery in Philadelphia, ind Now THREE-FOURTHS

OF THE PROVINCE AS WELL AS OF THE CITY CRY OUT AGAINST IT."—
[Stuart's Life of Granyille Sharpe, p. 21.]

In the preamble to the act prohibiting the ifiportation of slaves into
Rhode Island, June, 1774, is the following: “ Whereas the inhabitants
of Americg are generally engaged in the preservation of their own
rights and liberties, among which that of personal freeddm must be con-
sidered the greatest, and = those ‘who are desirous of enjoying ‘all the
advantages of liberty themselves, should be willing 1o 'extend porsonal
therty 1o others, thercfore,’ &c. ' S !

October 20, 1774, the Clontinental Congress passed the following :

&, for oursclves and the inhabitants of the Several cﬁ)lqnies whom
We Xepresent, firmly agree and associate under the sacréd ies of virtue,
onor, and Jove of our country, as follows:; _ _

“2d Axticle. . We will neither import nor purchase any slaves im-
Ported after the first day of December next, after which Hile e will
Wholly discontinue the slave trade, and we will neither be ‘coficetned in
ttourselves, nor will we hire our vessels nor sell our commodities or win-
Yactures to those who are concerned in it.”

The Continental Congzess, in 1775, setting forth the catides and the
necessity for taking up arms, say: « If it were possible for men Who
Sxercise their renson to believe that the divine Author of our existence
Infended a part of the human race io hold an absolitde ‘property i, and
Unbounded power over others,” &e. -ree
. In 1776, Dr. Hopkins, then at the head of New.England divines,
1 % An. Address to the owners of negro slaves in the Ameticin colo.
hies;* says: « The conviction of the unjustifiableness of this practice
(31“‘31'}’) has been increasing, and greatly spreading 'of lale, and many
Who haye had slaves, have found themselves so unable to justify ‘their
OWn Condyct in holding them in bondage, as to ‘be induced fo set them
at libery, * * 4: & I ® Slavery is in
€very instance, wrong, unrighteous, and oppressive—-a very great and

XYing sin—here being nothing of the kind equal to it on the face of
earth, -

® same year the American Congress ‘issued a 'soletn MANIFES?O
toithe world. These were its first words: « We hold these truths tg
8¢l evident, that a/f men are created equal, that they are endoweqd
Bir Creator with certain nalienable rishts; that among these

are lig, g it of happmesss 0 :

» liberty, and the purswit of happiness. noe, these wop.
wD}]‘:‘dg of powtg;'; now, ©a rhetorical flourish.” ere
%awl:e Eirginia Gazette of March 19, 1767, in an ¢

: s I i 388y on slaver
kit here caginot be in nature, there s not in g history, PRy miﬁ
bag 0 every right of man is more flagranily vigjgyg, Enough T hope
rely 'unm:l: eficcted {o prove that slavery js 5 violation o Fingids and
e _ :

0 QGBei}.e‘-}ﬁ?ted Patrick Henry DfVI%‘ginia: ing letter, Fan. 18, 1778,
azg‘mety, Sy Ji%ants, gfterwards president of the Vir’g wia. Kbolition
ors 1o Woligh :1[::@ me, I shall honoy ¢}, Qualkers for their noble

ery. It s a debt we owe to the purity of our

“racter, p?‘epomie

o1

religion to show that it is at variance with that law that warrants sla.
. I exhort youto persevere in'so wort_hy a resolution.” !
ve%'lj"}-le Pennsylvania Chronicle of Nov. 21, 1768, says: '« Lot "
black that shall henceforth be born amongst us be'deened free.  Ope
step farther would be to emancipate the 'whole 'race, re’st_c:rm.g that
liberty we have so long unjustly d_elagneﬂ ﬁ'qm them. = Till some step
of this kind be taken we shall justly be the derision of the whole
1
woflrrlld.l'ﬁg, the Continental Congress ordered a p!fl.mphlet‘to Ei’e pub-
lished, entitled, ¢ Observations on ‘the American Rey(;ltlt}on, ff_or_n
which the following is an extract : “ The great p_rmclp.e (of govern.
ment) is and ever will remain in force, that men are Eiy natre free ; and
so long as we have any idea of divine jusiice, we must %;0;1&1& that e_f
human freedom., It 1s con-;:’edsd on all hands, that F?u; rig i to be free
NEVER BE ALIENATED. “
CM];thract from the Pennsylvania act for the abolition of slavery,
passed March 1, 1780: ¥ * % «We conceive that it ..1?, 01_:1_1‘ guty,
and we rejoice that it is in our power, to extend a portion c{! bt"'ﬂt ]ree_
dom to others which has’ been extended fo us.” ‘Weane t.l};_l? ong
e of experience from those narrow p_re_]qd_lce‘s and partia ies we
cog_rs: bibed, we find our hearts enlarged with kindness :_nd beneyo-
pac % ds' then of all conditions and nations : ¥ 2 Therefore
lonoo one: &S that no child born hereafter be a slave,” &c. .
be it enacted, his Notes on Virginia, written just before the close of
Jeﬁ'er_ﬁti'n,.u;arl War, says: “I think a change already perceptible
the R?O urt11 it n o);' the p'resﬁenf revolution. The spirit of t.he master ig
iy et}?at'g;f the slave is rising from the dust, his condition mollify.
?r? at}gfgz’élﬁihé way I hope preparing, under the auspices of heaven, vog” 5
Sl e BT ri; iON-” ) 2 { . ._ :
G mﬁiﬂf ‘tfcr) Dr. Price, of London, who had just published a
In l?i t in favor of the abolition of slavery, Mr. Jefferson, then i,
pgmp.l e_t Paris, (August 7, 1785,) says: “From the mouth to the
st h.t Chesapeake, the bulk of the people will approve of yoyp
head: of e theory, and it will find a respectable minority read ™
pamphlct 1 4 ido—a minority which, for weight ‘and worth of oy
i i Pmomzss against the greater number “Speaking of Vir.
AT This is the next state to which we may tu, ity
Eyes for the interesting spectacle of justice in conflict With ayapiee
and oppression,—a conflict n which the sacrEd 58 13 Gaiie
DAILY RECRUITS. Be 1oh t‘pel‘efm‘e, dlsﬁ‘-ﬂuraged‘—f‘r_’hﬂl you have
written will do a great deal of gﬂﬂd;‘ and _t_::quld you 31.;111 trouble Four.
self with our welfare, no mai is more able t-? give aid to the hlbOrin
gide. The College of William and Mary, since the remo deﬂing &
its plan, 1s the place Wh(‘il{:‘: are colleclted _;qgether all the YOUuNg on
of Virgiﬂia; under preparation for public life. They are theye Under
the direction (most of them) of & Mr. Wiythe, one of thie mog Vit
of characters, and whose sentiments on the subject Jave 15

15 i ; are
guivocal. 1 am satisfied, if you could resolve to address an e"x'ho:vzg
tion to those young men with all that eloquence of which you a7e
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master, that its influence on the future decision of this important ques-

fon would be great, perhaps decisive, Thus, you see, that so far from
thinking you have cause to repent of what you have done, I wish you
to do more, and Lwish it on an assurance of its gffect.”—Jefferson’s Pos-
thumous Works, vol. 1, p. 268,

In 1786, John Jay drafted and signed a petition to the Legislature
of New York, on the subject of ‘slavery, beginning with these words :
“Your memonialists being deeply affected by the situation of those,
who, although, Frre BY THE Laws OoF Gop, are _held in slavery by the
laws of the State,” &c. 'This memorial bore also the signatures of
the celebrated Alexander Hamilton ; Robert R. Livingston, 'after-
wards Secretary of Foreign Affairs of the United States, and Chan.
eellor of the State of New York; James Duane, Mayor of the City
;f'New York, and many others of the most eminent individuals in the

tate,
In the preamble of an instrument, by which Mr. Jay emancipated a
slave in 1784, is the following passage :

“Whereas, the children of men are by nature equally free, and can-

hot, without Injustice, be either reduced to or merp in slavery.”
In his letter while Minister at Spain, in 1786, he says, speaking
of the aholition of slavery : “Till America comes into this measure,
er prayers to heaven will be mprous. I believe God gowerns the
world ; and I believe it to be a maxim in his, as in our court, that those
Who ask for equity ought to do it.”

In 1785, the New York Manumission Society was formed. John

oY Was chosen its first President, and held the office five years.

exander Hamilton was its second President, and after holding the
Olce ang year, resigned upon his removal to Philadelphia as Secre-
1a1y of the United States’ Treasury. In 1787, the Pennsylvania Abo-
1ton Society was formed. Benjamin Franklin, warm from the dis-
Cussions of the convention that formed the U. 8. constitution, was
?1‘38@1‘1 President, and Benjamin Rush Secretary—both signers of
Se_‘_]}eclamtion of Independence. In 1789, the Maryland Abolition
015“{{&}'_\\?;15 formed. Among its officers were Samuel Chase, Judge
V'?-I'i‘:ie U. 8. Supreme Court, and Luther Manrtin, a member of the con.
Ahl)l?tl"l that formed the U. S. constitution. In 1790, the Connecticut
Stilos 100 Somety was formed., The first President was Rev. Dr.
(lats ’Jul{'lemdem of ‘Yale ICo}]egcl-:, and the Secretary, ISlmeqn Baldwin,
memnrialgte g»a-ldwm ol{' New Havr\n) In 1791, this Society sent a
“Brom 2 _ f;)ngress, from wl‘ulch the following is an extract :

Betilionar hgo elr conviction of the unrighteousness of slavery, your
Tt’i?u“l o ag‘;e long beheld, with grief, our fellow men doomed to per-
fo ety ywo s ’h:g %Gount?}’ which boasts of her freedom., Your pe-
Ilata:gs Slate Oursel’\rez fr?f)ifes, e conceive, of general Phi,mnthmpy 3
establig Of our fellovy ‘};1 © protection and assistance of - this wnforty.
and, e ;' it has no o bm; o Ulough this Society has been lately
! i) : ecome generally eptengpe through this state,

-« WMajor; Y elleve 3 : : :
OTiY. of . ciﬁze;?ﬁ?‘lbmces, on this subject, the sentiments of o Tanes
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ar the Virginia Abolition Society was formed. This

R rI"].le_S:rTftﬂz B‘[ﬂ.l’y]anngociety, had auxﬂjaﬁes in different parts of
lomc%’tates. Both societies ‘sent up memorials to Congress. The
it rial “of the Virginia Society is headed—¢ The memorial. of the
I'Efsrg—li?m?c;- Society, for promoting the Abolition of Slavery,” &c. The
; ing is an extract : | .
ioﬂ?‘?guﬁ- memorialists, fully believing t:hs.t slavery is not only an odious
degradation, but an outrageous violation of one qf} the mosttsessemz_al
rights of human nature, and uilerly repugnant to the precep of  the

spely” &e. ' ; : ;
gmﬁ‘ti’)ut the same time a Society .was fqrmed mn New-.f er 583{'}.16 Istthad
an acting committee of five members 1n each cgunt}- H:itution ' ate.
The following is' an extract from the preamble to its colns - Zz‘fe- b

« Tt is our boast, that we live under a gov._emment, wher e r,_ ; -
erty, and the pursuit of happiness, are recognized as the w:iw?)lif : Ei!%z”;,
of men. We abhor that inconsistent, illiberal, and m?tereé'tcé Pias?’o- 0:¢
withholds those rights from an unfortunate and degraded ¢ r

R L s L 1oty
_}‘eirf\o;iioii‘;ﬂiﬁir distinguished individuals who were efficient officers

i jetics, and delegates from their respfzctiv‘e state

: J'Ehes“e ﬁb;ilélgﬁnsuﬁiif:{mgs of Ll?e American .GDIIVEI’!UOI} for pro-
societies, & holition of slavery, were IHon. [?nah:' ’I_‘racg‘-,‘Umted
motmg ‘the i Ofl. m Connecticut ; - Hon. Zephaniah Swift, Chief J us-
i R 1Sc;ate . Hon. Cesar A. Rodney, Attorney C’%eneml of
tiasiof thie gsafn 533 : Hén.' James A. Bayard, United States” Senator,
o Umtﬁd aé- E}ovemor Bloomfield, of New-]_ersey; Hon. W,
f”C’“TI D‘:ht“ﬁze vencrable head of the Philadelrp}_m} bar; Dr. Caspar
R?\ftc, of I’chi]adelphia; Messrs. Foster and l;llmg,h.a.l_st,\ of Rhode
“[m 31.’ Messrs. Ridgely, Buchanan, and Wilkinson, ot Maryland ; ang
= ari s ‘Pleasants, MecLean, and ‘Anthony, of Virginia. :
Masa. 1787, the old Congress passed the celebrated _m'dumnue
In July, 11 in the northwestern territory; and declaring that it
vyeafter exist there.  This ordinance was passed while
at formed the United States’ constitut%on Was in ses.
: he first session of Congress under the constitution, this op-
oy atified by a special act, Washington, fresh from the
dinance was flfi'e convention, in which more than forty days had peey,
ch}semtls?::) r;iz%smig the gquestion f?f slm{e-ry, gave 335 his approval, ) Phe
fctniaasseci gwith only one dissenting voice, (that of Mr. Yates, of Neyy
York,) the South. equally with the _—?\9”?‘. .“1’.0“{3?@ the ‘_ﬁt_ﬂes‘s aifzd eape-
diency of the measure on ge:_rwm{ c?nsademizo?s, -(m_rd z?zglu':fatmh thies
early the Zne of mational pO_Z‘aCy, 50. e pursued by the United Sigpes
Government on the subject qf slaver Y B

In the debates in the .N01jttha1'o.1111‘a Convention, M}', Tredell, afte.
ward a Judge of the United States’ Supreme Court, said, « When, g1,
entive abolition of slavery takes p;{'{zcc, it will be an event
be pleasing to €Very generous mind and every friend of

abolishing slave
should never the.f
the conventloll th

which must
hum

. : : AN pa.
qure.” M. Galloway said, “ I wish to see this abomipable trade n:t
anend to. 1 apprehend the clause (touching the slaye trade) megns
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lo bring forward 4 - ;
; manumission.”  Luther Martin L
er of the convention that formed the gt of Marglone, & mem

: the United States’ Constitution, said
eo i : : ;
Lo s sl e s o, GOvemInEn o ke ich e
of slavery, and the em oot T R Ne il s
it o ancipation of the slaves which are already in the
it sgI Vilson, of Pennsyleanm, one of the framers of the
S é iig{” 1 the Pennsylvania convention of 87, [Deb. Pa.
ll'ade)p;z ; ; 106 el conglder this (@he_ clause relative to the slave
o g ;Ly g the foundation for banishing slavery out of this country.
b PIL‘J uce the same kind of gradual change which was produced
o l:11r1sy11.rar_1“1<1 ; the new States which are to be formed will be under
ﬁmduorgml of Congress in this particular, and slaves will never be in-
o I‘;:e] amft__mg tlz‘?m. It presents us with the pleasing prospect that
i Ug its of mankind will be acknowledged and established throughout
¢ .Union. Yet the lapse of a few years, and Congress will have
Power to exterminate slavery within ouwr borders.” In the Virginia
Sonventmn of ’87_, Mr._Mason, author of the Virginia constitution, %aici,
di;};l?‘al}gme'nml?m of :s.]aves wealens the States, and such a trade is
un{go acaf u;lxtse , and disgracefil to mankind. As much as I value a
: n of all the States, I_woqld not admit the Southern States, {i. e.,
out_h Carolina and Georgia,) inta the union, unless they agree to a dis-
Continuance of this disgraceful trade.” Mr. Tyler opposed with great
ﬁﬁger gmf%.u:&e p:]_'oh_'lblt.illg th_e Etboliti(?n of the slave irade till 1808,
tEl‘itsa:hr, Il J earnest desive is, that it shall be handed down to pos-
j}rh% ; atf oppose this wicked clause.” Mr. Johnson said, “ The
e 'ple oi emancipation has begun since the revolution. Let us do
i IEIW: will, it will come round.”—[Deb. Va., Con. p. 463.] Pat-
COﬁStitetI‘n.y’ argung the power of Congress under the United States’
Vel’ltioumclsl to abolish slavery in the States, gaid, in the same con-
abolit'n’ Another thing wﬂ% contml?ute to bring this event’ (the
oh lon of slavery) about. Slavery is detested. We feel its fatal
RELtS; we deplore it with all the pity of humanity,” Governor
i imdo]ph said: “They insist that the abolition of slavery will resul
amiin this Cons_xitu.‘sion. I hope that there is no one here, who will
m;ance an objectwn-sa_ dfs?eo-n.orng)le to Virginia—I hope that at the
m"f]ljent they are securing the rights of their citizens, an objection wil]
i ¢ started, that those unforfunate men now held in bondage, by )¢

& 4;!-10?1 of the general govermment may be made free ¥’ [Deb,

slaxrerl;};[i e s, Mag}fn e Of] - J?('}:%e o sl gt

/38 not, smitten by an apoplexy, yet it has received ;
agla tl‘:lll‘die of consumption.”—[Deb. Mass. Cop, p{ aﬁﬁ{l)oi‘mfﬂi Umm.df
said that, ¢ Slavery was confined to the State g

L

a. Con,
lthoug}'l

could ol b 5 h S now b ’1,
e extended, By their ordinapeg, ¢ Baisting, 1
“ N / ; e, Congr :
14??0\'? States ghould be republican Stﬂ.teg gress had declaved that

8, and have no slavery-"—p.

In
on théh?e?ifjt?tea in the first Congress, Fehya
{t-l‘r?n sk Y 13;)1 T Hodiety of Friends, ang the Pennsylvania Abeli
e IJIeasure’I f‘pélp‘arker’ of Virginia, saig « T engiaal help ex ol
M finding 50 considerabls g mart of the LOE:[?‘;ISIII?E

Yy 11th apd 12th, 1789,
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i vs atters of such & momentous concern to the  future s
;Sf;;i 1:zfdtlmp'pincajs of the people of America, I think it{-;y dutﬁf‘:‘s
a citizen of the Umon,_io espouse their eaitse. :

Mr. Page, of Virginia, (afterwards Governor)— Was in favor of
the commitment : he hoped that the designs' of : the . respectable
memorialists would not be stopped at the threshold, in order to pre-
clude a fair discussion of the prayer of the memorial. He placed
himself in the case of a slave, and said, that ‘on hearing that Congress
had refused to listen to the decent suggestions of the respectable part
of the community, e ‘should infer, that the ‘general government, Jrom
which was expected great good would result fo BYERY CLASS qu citizens,
had shut their ears against the voice of humanity, z}nd he should de_s-
pair of any alleviation of the miseries he and his posterity had in
prospect ; if any thing could induce him to rebel; it must be ]él stroke
like this, impressing on his mind all the horrors of despair. Cut- if he
was told, that application Was ‘made in his behalf, and that Congress
were willing to hear what could be urged in favor of dls.cﬁurq.g.'lylg the
practice of importing his fellow-wretches, _he’:vou]d trust in their justice
ity, and wait the decision patiently.

and humant * i ;
. ' Jvania: © 1 cannot, for my part, conceive how
M. Scott of Fene I do not fnow

¥ o Y R s g Oﬂ!-ﬁf-
F pers 1 Db said to dequire @ propertymn anoi
alty Ih fm.' c;it o, if I 'was'one of the judges of the United States, and those
7&01‘{_".); ::Ug:;ligo :z:b%ﬂ"; befre me and claim their enancipaiion, but T amsure T
peopl _ :

- d.” A
would go as fur as L ‘olina, said, « He saw the disposition of the

Chinke, of South Car !
Hj‘i;c, l;gld E’e fonred it would be referred to a ‘committee, maugre al]

i sition,” : ; R
theﬁ;ro%jgldwin of Georgia saidthat the clatsein the U, S. Constitution

lating to direct taxes “was intended to prevent Congress from layin
i Zcial tax upon negro slaves, as they might, in ‘this way, s0 burthen
any Specl v of them, as to induce @ GENERAL EMANOIPATION.

the Pgsses‘ﬂfth ‘of South Carolina, said, “ That on entering into  this

Mr. Smlt' they (South Carolina and Georgia) apprehended that the
%{JIVGTH?I?:S’ ,.zy % % qould, from miotives 'of hmanity and benevolence,
BT g i o

In the debate, at ther SBIHG Sigp o Wy la_th’ .1789’ 01.1. ]lne P etition
o the sodioty of Fiiends respecting the slave trade, Mr. Parker, of
Virginia, said, « He hoped Congress would doall that 1ay in thejy
po\veﬁ' 10 restore fo himan nanire us inherent _Ipnmggge.s' The incop-
sistency in our prineiples, with Which we are justly charged  should e
done away. . ; .

My. Jackson, of Georgla. said, “ Tp vys ©uE FASHION OF THE pay
0 PAVOR THE LIBERTY OF THE Spavms, # * * * % Wil Wy,
ginia set her negroes free?  When this practice comes o be tried, they,
he sount [':'lf liberty will lose those charms which make @ grateful the
ravished ears” g

My, Madison of Virginia,—¢ The dictates of humianity, the Prinei.
ples of #la pGDP135 the Patlgnai.: Saﬁ.ety. ?H% luatpptness3 and prudent péay,
vequire it of us. " + * % * Teonceive the constipution
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il:azhiigﬁi;tﬁ;uéaﬂ-fms {or}_]md i order that the Government, whilst it

S076 158timaonm o f.I 3?] ?}'H’lg a total Prolubgtlon, might be able to give

i e i Y e iﬁ’?i!-i{j of America, with respect to the African

Sdticial AR O It is to be hoped, that by espressing a
e Elg)plo ation of this trade, we may destroy it, and save our-
€8 Irom reproaches, AND OUR POSTERITY THE IMBECILITY EVER AT-
TENDANT ON A COUNTRY FILLED WITH SLAVES.” '
Mg, Gzrry, of Massachusetts, said, ¢ he highly commended the
Part the Society of Friends had taken ; it was the cause of humanity
they had interested themselves in.”—Cong. Reg. v. 1, p- 808—12.

Awriter in the “ Gazette of the Unites States,” Feb. 20th, 1790,
(then the government paper,) who opposes the abolition of slavery,
and ayows himself a slaveholder, says, ¢ I have seen in the papers ac-
counts of large, associations, and applications to Government for the
abolition of slavery. . Religion, humanity, and the generosity natural to
a free people, are the noble principles which dictate those measures.
StcH MOTIVES COMMAND RESPECT, AND ARE ABOVE ANY EULOGIUM WORDS
CAN BESTOW.

In the convention that formed the constitution of Kentucky in
1790, the effort to prohibit slavery was nearly successful. A decided
majority of that body would undoubtedly have voted for its “exclusion,
but for the great efforts and influence of two large slaveholders—men
of commanding talents and sway—Messrs. Breckenridge and Niche-
las. The following extract from a speech made in that convention
by a member of it, Mr. Rice o native Virginian, is a specimen of
the free discussion that prevailed on  that * delicate subject.”  Said
Mr. Rice : %I do a man greater injury, when I deprive him of his
liberty, than when I deprive him of his property. It is vain for me
to plead that I have the sanction of law ; for this makes the mjury

& greater—it arins the community against him, and makes his case

espergte, The owners of such slaves then are Zicensed robbers, 2
not the just proprietors of what they claim. Freeing them is 1ot de-
Priving them of property, but restoring it fo the right owner- "1he mas.
ter is the enemy of the slave; he has made open wor wpor him, AND Ts
DALy pppryiNg I on in untemitted efforts. Can any one Imagme,
then, that the slave is indebted to his master, and bound to serve him 7
Whenee can the obligation arise?  What is it founded upon? What
18 my duty to an enemy that is carrying on war against me? Idonot

ey, byt i some cireumstances, it is the duty of the slave to serve ;
but it j . duty he owes himself, and nof his master.”

the E?S'ldent Edwards, the }'O}?{lg“é ?alda n a Sel'ljﬂ'l:n {31‘_68.01‘10(1 before
o Onecticut Abolition Society, Sept. 15, 1791 : # Thirty yeays ago,

;j:;‘?;yofa man in this GOl‘Illtf‘}i %ft}lght cither the slave trade or the

ok nﬁgrg.eg to be Wl 0[13% i now how many and able advocates
hay, i fe, in our legislatures, n Congress, have aljpez:l.l’e([, and
wely _ben Y and irl-efragab]y [JIB§Uled the tights of humanity in this as

Within, ﬁj—'?; ?"ii‘.nstances? ‘And_ if We I]Ll(ige of the future by the past,

Years from, ghis time, it witl be g shamefiud for a man to hold o

NEETO Slay,
& 3 5
248 (0 le guilty of common rabbery or theft.”
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Tn 1704, the General Asssembly of the Presbyterian church adopted
its  Scripture proofs,”” notes, ‘and comments. Among: these was the
following : ' :

«1 Tim. i 10. The law is made for manstealers.. ‘This crime
among the Jews exposed the perpetrators of it to capital punishment,
Bvodus xxi. 16. And the apostle here classes them with sinners of
the first rank. The word he uses, in its original import comprehends
all ‘who are concerned in bringing any of the human race into slavery,
or in retaining thern in it.  Stealers gf memare all those who bring off

11
“slaves or freemen; and keep, sell, or buy them.

In 1794, Dr. Rush declared: ¢ Domestic slavery is repugnant.to ‘the
principles of Christianity. It prostrates every bene\_rolent and just
principle of action in the human heart. It is rebellion against the
authority of a common Father. Itis a practical denial of the extent
and efficacy of the death of a common Saviour. 1t is an usurpation of
the prerogative of the great Sovereign of the universe, ’who has solemn-
ly claimed an exclusive property in the souls of men.

In 1795, Mr. Fiske, then an officer of Dartmouth College, Bﬁef“’{ird
o Tudee in Tennessee, said, in an oraton published that year, speaking
of slaves: I steadfastly maintain, that we must bring them to an equal
standing, in point of privileges, wzﬂff ﬂif whites ! They must enjoy all
the rights belonging to human n?bti_ue. A " e

When the petition on the :11)0 mlon of the slave trade was under dis-
cussion in the Congress of ’89, Mr. Brown, of North Carolina, said,
« The emancipation of the slaves will be gffected in time ; it ought to be
a oradual business, bL}t he hoped that Congrcss would not' precipitate
it to the great injury of the southern States.” Mr. Hartley, of Pennsyl.
yania, saidy in the same debate, « He was not a litle surprised to hear the
cause of slavery a_.ﬁlmcazed, in that house.” W asEmeToN, In a letter to
giy John Sipglmfs 5‘:{3’85 b Thql'e are, in Pennsylvania, laws for the
gl-adual abohtilonhgflﬂs a\;?a_y x\;hich 1aext11m"Ma1-y1and nor Virginiahave
at present; but which nottng is more ceriain than that they must. have,
andat a perlod NOT RFTMC})TL . In1782, Virginia passed her celebrated
manumission ack: Within nine years from that  time nearly eleven
thousand slaves were vAhErly emancipated by their masters. [Judge
Tucker’s * Disger@’tfl.on gl Sla“.'rm:}":” p- 72.] Im: 1787, Maryland
passed an act legalizing manumission, My, Dorsey; of Maryland, in
a spoech in Congress, December 27th, 1826, spealking of manumissions
under that act, said, that Th_t? Progress of emaneipationwas astonishing,
the State became crowded With a free biaclk Population.”

The celebrated William Pinkney, in o speech before the Maryland
House of Delegates, in 1789, on thg emancipation of 'slaves, said, “Sir,
by the eternal prineiples of natury) iﬁstice, no master @n the state has o
right 10 hold his slave in bondage for @ single fowre - Are we ‘ap-

prehensive that these men wil] hgeome more dangerous by becoming

freomen! Arve we alarmed, losi by being admitted into the enjoyment
of civil rights; they Will be ingpired with a deadly enmity against the
rights of others? Stl‘aﬂ%:’ﬂ, unaceountable paradox! How much more

LL
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rational would it . he :
: ‘ i to argue that the natural enemv of rivileges
of a freeman, is he who is enemy of the privileg

r L robbed of them himself!
cioty ofjaé?rizniﬁpbﬁgi In an addllass before the Pennsylvania So-
Great Britain o ’t b Y 4 178_:, said, “ Qur separation from
et distind x‘eu' ed the empire of humanily. The time 4s not
i ZH 21.11 sigter slatﬁs, in mu_t'atmn of our exarnple, shall
United oy sals into _ﬁ‘eSi'ne-:_z-. The Convention that formed the
WS ales CO_nstltu_tzon being then In session, attended on the de-
Ty of ﬂlls oration with General Washington at their head,
s t[morfa paper of September 8th, 1780, contains the following
ﬂO_tlce of Major General Gates: A few days 0go passed througﬁ
w“l;z;;:; %}}31:5;1. Gﬁgﬁgﬁ _Gdatlca‘s and la(.ly. The General, previous
b, g Virgibia, s ed his numerous family of slaves about
; ;- and ‘amidst their tears of affection and gratitude, gave them their
REEDOM, '
11791, the university of William and Mary, in Virginia, conferred
1Pon Granville Sharpe the degree of Doctor of Laws. Sharpe was at
8t time the acknowledged head of British abolitionists. His in-
Efahgahle exertions, prosecuted for years in the case of Somerset,
Procured that memorable decision in the Court of King’s Bench, which
Settled the principlé that no slave could be held in England. He was
1Most uncompromising in his opposition to slavery, and for twenty
years previous hé had spoken; written, and accomplished more against
1 than any man living.
meI 0 the ** Memoirs of the Revolutionary War in the Southern Depart-
Ehen;,l by Gen. Lee, of Va., Commandant of the Partizan Legion, is
"’-"ithos lowing ; « The Gonstitution of the United States, adopted lately
Do t(iJ mich [h-ﬂicg]-ty, has -eﬁ'ecl',tgally provided against this evil (by im-
e on) afte%' a f{_ew yearf. It -rts_-much to be lamented tha_t having
ahiz 50 mugh in this way, “w provision had not been made for the gradwal
400 of slavery.”—pp, B33, 4.
b r. Tucker, of Virginia, Judge of the Supreme Court of that stateé
aletfrofessor of Jaw in the University of William and Mary, a'ﬁflezie
litioner to the Geeneral Assgmbly of that state, in 1796, m‘gmgs e i 0'_
of of slayery, from whleh the following is an extral-ﬁt't_ pez; A0y
reme slives in Virginia, he says : « Should wernot, at the 1mae of the
e :‘tlon, haye broken _thglr fetters ? Is it not our duty 7o em race the
an ohien ntof constitutional healthand Wg@l‘_t{? eflf.:?cfuate. S0 de‘sﬂ'ﬂb‘le
Rever ;fltf -and_ to remove ﬁ-omlus 2 stigma wit 1 whie 1 our gfe}nies will
. L to upbraid us, nor our ‘consciences to reproach yg ¥
Yan, g 2ulkner, in e speech before fhe Virginia House of Delegates,
ftiy, 1839, said ; ¢ The idea of & gradual emancipation and remoyal
our ;Wes from this commop‘}’ealth, 15 coeval with the declgration of
':?2‘?&&1 Ife;‘;le;mja frqm the Bi'itlsh‘ yoke, When Virginia stood sus-
. B, byt o P&tﬁm]l}ltmn by the pure and philosephic intellect of Pendle-
O?ET&E% of yt‘{:“am of Mason and Lee, by the searching vigor and
Fanoman S, s b o all.embracing, lcomprito g
mem who, : SI‘L', it was _3- Commitiee (;omposeﬂ of those five
W17, submitted to the general assembly of this
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state, then'1n session, a plan for the gradual emancipation of the slaves of
this commonwealth.” . : ! _

Hon. Benjamin Watkins Leigh, late United States’ senator from
Virginia, in his letters to the people of Virginia, in 1832, signed A ppo-
mattox, p. 43, says: 1 thought, t}ll very la_tely, that it was known i
every body that during the revolution, and for many years after, the abo.
Tition. of slavery was a favorite topic with many of our. oblest, statesmen,
who entertained, with respect, all the schemes which wisdom or inge.
nuity could suggest for accomplishing t}}? _Dbject. _ Ml Wyﬂ}.@: to  the
day of his death, was for a simple abolition, considering the objection 1o
color as founded in prejudice. By degrees, all projects of the kind were
abandoned. M. Jefferson retained his opinion, and now we haye these

jects revived.”
pr%&ocv:.mor Burbour, of Virginia, in his speech in the U. 8. Senate, on
the Missouri question, Jan. 1820, said : We are asked why has Vir!
gmia changed her policy in reference to slavery ! That the sentiments
of our most distinguished men, for thirty years entirely. corresponded
with the course which the friends of the restriction (of slavery in Mis.
sourt) now advocated ; and that _-the Virginia delegation, one u_:f ‘Whom

fhe late President of the United States, voted for the restriction (of
T ) § he northwestern territory, and that Mr. Jefferson hag de.
s‘]avel'y) e m-l :oture of the baneful effects of slavery. When it js
lineated a g]oom_}ir PlNotes of Mr. Jefferson were written during the pro.
pecplloctad th.at ;lln‘:tion it is no matter of surprise that the writer should
i Ofb%-edlz‘aal'ge p:)rtion of that enthusiasm which such an oceasion
hfweslnnn:v(l-ﬂfcalculuted to produce. = Asto the consent of the Yirgf_}_]ig
:;;Z gati.oﬁ to the restriction in ques?'mn, whether ghe result of a dispo-
sition fo restrain the slave-trade indirectly, or the Enﬁg_em.-:e of that en-
shusiasm to which T have just alluded, * * * ¥ it is not now
jmportant to decide. 'We have witnessed its e{fects._ The h_bg_rahty
of Virginia, o1, 83 the result may prove, her folly, which gu_bmi_t_tad to,
or, if you will, PROPOSED this measure (abolition of slavery in the N. W.
tel"ritory) has eventg&ted in qﬁ'ects which speak a monitory }?sson,
o is the _rgpressmgtmﬂf?‘q?fz ?h-w quarier on the present question ? « W,
' My, I_mlﬂ}’s 1 h!S. 60.1'1} hl?t()l‘y o? Kentucky, p- 185, says ¢ : e
have disgraced the faif face of humanity, and trampled upon the s_ac},ed
privﬂege?s of man, at the very moment that we were 9;&‘61&11“11‘8& against
the tyranny of your (the Enghsh) ministyy. But in G‘;ﬁtgn clfng for
the birthright of ficedom, e have learned to feel for the bondage o
others, and in the libations We offer to the goddess of liberty, we con-
template an emancipation of _i-ke slaves of this country, 88 honorable to
themselves as it will be glorious to-yg, ¥ :

In the debate in Congress, Jan, 20', 1806, on M. Sloan's motion to
l%l}f a tax on the impol'tatlon of Sl'rlves, Mz Clark of ‘Va, gaid ; « I‘[ ¢
was no advocate for a system of slavery.” Mzr. Marion, of 8. Cargl;.
na, said: © He never had. purchased, nor should he ever purchase a
glave.” Mr. Sout.h_m‘d said : « Not revenue; but an expression of the
autional sentiment 18 the principal object.” My, Smilie— 1 yejoice
that the word (SlEWB) is not in the constitution ; its not being there does
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lionor ‘thi :
M, AE;EE;F%&ES “i}.lo ""O‘L‘Ild not suffer it to become a part of it.”
to prohibit the trade f;l]'? mah_- o trg years we shall have the power
No one will objeet ¢ Og‘et er.  Then this House will be unanimous.
bl Intelh:] ©-Ourexercising our full. constitutional powers.”
hese witn, Bty Jans 24, 1808 o
el esses need no vouchers to entitle them to credit; nox
Hdhyins Ilgf comments to make it ll}telliglb_]e—-thell' names are their
alli o yoand their strong words their own interpreters. We waive
Shi ments.  Qur readers are O_f age., Whosoever hath ears to hear,
p m H.EAR. And who_soeve:r will not hca}:r the fathers of the revolu.
lon, the founders of the government, its chief magistrates, judges, le-
gislators apng sages, who dared and perilled all under the burdens, " and
10 the heat of the day that tried men’s souls—then “ neither will he be
PeIsuaded though raEY rose from the dead.”
i So’me‘of the points established by tlllis testimony gre—_The universal
Pectation that Congress, state legislatures, seminaries of learning,
Clurches, ministers of religion, and public sentiment widely embodied
1t abolition soci_eties, would act against slavery, calling forth the moral
tslense of the nation, and creating a power of opinion that would abolish
16 system throughout the Union. - In a word, that free speech and a
Tee press would be wielded against it without ceasing and without re-
Striction,. Full well did the South know, not only that the national
Sovernment would probably legislate against slavery wherever the con.
zsttutlon placed it within its reach, but she knew also that Congress had
“1eady marked out the line of national policy to be pursued on the sub-
i?f!t-—had committed itself before the world to a course of actionagainst
P-V_El'y,_ wherever she eould move upon it without encountering & con-
cing jurisdiction—that the nation had established by solemn ordinance
Memgrahle precedent for subsequent action, by abolishing slavery in
© Northwest territory, and by declaring that it should never thence-
oTward exist there ; and this too, as soon as by cession of Virginia
d othey states, the territory came under congressional control.  The
9uth knew also that the sixth article in the ordinance prohibiting sla-
fery, was first proposed by the largest slayeholding state in the con.
€ Sacy-_that in the,Congress of ’84, My, Jefferson, as charman of
© Committee on the N. W, territory, veported a resolution abolishing
Slavery there— that the chairman of the comimittee that reported the
Ogdma.uce of '87 was also a slaveholder—that the ordinance was engcf.
Ui ongessdarig the sesionof e conventon that formed he
Bath whiltat‘es, (Jonsmutmillr_;léiunderi' d‘IJ;cu n:: f lc Ol‘chna.n ce were,
Notorigy, . [ Prospect anc 1w‘ pen Ci‘m_ou, maters of unjyergal
Sived t¥1 and gpproval with all parties, an whe1_1 finally passed, re-
State, EVote of every member of Cﬂng?‘eé‘s fromeach of the SZm;g}wZ,di?zg
G““grngg 1}118 1Scauth also ll;xd every leason f_or believing that the first
Gnan; =';u:\-'i2f er the constitution Would rafify tho ordinance—as it did
T
Presses g, dmof_ teflections, suggested by the preceding testimony.
15 eon"—"mutiqn;llagﬁ?‘ _The right of petition ravished and trampled bj;
“rdians, and insult and defiance hurled in the faces
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of the sovsREIGN PEOPLE while calmly remonsirating with their sgg.
vanTs for violence committed on the nation’s charter and their ave
dearest rights ! Added fo this “the right of peaceably assembling »
violently wrested——the  rights- of , minorities, rights no longer—free
speech struck dumb—free men outlawed and murdered—fres presses
cast_into the streets and their fragments strewed with shoutings, or
flourished in triumph before the gaze of approving crowds as proud
mementos of prostrate law! The spirit and power of our fathers,
where dre they ?  Their deep homage always and every where ren.
dered to FREE THOUGEHT, with its inseparable signs—free speech and q
Jfree press—their reverence for justice, liberty, rights and all-pervading
law, where are they? j

But we turn from these considerations—though the times on which
we have fallen, and those toward which we are borne with }?eadlon
haste, eall for their discussion as with the voices of departing life~—and
proceed to topics relevant to the argument before us. s diss

The seventh article of the amendments to the constitution is alleged
to withhold from Congress the power to abolish slavery in the District.
« No person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without _due

rocess of law.” All the slaves in the District have been « deprived
of liberty” by legislative acts. Now, ‘Ehese legislative acts i depriv-
ing'’ them © of liberty,” were either due process of law,” or they
wore not. 1f they were, then & leglslat‘l‘vgz act, ,Eakmg‘ from the master
that & p:l‘t)per‘fj"” which is the identical ]}Jberty previously taken from
e et eould be © due process of law f[;sq, al:;d of course a consti.
utional act; but if the ]85151&“};{3 acts “depriving” them o_f' “ liberty”
were not « due process of law,” then the slayes were deprived of Iib.
erty unconsiituiionally, and these acts are woid. In that case the con.
rution emancipates them. .
If the objector 1"?1313_‘"_]33" saying that the import of the phrase « dye
Jrocess of ]m‘-’,”.ls Judicial process solely, it is granted, and that factis
R 1-ejoilldﬂl‘i ’{01: }?C{ SlE‘We mn 3t’h_e D_istrict has been deprived of his
liberty by “a judicia ploces?, oY, I other words, by « due process
of law;” consequentlys upgn t._1e QbJ@UtC_‘I’S own admission, every slave
in the District has been deprived of liberty wnconstitutionally, and is
therefore free by the constitution. - This is asserted only of the slaves
under the « exclusive legislation” of Congress.

The last clause of the Ell'thIC_Under consideration is quoted for the
same purpose ; ¢ Nor sha.ll’ private Property be taken for public use
without just compensation.’ Bach of {he state constitutions has a
clause of similar purport. The abolitjoy of slavery in the District by
Congress, would not, as we shall presently show, violate this clause
either dil'ec'tIY_Or by 1mthaEl}0n, Gl‘mlting for m-gument s sake, that
slaves are “private PI'OP("J'E;G and that tp emancipate them, would be
to “tale I;rwate property . for « public use,” the ob]ect?r admits the
ongress to do _z}’azs, provided it will do something else, that
e ThUS; wstead of denying the power, the objector not
but affirms ity as the ground of the 111{Ibrence that Compen-
So far from disproving the existence of

sti

power of C
is, pay for th
only admits, k.
cation must accompany 1l
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:Ii*%aigsoggr, jtl}? fi:s'serts the existence of #wo—one, the power to take the
il Unitezlnst eIl masters, the other, the power to take the property of
ates to pay for them,
.If Congress cannot constitutionally impair the right of private
property, or take it without compensation, it cannot constitutionally,
fagcelaz_e the perpetration of such acts, by others, nor profect those who
commif them., Does the power to Tob a man of his earnings, rob the
barner of his right to them? Who has a better right to the product
than the producer *—to the interest, than the owner of the principal —
to the hands and arms, than he from whose shoulders they swing ?—to the
ody and soul, than he whose they are? ~Congress not only impairs
but annihilates the right of private property, while it withholds from the
slaves of the District their title to themselves. What! Congress power-
€8 to protect a man’s right to himself, when it can make inviolable
the right to a dog! But, waiving this, I deny that the abolition of
Siavery in the District would violate this clause. What does the clause
prohibit? The * taking” of # private property” for ¢ public use.”
Suppose Congress should emancipate the slaves in the District, what
would it ¢ take?” Nothing. What would it hold? Nothing. What
would it putto “public use ¥’ Nothing. TInstead of faking ¢ private
property,” Congress, by abolishing slavery, would say “ private, property
shall not be taken; and those who have beenrobbed of it already, shall
be kept out of it no longer; and every man’s right to his own body
shall be protected.” True, Congress may not arbitrarily teke property,
as property, from one man and give it to another—and in the abolition
of slavery no such thing is done. A legislative act changes the condi-
tion of the slave—makes him his own proprietor, instead of theproperty
of another, It determines a question of original right between two
classes of persons—doing an act of justice to one, and restraining the
other figm acts of injustice ; of, in other words, preventing one h:on‘?
Yobbing the other,by granting to the injured party the protection of just
and equitable laws. :
oggress, }jy an act of abolition, would change the coriditwﬂ_ of seven
thousgand o pGI‘SODS” in the Distriet, but wonld ¢ take’ L'Lf-‘th“_]g'_ To
Constyyg this provision so as to enable the citizens of the District to
old qg property, and in perpetulty, whatever they please, or to hold it
3 property in all circumstances—all necessity, public welfare, and the
Will apg power of the government to the contrary not‘-wthstandmg-_.jg
& tota] ne vorsion of its whole dntent. The design of the provision, was
10 throy up o barrier against Governmental aggrandizement, The
Mgt to « ol property” for State uses is one thing;—the right so to
idjlfst the tenures by which pl:DPI:}‘tY is held, that each may have his
ggisﬁ;{mad 1o Tim, is _anothel. t‘mg, and clearly within the scope of
Dliprigy 5 Dosides, if Congress wete to « tale” the glaves in the
slayey, 2 ¥ would phe adopling, DOt abolishing slavery—becoming a
The duuer 1self, ingtead of 1eqUIING others to he such no longer.
for puhhse lqn Qestion, prohibits tP}e £ ‘E&T{ing” of individual property
entn) pu$§; 1o he employed or dlSpOSed of as property for govern-
% Congress, by abolishing slavery in the District,
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would do no such thing. It would merely change the condition of that
which has been recognized asa qualified property by congressional acts,
though previously (_leclared “ persons” by the constitution. More thap
this s done continually by Congresg and_ every other Legislature,
Property the most absolute and unquelified, is annihilated by legislative
aets. The embargo and non-intercoutse act, levelled at a stroke a
forest of shipping, and sunk millions of caylital- To say nothing of the
power of Congress to take hundreds of millions from the people by di-
rect taxation, who doubts its power to abolish at once the whole tariff
system, change the seat of Government, arrest the progress of national
works, prohibit any branch of commerce with the Indlan.trlber_“: or with
foreign nations, change the locality of forts, arsenals, magazines and.
docls yards ; abolish the Post Office system, and the privilege of patents
and copyrights? By such acts Congress might, in the exercise of its
acknowledged powers, annihilate property to an incalculable amount,
and that without bécoming liable to claims for compensation. o
Finally, this clause prohibits the taking for public use of « propersy.
The constitution of the United States does not recognize slaves as
« propERTY” any where, and it does not recognize them in any sense In
the District of Columbia.  All allusions to them in the cqnstltut;on
recognize them as persons.”  Every reference to them poinfs stl;_ gjf-y
to the element of personmality; and thus, by the stl‘onge‘r‘,t implicy.
tion, declaves that the c011§L1tut1011 i’mawsb them only as © pexrsons,
and:will not recognize themin any other }Lgllt.‘ If they escfltém u]?l’to
fiee States, the constitution authorizes thcn;’ being t%}:en'ba.c, 4 .ui
how? Not as the praperty (}f an “ owner, but as # persons ;’ and
the peculiarity of the expression s a marked 1'ecogm‘t:m of their per.
sonality—a refusal to recogmze them as chattels-—* persons held u;..
gervice.” Ale owen ¢ feld to Serwc_e"s‘” That can be aihrnleci’?lﬂy_ of
ersons. -Again, slaves give political power as * persons. Th_e
.onstitution, gettling the principle of representation, requires their
e ation in the census. How? As property? Then why not
L oo hovges and game cocks? ‘Slaves, like other inhabitants,
faolie 72 rated as ¢ persons.” So by the constitution, the government
ir;geﬁz?id 1o pon-interference with “ the migration or importa}tion of
su(;,hf % e:gm o7 as the States might ‘think proper to ad,r’nlt until 1.808,
and authorized the 1ayi_ng_ of a tax on each « person™ so0 adl_l"lltteda
Further, slaves are recognized as persons by the exaction of their ¢fjq.
giance to the government. For offences against the government slayeg
are Tried as persons ; as persons they are .entltlad to counsel for theip
defenice, to the rules of evidence, and to ““due process of law,” and
as persons they are punished. True, they are loaded with cruel disa.
bilities in courts ‘of law, such as greatly uh{sn‘uct and often inevitally
defeat the ends of justice, yet they are still recognized pg pg?‘sg;{
Even in the legislation of Congress, and in the diplomacy of F i 86
ral government; notwlthst&lldll]g 1.;he fl'equgnt an!:i Wide dépa;u;?(jﬂ
from the integrity of the constifution on this subjee, slaves are -
recognized as property without qualification. Congress has b

cefused to grant compensation for slaves killed or taliep by the always

enemy,
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:{:en_ WhEIII these slaves had been ipapressed into the United States’
rvice. In half a score of cases sinee the last war, Congress has
rejected _s_uch applications for compensation, Besides,a both in
ongressional acts, and in our national diplomacy, slaves and property
are not used as convertible terms. When mentioned in treaties and
state papers it is in such a, way as to distinguish them from mere pro-
Perty, and generally by a recognition of their personality. In the in-
Variable recognition of slaves as persons, the United States’ constitu-
tion caught the mantle of the glorious Declaration, and most worthily
wears it. It recognizes all human beings as “men,” « persons,” and
thus as «equals.” In the original draft of the Declaration, .as it
came from the hand of Jefferson, it is alleged that Great Britain had
“Waged a cruel war against human nature itself, violating its most sa-
cred rights of life and liberty in the persons of a distant people, carry-
ing them into slavery, * ™ determined to keep up a market where
MEN should be bought and sold,”~—thus disdaining to make the charter
of freedom a warrant for the arrest of men, that they might be shorn
both of liberty and humanity. '

The celebrated Roger Sherman, one of the committes of five appoint-
edto draft the Declaration of Independence, and & member of the con-
vention that formed the United States’ constitution, said, in the first
Congress after its adoption : % The constitution does not consider these
Persons, (slaves,) as @ species of property.”—[Lloyd’s Cong. Reg.
Ve 1, p. 313.] That the United States’ Constitution does not malke
Siaves “property,” is shown in the fact, that no person, either as a citi-
zen of; the United States, or by having his domicile within the United
vit[ates government, can hold slaves. . He can hold them only by deri-

OE his power lI_'rom state. la}vs, or, from the laws of Congress, if he

o g agﬁstel\;”lﬁ un 1‘c_he_ Distriet. But 1o pexson resident within the

State whose .Iaf'.]fl; ls;illctw? ?h{ri o mthin the Mok Fig ‘thl‘m;g
B State.o i[)%l:slt s ml ery, nor held to service lzI:‘ ,‘fiell’d 5
Gl rict, having escaped thevefrom, can 02
resi‘g?gcggyélgtlldtﬁgo%mydund?1‘ the United States’ government Tough
Bbitan of the Tows, T of any state, district, or texritory. AN in.
of e o ed owa Telrltory can hold property there under the laws
Uniteq St,ftlt?, IStates, but “he cannot hold slaves there under the
or upc\n'ﬂ-?? E"-WS; nor I?y virtue of the Uni‘t(_ad St&}:es CODStltutrpH,
his dormicj, ‘*.Jvitgﬁ ound of his United States’ g‘Lt1_zens}11rI)3 nor by having
6 reog I the United States’ jurisdiction. The constitution
that ghy o > mN2eY the right to “slave property,” bul merely the facl
ulel_rr‘-emm “P;f:{;gf,ms‘dﬁﬂifm each in s oum Z.imit;,_ and, that f&&?‘g
R g within, their jurisdictions * held to service” by
Iy mﬁt& _Y:. M the claug dik A P!
tice 1, o DS taken ¢ Witi under consideration private ETOPGT‘_-Y
UPbenleq toojut C%USt,c(.m_lDEnsutionc” «Jost! If jus-
ferimg in eteimmmg the amount of compensa-
Much comec the grounds also. . If it be her province to

MBengng Pl 0.
Ation g “]11-‘5{.,” it i hers to say whether any

ing upon another class, and robbing them at pleasure of their earpiy
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is % just,?—whether the .slave is just” property at ail, rather than a
« person.”  Then; if justice adjudges the slave to be ¢ private prop-
erty,” it adjudges him tobe fés own property, since the right to one’s
self is the first right—the source of all others—the original stock by
which they are accumulated—ithe _prmclpal, of w};uch they are the in.
terest. -~ And since the slave’s “private property ” has been “taken,”
and since “compensation ” is impossible—there being no equivalent for
one’s self—the least that can be done is to restore -to him his original
rivate property.
: I‘IaviJEg S?hogn that in abolishing. slavery, * property” would not be
“taken for public use,” it may be added thaf, in those s_tabe;;1 where sla.
very has been abolished by law, no claim for compensation nas been al-
lowed. - Indeed the manifest absurdity crfl' demanding it seems to haye
ite forestalled the setting up of such a. claim. . :

qlIlt'I?fua abolition of slav:g( in the District instead of being a legisla.
tive anomaly, would proceed upon the principles of every day legisla.
tion. It has been shown already, that the United States ansﬂ;utm_u
does not recognize slaves as ¢ property.” Yet ordinary lfsgmlatmn is

showing that even absolute property is in many re.

‘ecedents, : _
fulé;é’ g\:ﬁgﬁyesubject to legislation. The repeal of the law of entail-
fri:ents—-aﬂ those acts that control the alienation of property, its dispo-

a1 s : svs by descent, with the question, who sha]]
sal by will, its p _?Sinélgmt]? ILB';I theyrule of disﬁributiofll among them, or
be heirs, and wha <hall be transmitted at all by descent, rather than
vt pf}fg E;,ls?;temthese, with statutes of limitation, and yarious oth.
eschgat tos of 1egisla.tive acts, serve to illusirate th(-? z_lcknowledged
s as;f? the law-making power, even where property s in every sense
o ze s, . Persons whose property is thus affected }Dy public laws,
absoitt .}-mm the sovernment no compensation for their losses, unless
i.]igm::ate -has been put in possession of the property taken from
them- amble of the United States’ Constitution declares it to be
The pre ial object of the organization of the government * to Esrax.
a fundamenty, Has Congress no power to do that for which it was
e itory of power? Casmor the United States’ Govern-
mede i dopos) . gse for which it was brought into being ?
mens fulfil the Ell-n-%r}' is to take from no rightful owneyr his property ;
bu;r t?) a:b:i]ti}gljsi‘ _jus‘zicﬁ‘” be’t’ween two p_arties. _To emancipate t};é
slave, is to ¢ establish justice between _h]m amlligns‘ master—to thygy,
around the person, charactel; conscience, erty, and domestie
relations of the one, the same luw that secures and blesses the othey,
In other words, to prevent by legal restraints one class of men from geiy.
TR S
their time, their liberty, their kindved, and the very use and nwng 1

Ti 2 : I.
ship of their OWD. persons. Finally, to. abolish slavery is to proclaiy,
and enget that INOCENce and helplessuess——nqw free Pz“?‘lfle?‘a-.al.a

entitled  to Jegal pmtectg’on; E;nd that power, avarice, and Just, shall no
longer revel upon their spoils under ‘the license, and by the Ministra.
tion of law! Congress. bﬁy possessing “exclusive legislation iy all
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cases whafsoever,” |
tants of the Distyiet,

trict it has none to ju
Protect one man and

18 8 generdl protective power for ant thé inhabi.

If it has no power to protect one manin the Dis-
otect another+~none to protest any-—-and if it can
Bl o't l 5 Emmd to dp it, it énn pl‘qtect every man=—and 1s
i Distn']' 1. A .I admit t}_le_powe?r of Congress to protect the masters

iHe e r,mt,fl.gam?t thenf Blaves. _W_*_hat part of the constitution gives

Casp ver? ht_a clavse 6 often quoted,— pawer of legislation in ‘all

€Y Whatsosver,” equally in the * gase” of defending blacks against

Whites, as in that of defending whites against blacks. The power

S alss confarred by A¥t. 1, Bee. 8, clause 15:—% Congress shall have
POWer 16 suppress insurrections”-=a pawer to protect, as well blacks
dgainst whites; as whites aghinst blacks. If the ecohstitution gives
POWer to protect ofie class against the other, it gives powet to protect
33{1{’-8?' against the other. Buppose the blacks in the Distriet should
Seize the whites, drive theim into the fields and kitchens, force them to
work without pay, flog them, imprisén them, and sell thern ot their
Pleasure, whete would Congtess find power to testrain such acts?

nswer ; & general power in the clause so often eited, and an express
One in that cited above-—* Congress shall have power to suppress in-
Surrections.” So riuch for a supposed ¢ase, - Hers follows a real one:

The ‘whites in the District are pérpelraling ihese identical acts- upon
seven thousand blacks daily. That Congress has power to yestrain
th}ese acts in oné case, all assert, and in &0 dbing they assert the power
“in g7} cases whatsoever.” For the grant of power to suppress insur-
Tections, is an unconditional grant; not hampered by provisos as to the
¢oloy, shape, size, sex, language, creed, or ¢ondition of the insurgents.

Ongress derives its power to Suppress this aefiial instivrection, from
the Samg sotirce whence it derived its power to suppress the samle acts
M the cage supposed. If oné ¢ase is an insuriection, the other is. - The
acts in Both ate the sanie ; the actors only are different.  In the on®
Case, ignorant and degraded—goaded by the memory of the past, StUP8
by the present, and driven to desperation by the fearful looking for of
Vv':'rbhg‘s for éver to tomie. In the other, enlightened ihto_tht_’:‘ nature _Of
Tights, the prineiples of justicé, and the dictates of the law of love, un.
Plovoked by wrongs, with cool deliberation, and by systern; they per.
Petrate these acts upon those to whom they owe ynnu;nbered obligs.
tiong gy sphofe lives of uniéquited service. 'On which side may pallia.
Hon b pleaded, and which party may most reagonably claiin an abate.
Nt of the rigors of law? If Congress has powet 10 suppress such

30tS 4t 477 it has power to suppress the‘m in _all.-

X ét 88 Been shown already t;héa.tt ;zﬂegat;@cg 18 exacted of the slave. Is
it o xg;:ternmer}t of the Uhited aa es uqal?le to grant prolection where
Dy S allegiapoe 7 1t 18 8D ﬁnt_a{n of the civilized world, and a

o even with savages, that allegiance and proteetion are reciptocal
Of Yy, Clitive, Are princ’l’pleS Powerless with is which exact homage
being uani;ians?. Protection is the CONSTINUTIoN AL, RiamT of €Uy human

) the exopyerse legislation of Congress who has not forfeited i
Tn cnnduﬂ;mn 1

*° 8rgue the power of Congress to abolish slavery in
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the District, from Axt. 1, sec. 8,. clause L, of the constitution; « (Clon-
-oss shail have power to provide for the common defence and the
§enera1 welfave of the United States.” Has the government of the
?}nited States no pawer under this grant to .lcg{slage within its own
exclusive jurisdiction on subjects that vitally affect its interest ? Suppose
the slaves in the district should rise upon their masters, and the United
States’ government, in quelling the insurrection, should kill any num-
ber of them. Could their masters claim compensation of the goverp-
ment? Manifestly not ; even though no proof existed that the partic.
ular slaves killed ‘were insurgents. . This was Prgc}selg the poinf at
issue between those masters, whose slayes were killed by the State
troops at the time of the Southampton insurrection, and the Virginia
Legislature : no evidence was. brought to show that the slaves killed by
the troops were insurgents ; yet the Virginia Legislature .;deﬂld_ed that
their masters were not entitled to compensation, They Pl‘?c‘?‘ﬁje‘{ on
the sound prineiple, that the government may in Self_pIOteGmnhjéesél oy
the claim of its subjects even to. that which has heen P@%‘Jg. 73,98
yoperty by its own aets. If fn proyiding for the common defence, the
D Ktates’ zoyernment, in the case supposed, would have power to
destroy slaves both as property ?1“1 I.-Jt legdl’izcd'théii‘ existence as per
dest roperty while 1t le Eb L i
i desér?tgutshe;?{)ﬁd};d JI}‘orythe common  defence b_};l glying Ehﬁﬁ a
, Al 3 B -
ls'fg:ional and powerfil interest in the government, and securing their
) ST ce ;
stl-f?f;tho{t?; :ti S;fi‘:ﬁm}es, Congress has poyer to abate nu,lss:l,_lces——to
ikg o down unsafe buildings—to destroy infected cargoes—to
rempve 9 ticﬁ?; 1313011'!' manufactories injurious to the public. health—and
I%y ut%uﬁc'pi-'d?i do for the common defence and general welfare™ by de-
thus LA e et SRR x
S sing individus] property, when. such property puls in jeopapdy the
; 1 eﬂ.].s
ulél? Siing, for argument’s sake, that slaves are « property” in the
: tl'iit 'Of'éolgmbig-if Congress has a right to annihilate property
Distr en the public safety requires It it may annihilate itg existence
t_hereo“’e- ty when the public safety requires it, especially if it transform
s prop ~atection and defence that which as propeysy perilled the public
1nto &ft’-‘ 1 the District C’f! C_Olul‘flbl_a there are, besides the United
’Sntftgis, 'E(Tiapit'dl, the President’s house, the national offices, and archives
of the:"De-Partme.I.lts- of State, T}‘Ba,sury, Way, and Navy, the Geneyal
Post.office, and Patent office: It is also the residence of the President, of
all the highest officers of the SOVernment, of both houses of Cougress, and

of ]l the foreign ambassadors: In this sarme District there arealso seven

thousand slaves. Jefferson, bis Notes on Va. p. gt e,
{hat ¢ the State permitting one half of its citizens o m'impké Ho
i of the other, transforms them into enemies ; and Richard Henry

he Va. House of Burgesses in 1758, declared that tothese who
« slaves must be natural gnemies.” 1s Congress so impotent
ot exercise that right pronounced both by municip aland national
ved and universal—the right of self-preservation and de-
to the secessity of keeping seven thousand “ enemies” in

rights
Lee, int
held them,
that it can’
law, the most 520
fence! Isitshutup
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the heart of the nation’s o
nation’s cits 9 | ; : i
citadel? Does the iron'fiat of the constitution

0011 it to ‘such imbecil; ‘i
them & enermies, an?ic;lgﬁ( ﬂrlatdlt cannot arrest the process that made
diy by Gy alde e : goads to deadlier hate by fiery trials, and
Siion du S8 to their number? Is #his providing for the
i ence and general welfive ? {oht i
(et hate, freely & regto o are? If'torob men of rights excifes
¥ Bininoipatis th I'le em and make amends, will win their love.
United States woul% djzbsaigesa;na?rle D?t‘r‘mt, o gﬁvemmem o
h ny of “encmies,’” and enlist « for
Seie(;m:hu;on ddefence and general welfare,” a body’ guar'cluc:}'l s‘}ffei?il?
sckad Washington e, busned 1h capil, th Drsenss s o
the Niationa] offices dnd archives : pitol, the President’s house, and
2 & tenon d a ; and no marvel, for s
%ﬁl}jga?g of the District had been TRMSFon’me)IJ ?;GT% a;ﬁ;;li"ﬂ;hﬁ
i they bgeat}aack invasion ! If the national government had exe.r-
proml Sconstitutional powa:t;,to provide for the common defence and to
Uttt of 5 EGstle i oomomn v ¢ oHBEHEE i il
et ] mbush lurking in every thicket inviti -
o : g 'y thicket mviting assanlt
Woi lzeige‘fefl?iﬁ_ 151 every house paralyzing defence, an armygof allies
Pt b oy ol ol St
s I H st the banner of the republic, then
anﬁdgi&f ulljwl,v g?ﬁg’ ;‘fr'osﬂin];l:r? floated securely ‘over FrEEmMEN exulting
gra’Ix;ct’ Z}fl,ow; tha% gongress can abolish slavery in the District, under the
e gl Wellf’ t?, provide for the common defence and to promote
i \g ner v.l;e are,” I quote an extract from a speech of Mr. Madison,
peal?j';] n ; ¢ first C_o.ngress under the constitution, May 18, 1789.
ol g of the abogm‘on of the slave trade, Mr. Madison says: “1
s venture to say it is as much ff)r the interests of Georgia and South
o na, a5 of any statein the union. Every addition they receive ‘to
& ELblImnrl‘t;er of slaves tends to weaken them, and renders them less
.(I; ¢ of self-defence. In case of hostilities with foreign nations,
I g Will be the means of inviting attack instead of repelling invasion.
< a necessary duty of the general govérnment to protect every part of
i e'rer}'iplre against danger, as well internal as external. ' Every thing,
55 go_re? which tends toincrease this danger, though it may be a local affar,
o & involves national expense or safety, it becomes of concern to o
S q{'i zk',g union, and s @ proper .S:Hf)jﬂc! Jor the consideration of thos
Yol Qie with the general administration of the government.” Cong, B ¢
- 1 5. 810, 11. iy

WYTHE,

-POSTSCRIPT.

My apology for adding a postcript, 10 & discussion a]re_ady perhaps too
protracted, igythe fact thgat the preceding sheets were in th?1 l}ands of
the printer, and all but the concluding pages had gone t¥H0t‘ilg St i press,
before the passage of Mr. Calhoun’s late resolutions 1o the fgmte of
the United States.. A proceeding s0 extraordinary,—if indeed hence.
forward any act of Congress in derogation of freedom and 1n defjerenr_:e
to slavery, can be deemed Gxtraordinary,——-s}?ould not be passed in
silence at such a crisis as the present; especially as the passage of
one of the resolutions by a vote of 36 to 9, exhibits a shift of position on

ot T thin
th, as sudden as it 1s unaccountable, belng nothing
the, Azt of th Boek fortress which until then, they had defended

rrender of a until ;
l.i?tslltgf; ;};ftilo.city of a blind and almost infuriated fatuity. Uémn the

; ions during the pendency of the resolutions, and upon the vote,
e & carried, I make no comment, save only to record
by which they wer here exhibited, that great emergencies are

S ot t it gr erger
iy, exultalion, /i ;3_:3 {t'?mt henceforward, until this question 18 settled,

g tm.*.ck.ﬂoﬂ%; eat in Congress will find upon, and around him, a

whoever holds
pessure Strong
through the care

enough to test him—a focal blaze that will find its way
fully adjusted cloak of fair pretension, and the seven.
ed political intrigue, and no-faced non commitialism,

brass of two-face 1 !
fqg‘}ﬁmﬂ to the dividing asunder of joints and marrow. Be it known
2 2 . who aspires to a seat in our i i
to every northern man wi p 8 our national councils,

{hat hereafter congressional action on this subject will be a wmierry
Y i ﬁ,wn,..makmg secret t_houghts_ public property, and proclaiming
Rm;;ie house-tops what is whispered in the ear—smiting off masks, and
gnrstiﬂg open SePulchres beautiful outwardly, and up-heaving to the sun
2 men’s bones. To such we say,— Remember the Missours

;r dead -
th;lgl; om, anl the fate of those who then sold the free states and their
! !

i 4 t
7 pirthrigh " i
Ongssing by the resolutions generally without remark—the attention

of the reader 1s spee.,ially solicited to Mr, Clay’s substitute for Mr.
CalhOUﬂ,S fifth resolution.
& Resolved, That when the District of Col ‘

states of Virginia and Maryland to the United States, do‘mest:t((i ts]lmgcry
existed 0 hoth of these states, including the ceded tm.l.lﬂ_, 11 y,dan 4 hat, ﬁs
it still continues i both of them, it could not be a‘b(l) srle i il_mdt e
District Without & violation of that good faith, whic L was implied in
'h 1 i and in the acceptance of the texritory ; 10T, unless compen-
1 ?’ Glfiirbre ma =, without a manifest in:
ga.lio! 2]

de to the proprietors of slaves, W1 2l .
fringement of an @ tion of the United States;
1ing L%
aor without excii

umbia was ceded by the

mendment to the constitu d B
ga degree of just alarm and apprehension in the
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states for1 ;

¥ advoating e e 1Ct?u d be accomplished by the abolition.”
not by taking & ositioeso Ut_lo?a- the south shifted its mode of defence,
S bneares s (I‘.']I]Ed n é}llltlre y new, but by attempting to refortify an
o amly long ago, as being unable to hold out
ol ]Welver unskilfully ' directed. _In the debate on this

oy %, the southern members of Congress silently drew off from the
g ) nd hitherto maintained by them, viz.—that Congress has no power
¥ the constitution to abolish slavery in the District, ' P
Iil’e passage of this resolution—with the vote of every southern sena.
> 1orms a new era in the discussion of this question. We cannot
19 In the lamentations of those who bewailit, We hail it, and rejoice
Mk, Tt was as we would have had jt—offored bya southern senator,
ﬂdmcated_ by southern senators, and on the ground that it “was no’
Eompromlse f’—-»t_ha_t it embodied the true southern princi]ﬂel—thut

this resolution stood on as high ground as Mr. Calhoun’s_”_w(ﬁlr
PI‘E!SEOI‘,I)—“ that Mr. Clay’s resolution was as strong as Mr. Cal.
houn’s ”—(Mr. Rives)—that ¢ the resolution. he (Mr. Calhoun) now
refused to support, was as strong as his own, and that in supporting it,
Ehere_ was no abandonment of prineiple by the south,” —(Mr. Walker,
of Mi. }—further, tt_lat it was advocated by the southern senators gene-
rally as an expression of their views, and as setting the question of sla-
very in the District on its #rue ground—that finally, when the question
Was taken, every slaveholding senator, including Mr. Calhoun himself,
voted for the resolution. -

By passing this resolution, and with such avowals, the south has

nwittingly but explicitly, conceded the main point argued in the pre-
C}Edmg pages, and surrendered the whole question at issue hetween
them and the petitioners for abolition in the District.

h_e only ground taken against the right of Congress to abolish sla-
Very in the District is, that it existed in Maryland and Virginia when
the cession was made, and “ gs it 7 continuzs in both of them, it conld
Dot he aholished without a violation of that good faith which’ was im.
ph_ecl in the cession,” &ec. The argument is not that exclusive sove.
Teignly has no power to abolish slavery within its jurisdiction, pop

at the powers of even ordinary legislation cannot o i, nor thyy
the plauge granting Congress ¢ exclusive legislation in all cases Wha,tl
S0ever gver such District,” gives no power to do it but that the i
eLDregseg ewpectation of one of the parties that the other would not f{h
3l cases ”” yge the power which sald party had consented might bo 115
(B Gl cases,” propatits the wse of it. The only cardipg) oo -e.usﬁ
isCussion, 15 here not only yielded, but fo rmall 1aid pomtin the
South ag ¢, : ticle in thejr Y laid down by the
‘E‘f’“ﬂl iurisiiﬁadmg ar‘;;avcry in t]ﬁ %?Ed on the question of Congres-
ong s Sdiction over slave © District.  The reason given wh
ahq\?;trizis should not abolish, and the gole evide . »gd‘d iy
ontiel WOuld be o violation Of * good gt s Dt if I &IC, such
ontinyg, ", 98¢ states,”—thus admitting, tﬁ’t i gy dsiéaf;?« pe

Th I thoge Sy i
€ Simg admissignsi;alt;?:a Congress could abolish it in the District.

¢ also in the premises, which state that sla.

tor,

e
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; +reser] i those states at the time of the cessiony &c.  Admitting
w-ery_eﬂft:sﬁ:t[ll ﬁo?exiated there then, butf had grown up in the District
e ]le,Tnited States’ laws, Congress might constitutionally abolish it,
undeziat if the ceded parts of those states had been th}a only parts in
Sll;ich <laves were held under; their laws, Congress might have abol.
:<hed in such a contingency also. 'The cession In that case ‘lea’\:n}g 1o
;laves in those states—no ¢ good faith” would be # implied” in it,
nor any © violated” by an act of abolition. The ge%:_lut{m_l !gikervu-
tually this further admission, that if Ma_ryla.nd an ::Il‘ﬁél]'ljl:.h itaiﬂn ﬂ?g
once abolish their slavery, Congress might at olr]ilfie e L
District. The principle goes even further than 4 b,“b Al
gress in such case to abolish slavery in the District © ”y Sinc%a g

implied in the cession and acceptance of the te_rmf::-_ry. e o o .
ing to the spirit and scope of the _resolutl‘on, this ¢imp leth:%t S
of Maryland and Virginia in making the cession; Was, g

: = i : : ounteract the poli-
would do nothing within the District which should ¢ the 1SAZES, 0T

: i ingfitutions,’’ or in question

G OF dispeedit th:u;;il}niﬁél];lfenjihiczls 2? 1}‘,111;1;.9 %tates, or do what theyl
fj:;g}ll; rtl],?;]z \‘:;tgld unfavorably bear upon their interests ; themselves of

: 31 1 =N . .
0011131‘3? 11:{1?15 EII;:sg:léiga?mther limb of the 1'esolut10qi.” VEh::t(;F égu‘:ze'l;;

i ich was IMPLIED ! £ ) 3

ders?oqd_by | thathg;) clilfl‘glitt}ilogl:'?l}; nvot Bmpressed in the acts of cession
admission that suc .s there is nothing restricting the power of Congress
sfhatiinhow tii?;iavery in the District.  This ¢ implied _fmth, then,
e SUbJecfaise or word in the United States’ Constitution, or In the
fosk ?‘n nuOSiEn or in the acts of Congress accepting the cession, nor
ARt —?jfa:chra’tiﬂns of the legislatures of Maryland and Virginia, nor
s a(r;t ;f theirs, nor on any declaration of the peaple 0? those states,
o lan} the testimony of the Washingtons, Jeffersons, Madisons, Chases,
i .D'n nd Jennifers; of those states and times. The assertion rests
Ma%tm; ; agomr Mr. Clay guesses that Maryland and Virginia, sup-
o amt{a{i Con.gress would by no means use the power given them by
?ﬁ;ggonsﬁmﬁon, except in such ways as would be well Plf%ilfcgipﬁ; ti‘_’
especially as one of them was tlgs o .;craiia?a of
motter of eon-

eyes of those states i T -
rginimw ‘And now after half _a century, th_}s fcssumee
Maryland and Virgina, the e;jﬂstenf&e of which IE{ Ene{n'gtaued upon the
Jecture with the 86 senators, 18 COH}UI‘C‘] up and (un);titutiolls are to flee
Judgment-seat of final appeal, before whogenod c\?er and explicit. gua-
away, and with whom, solemn granis O PO‘Ithethel- lighter than
ranties are, when weighed in the balance a & .
vanity ! g Maryland and Virginia
But survey it in another light. Why 'glthe" not in some WAy e
leave so much to be « émplied 77 Why di o vocabulary 11 50 low

s th
shat lay so near their hearts 2 Had engion?  OF wer
2ross W o wordieould: not b elegh hpon e OCCOSIORT L WS

that a sing they dare not speak out and

i bashful of a sudden that they & ° “ - =t :
those states SowautedT Or did they take it for gu_-lmed t?mt Coug,lless
o ﬂ'lha;' ey know their wishes by intwhon, and’ always take them
would always
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i‘z:rﬂ;aj‘;;zvag,vﬁhhonoli?hk]ej seng}ors tell us; Maryland and Virginia did
e such abounding faith, why brought they forth no
p fiittés”aiz t\;ue.km Ieg{islatlon asbm” reh_'gion, that the only evidence of
g o] toﬁ S5 5}11 that « fait‘h without ‘works is dead, i. e, has 10
S Ut hiere, forsooth, a blind implication with nothing ezpressed,
mplied” faith without works, is omnipotent ! - Mr. Clay is lawyer
enough to know that Maryland and Virginia notions of constitutional
Power, abrogate no grant, and that to plead them in a court of law
Wwould be of small service, eéxcept to jostle ¢ their Honors’ » gravityi
e need not be told that the Constitution ' gives Congress « power to
Exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such Dis.
trict ;” nor that Maryland and Virginia constructed their acts of ces.
8100 with this clause before their eyes, and declared those acts made “in
Pursuance” of it. Those states knew that the U. 8. Constitation had
left nothing to be “implied” as to the power of Congress over the Dis-
trict; an admonition quite sufficient, one would think, to put them on
eir guard, and h{aad them to eschew vague implications, and to resort
to stipulations. They knew, moreover, that those were times when, in
Matters of high import, nothing was left to be “implied.” = The colo-
Iies were then panting from a twenty years’ conflict with the mother
Country, about bills of rights, charters, treaties, constitutions, grants,
limitations, and asts of cession. The severities of a long and terrible
digeipline had taught them to guard at all points legislative grants, that
their exact import and limit might be self-evident—Ileaving no scope for
a blind « faith” that somehomw in the lottery of chances, every ticket
Would turn up a prize. Toil, suffering, blood, and treasure outpoured
ke water oyer a whole generation, counselled them to make all sure
Y the use of explicit terms, and well chosen words, and just ‘enough of
them, ' The Constitution of the United States; with its amendments,
those of the individaal states, the national treaties, and the public docu-
ments of the general and state governments at that period, show the
Wiversa] conviction of legislative bodies, that nothing should be left to
€ “implied,” when great public interests were at stake. / )
Fuarther : suppose Maryland and Virginia had expressed their “im.
Phed faith» in words, and embodied it in their acts of cession as a proviso,
E'l‘-]a.ring that Congress should not “exercise exclusive legislation in 477
Cases whatgoever over the Distriet,” but that the “ case ” of slave
shoulg B an exception : who does not know that Congress, if it had ac
& . I
“epted the peggion on those terms, would have violated the Constifutj(;n ;
'gnd Who that hasg studied the free mood of those times in its héarin ;
mgsiieg-—proofs of Whmh bal‘ﬁ given in scores on the precrzdingg
Uniiog ?R &e pp. 25—37.] can be made to believe that the people of the
f Doy _ﬂtesf\vould have l'eTII’l(_)de] led theiy Constitution for the purpose
from Ogt Or slayery an inviolable Sanctuary ; that when driven in
march of ‘:Gl]mﬁts’ ?.l'ld eVerjm'hel‘e h l‘etl'eaiing. (Iiscomﬁted before the
the compy, ““C°M it might be received intg everlasting habitations on
' Who can
ondition, or cherished such a puy-

5 oy | <
beligye thay v,lo{n‘?s_teud and hearth-stone of thie, saribhe?
YEINE mads quch a o Bl 5
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when Washington, Jefterson, Wythe, Patrick Heniy, St. George
and all her most illusirious men, were at _that moment «adyo-
olition of slavery by law; when Washington had said, two
that Ma.ryland and Virgin_ia  must have 1:1\'{5 for th?,
wradual abolition of slavery, and at a period not remote ; 511_16 wﬁmél J ef-
forson in his letter to Dr. Price, three years before the cession, ha . said,
speaking of Virginia, « This is the next state to w];ﬁch w% ma?atpln ou;
eyes for the interesting spectacle of justice In con cF 1\;1 :T ;\«D :ﬁ: E;_I,l:

oppression—a conflict in which THE SACRED SIDE_is Gfe ti1 SonhT e
crurTs ;7 when voluntary emancipafions on the soil we o (Sepe e
ing at the rate of between one and two thousand antriua 3{) o sentimu%; :
Tuacker’s * Dissertation on Slavery,” p. 735) when 1110 tpthe e
of Virginia had undergone, so mighty ‘a revolution {:da e e

continuance of slavery as a permanent system cou t}g Tiios! Wa.s,
though she then' contained about half the slaves” 1 the 3

: : : sy the e ; Javery under the exclusive
this the time to stipulate for the perpetuity of s hey jr | P

pose;
Tucker,
cating the:ab
years before,

. legislation of Congress 1 and that too when at tf S viho/ o

i « the aholition o )
ong of her dele’gztltc(;?;t?;?;l ‘fﬁﬁcﬁhiff‘é herself had ceded to the 'Ulriuij'l’
Wt Tenélt-orrgd, along’ with it her jurisdiction over her citizens, H%l abi-
gmd smrcn}ft territory, who held slaves Fhere—_—a.ud wh.osel slaves ..
tani® Oifa_lic?‘pated by that act of Congress, m which all herdelegation
were el e :
vithang adonr? P?Eg&ﬁ?;l:sal belief then prevalent, that slavery in

o m,‘;w‘;éodoomed to short life, and especially that in Maryland
ue f:o_u.np 31‘1: would be - speedify abolished—must we adopt the mon-
aid \Tu gméiusion that those states designed to bind an_gress never to
e (f[[mit 7__that it was the infent of the Ancient Dominion thus to bind
tB:Em[;lr H?L:d States by an implied faith,” and that when the national gov=
ik {lnt accepted the cession, she did solemnly thus plight her troth,
Cmm{; t Virginia did then so understand it 7 Verily, honorable senators
ad 8 05% themselves deputed. to do our thinfking for us as well as
mu.s tlcj?slfgtiorx, or rather, that they are themselves absolved from such
?lgfldggw B o Ofl.ce i ith” + is, that where there

A oother absurdity of this “implied faith” dognia is, that W

mand an
s 3 ¥ 3 none to dem
was na power {o exact an express pledge, there was n oy thero was

' tmplied one; and where there was no power to gwetha't Congress co uld

none to give the other. We have shown already % To have signed

not have accepted the cession with sucha condlﬂ_of‘;o 1d have baen &
awey a part of its constifutional grant of PC’]‘Y‘?I accepted the cession
breack of the Constitution. The Congress W L'lt(;elf ot to use ail the
was competent to pass a resolution pledglﬂg lggnstjtut-iOH- But here

. OVE e ; 3 the

ower over the District committed to it by the . Ccelf.  Ithad no au.
%)ts p‘DWer (?ndc-:d.. Its resolution could -OIJIYII;’?]Jli i‘s@ghers of one Con:
thority 10 bu:ﬁll dszuEE Z:li)etit C({)ngréss' w(c}oélo not choose o exercise all
A to those 1other, becanse W& T G efor ,
gress sﬁ)’ ity vested 1In us ,by the CQJ?SIIHIUOIE{’ theileéo;ﬁe Y((; u. ;t}:f:z
the au o1 would have been a prohibition to do-wha . ‘l])]nla.\-’(;‘
not? 'This - to do. Each successive Congress:would still b
tion gives powe 7




Maryland and Virginia alone?  And who,
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e E 1 A T = n .
;él’]e b ;Pﬁf; iﬁgfg;m;wmv for its power, brushing: away i its course
pertinent predeces 1ed across 1fs path by the officiousness of an im.
Tt g I}:O EEC:SOE b..{lgam, the' legislatures of Virginia and Mary-
‘Dlid it P ‘5,1 0 bind Congress, either by an express or an im-
Btares hagd » never fo abolish slavery in the District.  Those legis-
within, thets no_ PDW‘elj to bind themselves never to abolish - slavery
Bt own relrltoues_—the ceded. parts included, Where then
i €Y et power to bind another not to do what they had no
i) Y to bind themselves not to.do? Ifa legislature could not in thm
; - pect contro] Fhe successive legislatures of its own State, could it con
OB the successive Congresses of the United States ? : i

ol %;i].)e_r}}aps'w‘e shall be tt}ld,l that the #implied faith ** of Marylaxd
Dy I'ginia. was not that Congress should never abolish slavery in the

: I'(I{ct: but that it ‘should not do it until they had done it within their

unds I Verily this “faith” comeslittle short of the fat] { mix !
e : e taith of miracles !
- yy. and-and .Virginia hove Fgood: faith ™ that Congress will ot
ahogs:h until they do; and then just as « good faith” that Congress will
. 01181‘1 w?ifn %ley do T. Excellr-sziy accommodated ! - Did those states
ppose that Congress would legislate over the national domain, for
! did they suppose, would be

]Hd%is_ 11‘1‘ the matter '.{——t]:_tem§elves merely ? or theywhc?llt]a Ul’lion?
té- s “good faith implied in the cession” is no longér of doubtful in.
th]' {):E'etatlon. The principle at the bottom of  it, when fairly stated, is
fa;z .:-That the Gov'.(?lﬂlment of the United States are bound in “ good
a.ndl o do. in the District of Columbia, without demurring, just what
i .When, Maryland - and Virginia do within their own bounds. In
att?lt, that _thf; general government is eased of all the burdens of legis=
i 'on within its exclusive jurisdiction, save that of hiring a scrivener to
P3_f off the acts of the Maryland and Virginia, legislatures as fast as

Y are passed, and engross them, under the title of % Liaws of the

Nted States for the Distriet: of Columbia 17 A slight additional ex-
Pense would also be incurred ip keeping upan express hetween the cap-

8 of those States and Washington city, bringing Congress from time

0 t[me 1ts % sneiructions 2 from hCEi.d quarters !

ol hat g ¢ glorious Union” this doctrine of My, Clay bequeaths to the
PEODls of the United States!  We have been permitted to setup at ony
oM expense, and on our own territory, two great sounding.)

A E-00trd g
calleq « Seua,te Chamber” and ¢ Repres:ente_mves‘ Hall,” for the PUl‘pogf
_ Sending ahyoad ¢ by authority” national echoes of state legislatioy E;
ciapmmlt.ted also to keep 1N OUr pay a corps of pliant ndticng] l

(:]S’ with peremptory ipstructions to sound on any line of # (e
Of‘du-lg as Virginia and Maryzand may give the sovereigy Jg - .Stmfl;
it’mm efnl analysis of Mr. Clay’s resolution and of the dig el
of tle' Sonvinee every fair mind that this ig but the legitj ’ ? Cussions tpon

Poﬂmeair‘:ﬂcz‘f'ze pervading both. “They Proceed Vi’cl’j‘tun;f‘ 5 Cﬂl‘i‘Yllﬂg s
moung ;& the wil] and pleasure of Virgin;, d S G
fodery® thoss of ] If the opioi » ad Maryland are: parg.
ederal g the Union: € OTiging] deg; " setting an
could hapr St Bad beey for the sole ac 180 of setting apart 5

Ardly 1, eiﬂi for the S t_cﬁmmodation of the south, there
N higher assumption oy loudervauntipg_‘ The enly

" the

' tlom.

ol

axitis - sueh a District was in effect totally perverted in there-
object Dg;‘{;&fgclay, and in the discussions of the entire southern delega-
o lutlonou its passage.  [nstead of taking the ground, that the benefit of
uon’:;fole Union was the sole object of a federal district, and that it was to
be le:gislafed over for this end—the 1:esolmiop proceeds uplc_m an hc}iTaDthle-
qis totally the reverse. It takes a single point of state po icy, :11? oxalts
it above NATIONAL interests, utterly overshadowing }llcm 7 .a! log;)tt_mg
pational rights; malking void a clause of the’ Constitution ;. humbling
the general government into a subject pl'ou'clll_ng_ for favoxfl I1:019. supe:
rior,a and that too within its own exclusive ]unsdlctmr}{ e itt 1:11:,;“:1:313 IS-
butes of sovercignty vested in Congress by the Qol?ftllv}l‘ Cia 4 gace
upon the point of an alleged quZega.tzOn. ﬁ_md this 1s 1..]”0‘{6]1}:! 1em,;
offering, to the lust of power and tl_le ravenings of stateer s fgs_
A s CO?Tlpl‘omise,” forsooth! that smks thc; geperal gox}el_“.n]md o
own territory, to 2 mIer(f: col{f}nyl, _w1tht vitrgmi?oﬂrgdthr:zs?i};allmv, g
« mother country ! It is refreshing to turn from ! :
torted constructions and s_ervﬂa crmgu;gﬁ_:) tz ;h]eeghils%i:tc?;aﬁg l‘;i?}tél:;’

i i ; mMen at

i olrr;m?:c]leaie-t;ﬁ]eeii En;-grp;etatians of constitutions and ql}ar-
et af; hical lines, or to bend them to the purposes of a political
e lebrated case of Coliens ws. the State of Virgina,
canvass. _Iu thc_ cele 1al o Bl akes antiHon Walter Toemuct
Hon. -erlham _Pmkniey,ofiher eminent constitutional lawyers, prepare_d
Washifgton jo 740 fmrﬁ which the following is an extract: Nor i3

opinlon ,- S
an elaborate Op 3 rehended from allowing to Ccmglessmnal

5 anger to be apprehend g :
fhe'lf:‘blz?t]ilgi;l\?'ﬂ% regard to the District of Columbia, its FULLEST EFFECT.
Bg].

is responsi s, and to the people for that legisla-
_CongreIsts i;S 1::18?335 l:ﬁ:;ggizﬁlt?gimot” the statespovei a district placed
under theilr control FOR THEIR OWN BENEEIT, not for that oé’ the Dis-
+ct, except as the prosperity qf the D}lSt[‘lCt is involved, an wmcessmjz;.
il neral advantage.”~[ Life of Pinkney, p. 612.] ’
ey d legal opinion asserts, 1st, that Congressional leglsla;

Tm?egr&fgulgistrict, is “the legislation of the states and the peop_f?:'
g D‘f fwo ciates, and a mere fraction of the people ;) 2d.1 O}’;‘thg
](_;li?s:r(i)ct laced under their control,? 1. e. under the controléf‘;i :undel'
States hgt of two twenty-sizths of them.  3d, That it wast]tlglth esion
their contro] ¢ for THEIR OwN benefit.”  4th. It ‘ass‘erf:‘-'r +s ¢ not fov the
of this exclusive control of Congress ever T_hg DJSU‘I'?: ¥ ameans of
benefit of the District,” except as that iv ‘601?.?169_33 o vith the District,
romoting the general advantage. = If this is the 805 Unfaryland -and

SRt | ag W - 5
which is directly concerned, it is -p1'e-emmently s argument of M.

Virginia, which are but {adirectly interested: which has been glven
4
matter
o consideration of those charg’
5 Bl v - =} o
sion of the & ply the initiatony absurd

tio

Madison in the Congress of ’89, an extract rom. o o that though: any
e Precadrl_]g page, lalys dqxv11 the 5:1]1’15_’?;113%;:3 aational E:\'_E‘ENSE or
ity be a local c%ﬁéfzr, yet if -a.f;‘ 3; Ve undon, and is ¢ proper
SAFETY, i bfwms OJGORSORID Eubl 7 with the general dadministra-
d t L pa310
g;b'ﬁct.fﬂrf L rols 1. P2 T ) ’
sulj Oyeﬁ;mﬂ?iﬂ- COI’Ig. Reo. ¥ ik of this & gm)rf {mth -
< ? T 0} 5
But these ai

_ 2
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plied” My, Cla
not only conflicts
11t would be g vi
~Olgress to aboli
UDI? for COngres
Petition of the p

southern doctri t1
plat Tine, : : lstr
reliof.in this i . tha_t if the people of the District demand of Congress
and by ahafia pect, it has power; as their local legislature; to gr:?nt Iit
i e mg slavery there, carry out the will of the citizens Buz
TR 1ght has broken in! = The optics of Mr. Clay have picreed
e lc)rﬁet :rlth a ﬂegp'er gmslght, and discoveries thicken f'astler th:;
2 telegraphed ! ongress: has ‘er, ] i
o g o as no power, O no, not'a r
C]amc.uh;‘ he_ltP 111&31 ;laveho&ders of the District, howe:’er Iouhlyo th';;rr;%i;
* for it. e southern doctrine, that C 1 i
2 me o ? 1@, that Congress is to the Distri
o tl}‘:; loeal ch1151ature tq do its pleasure, is tumbled from the geni:ifé
i :’OG%‘UVG ! Hard f&te‘—and that too at the hands of those who
b it! The reasonings of Messts. Pinckney and Wise, are now

olati i

£ éastizi of “good faith” to Maryland and Virginia, for

iy ery in the District, it would he equally a viola-
: 0 1t with the consent, or even at the unanimous

found to be wholl fa e ¢ e
y at fault, and the chanticleer x y
s chanticleer. rhetoric of ‘Megsrs, .
Glascock and Garland stalks featherless and erest-fallen. For& Stlli’e

resoluti
Suc%lu;:)l:fli SCWeep.s by the boaxrd all those stereotyped common-places,
(i onglles.al:ll a local chlslat‘ure_,” “consent. of the District,”
Shi f'm? tchom;.u‘t the wishes of the District,” with other catch phrases,
etz l? ast Itwo sessions of Congress have served to eke ot
lrgiiia aﬂ%‘ﬁsﬁ t declares, that as slayery existed in Maryland and
Nl coﬁ]d .mtte .%f t}"t-g cession, and as it st?ll coptinues in both those
- lha{ e fa_ithrj’? &z.a olished" in the District without a violation of
by i\f]ﬁ: lelt .us see where ?hjs pr:'m?,iple will lead us.  If' # implied fuith”
Vefy n? and gndvv.lrglma restraing Congress from the abolition of sla-
S the District, because those states have not aholished their sla-
i ¥y it requires Congress to do in'the District what those states have
ne within their own limits, i. e., restrain others from abolishing it,
e st prieipe Conres s oo g gt
Ongress must‘ not only ref; o !;;{Tplng place for this plighted ¢ faith,
‘mdg‘; o ; 13 lre;én rom laying violent hands on slavery;
e o it that t 1c? slaveholders themselves do not, but 1t 1s bound to
3t th_e. systera up to tht_a Maryland and Virginia standard of vigor |
quiresam, if the good faith of Congress to Virginta and Maryland i
e that slavery sllquld exist in the District, while it exists i
¥ ’aﬂt requires that it should exist there as it exists in thoge st
foith, tnOhf;h every form of slavery in the District would viol:_{t atesé
N olish the form existing in those states, and ¢ g goo
it Eibuames rouid: dls0 violate it. The (1 to substitute
Vi 19 tothe kept - with 1 Longressional -« good
in pt notonly with slavery, hut h the S
Conge . Ystems of slavery. 'Lhe faith of i lie Mg v
Oi.megg‘wguﬂ st C{{: those states being not that
be hrougﬁ%;l ?%g.]:ess would counteract fﬁ;iiYSt?m; Oth?r“{i,se. instead
e spri ¢ Qeaﬁt}On there conflicting witl ﬂpg‘m}{__prmclgles sy
* “implied” pledge would b ISSYBECHD B0 hHn i
he violated.  On this prinei-

those

Y .

4 o v
Kv?tge:sf:;}t_mg: ap_tly llustrates the prineiple, tnat error
% -but is generally at issue with itself. For

eople of the District : yet for years it has been the,

e

' ‘Congress coY
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slaves are “chattels personal” in Vi‘rginia'and Maryland,
|d not make them real estate in the District, as
- in Louisiana ; nor could it permit slaves to read, nor to wor-
od according to consecience ;. nor could it grant them trial by
nor require the master to give sufficient
bit the viclent sundering of families—be-

conflict with the existing slave ldws of
ate the # good faith implied,” &e.
ds Congress in all these particu-
the District until Virginia and

ple, s0 long a3

they ar
ship G : :
:ury, nor legalize marriage ;
food and clothing ; nox prohi
cause such provisions would
Virginia and Maryland, and thus- viol
So the  principle of the resolution bin
lars: 1st. Not to abolish slavery in { g
Maryland abolish. 2d. Not to abolish any part of it that exists in
thosh states. 3d. Not to abolish any form or appendage of 1t still ex-
isting in those states. ath. To abolish when theydo. 5th. To in.
crease or abate its rigors when, how, and as the same are modified by *
those states. In & word, Congressional action in the Dmtr}ct is to
flont passively in the wake of legislative action on the subjectin those
states. ;
bta.]3ut here comes a dilemma. Suppose the legislation of those states
should steer different courses—then there would be fu0 wakes! Can
Congress flost inboth? . Yea, verlly! Nothing is too hard for it! Tts
bhsequiousness equals its “ power of legislation in aZl cases whatsoever.”
obseq float up on the Virginis tide, and ebb down on the Maryland.
g I\&) 9-. ’lfnd does, Congress will do in the Maryland part. What
What | 31 }1; Congress Will do in the Virginia part. Though it might
Vlrgllma sobbé: ~blo to Tun at the bidding of both at orce, especially n
E?&;{;ﬁ%irecﬂons’ yet if it obeyed orders cheerfully, and ¢ kept in its
lnce.” according to its © good faith implied,” impossibilities might not
Ee l-ig’-idly exacted:  True, we have the highest sanction {or the maxim
that no man can serve two masters—but if #corporations have no’
couls,” analogy would absolve Congress on that score, or at most give
it only @ Very small soul—not large enough to be at all in the way, as
1 to the universal rule laid down in the maxim !

ot excepﬁo_ L qies 7 . ;
In following out 1he ags‘“df“es of this  implied good faith,” it will .
be geen at once that the doctrine of Mr. Clay’s Resolution extends to
of leg islation existing in Maryland and Virginia,

ihe subjeci® R el
f‘ff]lé{iL 8‘;5{ also within 1the DlSF}‘l(‘.t. Every system, © i;lfstitutioll,”
law, and ostablished usage t'rlc?re, 15 placed beyond Congressional con-
trol equally with slavery, ana by the same # implied faith.” The abo-
system 1n the District as an < mmorality, Was a fla-

o * the lotte ; i
litionwof the LY, 52 good.faith” t Maryland and Virginia; as the

grant breach of this : e

gystem ¢ stll continued 11 those states,” So to abolish imprisonment
for debt, or capital punishment, (o remodel the bapl Syttt gy pawer
of corporations, the militia law, laws of limitation, $¢:» X0 ety
Juss Virginia

and Maryland took the lead, would violate the “good

i : o’
iz 3 3 CEe58101.
<1 7 lied in the : ; o ek
faith P25 " gets of cession no such «good faith” was “implied by
Resolution, we argue from

That in t : : .
A Maryland as is claimed in the 1€
Virginit E}llﬂf 1Il 1984 Virginia ceded t the Umtec} States all hey north-
the .iaft;:itgrv d Jith the special proviso that her citizens inhabiting that
wes e 3

| r
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territory .

angl 1?;? fﬁ?uld ;.ha"e their possessions and #itles confirmed fo them,

et e ST ORI vighusali] liberties:”  (See
ongress, vol. 9, p. 63.) The cession was made in the

for ;
orm of a deed, and signed by Thomas Jefferson, Samuel Hardy, Ar- .

thur Lec

u;eelli%.ﬂ?:daftir:?; Munroe. ~ Many of these inhabitants feld slaves.
- posed 7 o (} Cessmn,'the Vn‘glr_ua delegation in Congress pro-
that far p‘;h ge o EI.III Ordmgnce which should abolish slg}ver}r, in
A erritory, and declare that it should never thereafter exist there.
5 U th_ members of Congress from Virginia and Maryland voted for
this ordinance, Suppose some mem
Passage of the ordinance introduced the following resolution: ¢ Resoly-
ed, that when- the northwest territory was ceded by Virginia to the
United' States, domestic slavery existed in that State, including “thé

ceded territory",‘ and as it still continues in that State, it could not be
a violation of that good faith,

abolished within the territory without
which was implied in the cossion and in the acceptance of the territo-
ry.”  What would have been the indignant response of Grayson,
Griffin, Madison, and the Lees, in the Congress of *87, to such a reso-
lution, and of Carrington, Chairman of the Committee, who reported the
ratification of the ordinance in the Congress of 89, and of PE}gti and
Parlker, who with every other member of the Virginia delegation sup-
ported it ? ; : :

~ But to enumerate all the absurdities into which those interested for
this resolution have plunged themselves, would be to make a quarto
inventory. We decling the task ; and in conclusion merely add, that
Mr. Clay, in presenting if, and each’ of the thirty-six Senators who
voted for it, entered on the records of the Senate, and procIaimcd to
the world, a most unworthy aecusatior
can citizens who have during nearly half a century petitioned the na-
tional Tegislature to abolish slaveryin the District of Columbia, —charg-

ing thém either with the ignorance or the impiety of praying the nation

to violate' its “‘PLIGHTED rarrm” The  resolution virtually indicts at
the bar of public opinion, and brands with odium, all the carly Manu-
mission Societies, the first petitioners for the abolition of slavery in the
District, and for_a long time the only ones, petitioning from year to
gh evil report and good report, still petitioning, by individual
societies and in their national conventions.

But asif it were not encugh to table the charge against such men ag
Benjamin Rush, William Rawle, John Sergeant, Roberts Vaux, Cad.
wallader Colden, and Peter A oy otwliv IOty add Rufus Kine
Tames Hillhouse, William Pinkney, Thomas Addis Emmett, Danjel DC?
Tompkins, De Witt ClintoD, James _Kelnt, and Daniel Webster, besides
eleven hundred citizens of the Dpf}tlt-m.t itself, %leaded by their Chief Jus-
tice and Judges—even the sovermgr}ﬁtutr?s of Pennsylvania, New-York,
Massachusetts, Vermont, and C(:llnec?mut, whose legislatures have
either memorialized Congress 10 abolish slavery in the Districly or
nstructed their Senafors to move such a measure, must e gravely
informed by Messrs. Clay, N orvell, Niles, Smith, Pierce, Bentot Black,
Tipton, and other honorable Senators, either that their perception is 50

year throu,

ber of Congress had during the:

1 against the MILLIONS of Ameri- -

, thousand points onl relations an
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sow not whereof they: affivm, or’ that their moral sense is so

dulll, they ks ; : ; :
y can demand without compunction a violation of the na-

blunted tbe
tion’s faith!
We have spo
resolution to the true
Tor that concession, importan
That such a resolution, passe

ken alrcady of the conceéssions unwittingly made in this
doctrine of Congressional power over the District.
t as it 18, we have small thanks to render.
d with such an inteni, and pressing at a
d interests vital to the free states, should
£ the porthern press as a “ com.
thern interests, and io be
rested benevolence, de-
11 cover us with shame,
he mockery. Let

be hiailed, as it has been, by a portion o
promise * originating in deference fo nor
received by us'as a free-will offering of disinte
manding our gratitude to the mover,—may We
We deserve the humiliation and have well earned t

it come !

If, after having been set up at auction in the public sales-room of the
nation, and for thirty years, and by each of a score of ¢ compromises,” '
treacherously knocked off to the Jowest bidder, and that without money
and without price, the North, plundered and betrayed, will not, in this
her ‘accepted time, consider the things that belong to her peace before
they are hidden from hex eyes, then ;et her eat of the fruit of her own
way, and be filled with her own devices ! ~Liet the shorn and blinded
giant grind in the prison-house of the Philistines, till taught by weari.
ess and pain the folly of entrusting to Delilahs the secret and the cus-

tody of his strength-
glave the free Ltates bound themselves by an oath never to profit by
ience 1 If lost to reason, ave they dead to instinc

the lessons of exper ,
Can nothing rouse them to cast about for self preservation!

And shall & Jife of tame surrenders be terminated by suicidal sacrifice !
A #COMPROMISE 1”7 Bitter irony ! Is the plucked and hood-winked
North to be wheedled by the sorcery of another Missouri compromise !
A compl'Omise in which the South gained all, and the North lost all,
and lost it forever. WA*cDmElmmlse which embargoed the free lahorer
of the North and West, ﬁél clu@ched at the staff he leaned upon, to
turp 1t Mt0 & bludgf'ﬁi’!}3 e }tl"ell him with its stroke. A compromise
which wrested from i mt}i AT b“}mdless birthright domain, stretehing
westward t0 the Su.ns‘et,.w Tﬂe 1t gave to slavery loose reins and a free

course, from the Mississippi to the Pacific,
as it finally passed, is heve inserted-

The resolution; L

« Resolved, That the ll}tfal'ference by the citizens of any of the states,
with the view to the_abOh.tlon of Slavei'}i in the District; is endangering
the rights and security of the people of the District ; and that any act
or measure of Congres demgne‘d to abolish slavery the District,
would be & violation of thglfalth implied in the cessions by th_e states of
Virginia and Maryland; a’just cause of alarm to the people of ‘the slave.
holcﬁng states :’-W}d h’?"e a direct and nevitable tendency fo disturb and
endanger the Union.” ‘ i

The vote upon the resolution stood as follows :

YB&.S‘.-—-I\‘IBESTS- Allen; Ba}fa‘.l'd, Bfanton, Blacl, B]_ul;-,}mnan" Browi,
Calhoun, Clay of Alaboma, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Crittenden,

also!
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Cuthbert, Fulton, Grundy, Hubbard, King, Lumplin, LYOP:_NiGPGI‘aS’
Niles, Norvell, Pierce, Preston, Rives, Roane, Robinson, Sevier. Smith,

of Connecticut, Strange, Tallmadge; Tipion, Walker, White, Williams, .

Wright, Young—36. ; S
Nays. — Messrs.  DAVIS, KNIGHT, McKEAN, MORRIS,
IS’REN,’I‘ISS, RUGGLES, SMITH, of Indiana, SWIFT, WEB-
TER—J. '




