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N SENATE, Fes. 5.

_ glavery Question.—Mr. Clay’s
e Compromise.

(coNTINUND.) |
Wioxesiay, Febrouary 6, 1850.

.1ms’“.w+_b¢ing about to proceed to
”,jdernt,ioﬂ of the special order, be-
* the resolutions submitted by Mr. Clay,
TRentucky—r : |
"N MANGUM. I move, sir, that the
nce which was granted to the au- |
i vesterday, (.luring the remarks of
senatof from Kentueky, be extended
4 ladies By a temporary suspension
* 4e rales toiday. A young and gallant
' pd) like this, | suppose, will be ready to
| | this privilege atonce. [Laughter.]
1y H[)L'STON I second the motion.
k-;'“ my intgntion, if the Senator from
| Caroling bhad not anticipated me,
! ;ﬂu“ made 'the motion myself,
né VICE RESIDENT. It is moved
gt the rules fof the Senate be suspended, |
{; & lo admit the ladies from the lobbies
|, he foor. | It is one which requires
;n:fmouu copsent for its adoption. \
\r.FOOTE. A single remark, Mr.
{ regident. This motion addresses iISelf!
v @)Hm]y the gal!antrj of the body, bat l
o i sense of justice. The ladies were |
A mited yesierday, and participated in
4¢ [ntellectual banquet then spread for
% They were all dismissed bc-foret)h’e
Miast-closed, and | insist upon .it thaf| in |
Hieer justice, they should be admitled lo\
hoat the continuation of the speech of the :'
W sengtor from ! Kentucky.
'T’e'\’lCE'PI{!‘:SIDBNT. The Chair |
jears 0o objretion, and the motion will |
w cpnsidered as adopted.
dies were accordingly admitted to
(e privileged seats, and to ladies the cir-
wisrgallery was exclusively devoted.)
Jr.CLAY. Mr. President, if there be |
nthls vast assemblage of beaury, grace,
teganoe, and intelligence, any who have |
woe here under an expectation that the |
jmble individual who now addresses you |
geans Lo atlempt dny display, any use of

|
|
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wnament or decaration of speech, they
will be utterly disappointed. The season
of lhe year,and my own season of life,
oth admonish me 1o abstain from the use |
ol lg 'SIIcN ornaments ; ‘but above all,
Nt President, the awlul subject upon
which it is m'y duly to address the Senate
and lhe dpllrgtr}' forbids my saying any
thing buf what pertains strictly to that

m}!ﬂf. inseriousness, soberness,and plain-

sestf undersiood by you and by those who

ink proper to listen to me.

en, yesterday, the adjournment of |
nate taok place, at that stage of the |
lsedssion of  the resolations which | had |
whaptted which relatéd 1o Texas and her |

t_bou ary, 1 ithought | bad concluded the

{vhole subject ; but | was reminded by a |
fnerld that perhaps I was not sufficiently |
ripliciton & single point, and that is, the
relation of Texas and the Government of |

Ythe lj.Slatqn. and lhntﬁ,portion of the debt |
1 ;,{Tim for which I think a responsibility ‘}

usty on the part of the United States.—

| {5, it was said that perhaps it might be

aderstood,| in regard to the proposed
mnt of three millions, or whatever may

 she stood bound hy it.

 foreign imports, and she is exempted ffom

' sibilities which she would have had lo?ep-

- within the District of Columbin has been |
wbitious language, any extraordinary |

ATCHMAN.

BRUNER & JAMES,

Edilors & Proprietors.

- -

“ KEEP A CHECK UPON ALL YOUR
RuLEss,

Do tats, A¥p Liser?vy 18 sare.”
Gen'l Harrison.

 NEW SERIES. |
VOLUME VI—NUMBER 43. l

%

SALISBURY,

Nor can the cﬁl'-(;-

N. C,

THURSDAY, MARCH 7, 1850.

z

|
1
{
|

cession having been made in order to cre-
ate a suitable seat of government—ought
to be the leading and contrdlling idea with
Congress in the exercise of this power.—
And it is not necessary, in order to render
it a proper and suitable seat of govern-
ment for the United States, that slavery
should be abolished within the limits of
the ten miles square. And inasmuch as
at the time of the cession—when, in a spi-
rit of generosity, immediately after the
formalion of this constitution—when all
was peace, and harmony, and concord—
when brotherly affection and fraternal
feeling prevailed throughout this whole
Union—when Maryland and Virginia, in
a moment of generous impulse, and with
feelings of high regard towards the mem-
bers of this Union, chose to make this
graot, neither party could have suspected
that, at some distant future period, upon

itors complain, for another reason. Texas
has all the resources which she had whan

an inde ndent power, with the exception
of the duties receivable in her ports upan

certain charges, expenditures and respon-

counter if she had remained a separate
and independent Power; for example,
she would have had to provide for a ¢er-
tain amount of naval force and for a cer-
tain amount perbaps of military force, in
order to protect herself against Mexico or
against any foreign enemy whatever. But
by her annexation to the United States
she became liberated from all these char-
ges, and of course, her entire revenues
may be applicable to the payment of her
debts, those only excepted which are ne-
cessary to the support and maintenange

of the Government of Texas. the agitation of this unfortunate subject,

With this explanation upon that part'of | their generous grant without equivalent
the subject, I pass to the consideration of | wasiobe turned against them, and thatthe
the next resolution in the series which 1| sword was to be uplifted, as it were, in
have had the honor to submit, and which | their bosoms, to strike at their own hearts: |
relates, if 1 am not mistaken, to this Dis- | thus this implied faith, this honorable ob- t
trict. : = .Iiga‘tiun. this necessity and propriety of
~ Resolved, That it isinexpedient to abol- | keeping in constant view the great object \
ish slavery, in the District of Columbia, | of cession. These were considerations |
whilst that institotion continues to exist in | which in 1838 governed me, as they now |
the-State of Maryland, without the c¢an- | influence me, in submitting the reasons
sent of that State, without the consent of | which I have submitted to your consider-
the people of the District, and without | ation. Now, as then, | do not think Con-
Jjust compensation to the owners of slaves | gress ought ever, as an honorable body,
within the District. | .| acting bona fide in good faith, and accord-

«Mr. President, an ohjection at the mo- | ing to the nature and purposes and ob-
ment was made tothis resolution, by some | jects of the cession at the time it was
honorable Senator on the other side of the | made—and, looking at the condition of
body, that it did not contain an assertion | the ceding States at the time. Congress
of the unconstitutionality of the exercise | cannot, without the forfeiture of all those
of the pewer of abolition. 1 said then, as | obligations of honor which men of honor
I have uniformly maintained in this blpgly, and nations of honor respect as much as

as | contended for in 1838, and ever have | if found literally in so many words in the

done, that the power to abolish slavery | bond itself—Congress cannot interfere

with the institution of slavery in this Dis
lricr without violalioz of :all these obli-
gations, not in my opinion less sacred and

vested in Congress by language too cldar |
and explicit to admit. in my judgment, of
any rational doubt whatever, What, sir, | less binding than if inserted in the consti-
is the language of the constitution 7 * To | tutional instrument itself. .
exercise exclusive legislation, in all cases.| Well, sir, what does the resolution pro-
whatsoever, over such district (not ex- | pose? The resolution neither affirms nor
| ceeding ten miles square) as may, by ces. | disaffirms the constitutionality of the ex-
| sion of particular States and the acgept- | ercise of the power of abolition in this
' ance of Congress, hrcome the seat of the | District. It is silent upon the subject. It
 Government of the United States.,” Now, | says it is inexpedient to do it but upon
certain conditions. And what are these
considerations ! Why, first, that the State
of Maryland shall give ils consent; in
other words, that the State of Maryland
shaull release the United States from the '
obligation of the implied faith which I
contend is connected with the act of ces- |
sion by Maryland to the United States. |
Well, sir, if Maryland, the only State now |
that ceded any portion of the territory
which remains to us, gives to us her full
consent ; in other words, if she releases |
Congress from all obligations growing
out of the cession with regard to sla-
very. I consider it is removing one of the |
obstacles to the exercise of the power, if |
it were deemed expedient to exercise the
power. Butitisremoving only one ofthem.

Cinvested with all legislation whatsoever
‘ over this District.  Not only isit inw-ﬁt‘g;d,
but it is exclusively invested with all le-
gislation whatsoever over the Distriet,—
Can we conceive of humanlanguage more
hroad and comprehensive than that which
invests a legislative body with exclusive
power, in all cases whatsoever, of legisla-
tion over a given district of territory or
country 7 Let me ask, sir, is there sany
power 10 abolish slavery in this Distriet 7
Let me suppose, in addition to what | sug-
gested the other day. that slavery had
been abolished in Maryland and Virgipia
—Ilet me add to it the supposition that it
was aholished in all the States in the Un-
ion, is there any power then to abolish

| construclion.

out the abligation of any constitutional re-
striction, such as is contained in the a-
mendment to which I refer—without that,
upon the principles of eternal justice it-
self, we pught not to deprive those who
have praperty in slaves, in this District,
of their property without compensating |
them for their full value. Why, sir, no
one of the European powers, Great Brit-
ain, Fraaece, or any olher of Lthe powers
which wundertook to abelish slavery in
their respective colonies, have ever ven-
tured to do it without making compensa-
tion. They were under no obligation a-
rising out of any written or other consti-
tution to do it, but under the obligation
to which all men ought to bow with hom-.
age—that obligation of eternal justice,
which declares that no man ought to be |
deprived of his property without a full
and just compensation for its value. I
know it has been argued that the clause
of the constitution which requires com- |
pensation for property taken by the public |
for its use, would not apply to the case of |
the abolition of slavery in the District, |
because the property is not taken for the |
use of the public. Literally, perhaps, it
would not be taken for the use of the pub-
lic; but it would be taken in considera- |
tion of a policy and purpose adopted by |
the public, as one which it was deemed |
expedient to carry into full effect and op-
eration ; and, by a liberal interpretation |
of the clause, it ought to be so far regard- |
ed as taken for the use of the public, at |
the instance of the public, as to demand |
compensation to the extent of the value of |
the property. If this is not a restriction
as to the power of Congressover the sub-
ject of slavery in the District, then the
power al Congress stands unrestricted,
and that would not be a better condition
for the slaveholder in the District than to
assume Lhe restriction contained in the
amendment. I say it would be unrestric-
ted by constitutional operation or injunc-
tion. The great restrictions resulting from
the obligations of justice would remain,
and they are sufficient to exact from Con-
gress the duty of ascertaining, prior to the
abolition_of slavery, the value of the pro-
perty in slaves in the District,and of ma-
king full, fair, and just compensation for
that property.

Well, Mr. President, ] said yesterday
there was not a resolution, except the first,
(which contained no concession by either
party.) that did not either contain some
mutual concession by the two parties, or
did not contain concessions altogether
from the North to the South.

Now, with respect to the resolution under
consideration. The North has contended that
the power exists under the constitution to abol.
ish slavery. The South, I am aware, has |
opposed it, and most, at least a greal portion |
of the Seuth, have contended for the opposite |
W hat does the resolution do1—
It asks of both parties to forbear urging their |
respeclive opinions, the one to the exclusion of
the other, but it concedes to the South all that
the South, it appears to me, upon this subject |
ought in reason to demand, in so far as it re. |

|

| quires such conditions as amount to an abso.

es and feelings of both ; and yet, sir, in these
times of fearful and alarming excitement—in
these times when every night that | go to sleep
and am awoke up in the morning, it is with the
apprehension of some new and fearful tidings |
of this agitating subject—I have seen in the act

of a neighboring State, amongst the various

| conlingencies which are enumerated, upon the |

bappening of any one of which delegates are
to be sent to the famous Convention which is
to assemble at Nashville in June nexi, that a.
mongst other substantive ground for the ap.
pointment of delegates to that Convention—ol |
delegates from the State 1o which | refer—one
is, that i Congress aholish the slave trade in |
the District of Columbia, that shall be cause
for a Convention ; in other words, it is cause |
for considering whether this Union ought 1o be |
dissolved or not. Is it possible 1o portray a |
greater extent of extravagance 1o which men
may be carried by the indulgence of their pas.
sions !

Sir, the power exists ; the duty, in my opin-
ion, exists ; and there has been no time—as |
may say, in language coincident with that used |
by the bonorable Senator from Alabama—there |
has been no time in my public life when | was
not willing 1o concur in the abolition of the
slave trade in this District. [ was willing to |
have dune it when Virginia’s portion of the

| District was retroceded. that lying south of the

Potomac. There is still less ground for objec.
tion to doing it now, when the District is limi. |
ted to the portion this side of the Potomac, and
when the motive or reason for concentrating
slaves here in a depot, for the purpose of trans-
portation to distant foreign markets, is lessened
with the diminution of the District, by the retro-
cession of that portion to Virginia.

Why should slave.traders, who buy their
slaves in Maryland or Virginia, come here with |
their slaves in order to transport them to New |
Orleans or other Southern markets? Why
not transport them from the Siates in which |
they are purchased? Why are the feelings of |
citizens here outraged by the scenes exhihited |
and the corteges which pass along our avenues |
of manacled human beings. not collected in our
own District, not collecied at all in our own

| neighborhood, but brought from distant parts of

neighhoring States? Why should they be out.
raged? And who i: there, that has a hear,
that does not contemplate a spectacle of that
kind with horror and indignation ? Why should
they he outraged by a scene so inexcusable and
detestahle as this? |
Sir, itis noconcession. [ repeat, from one class
of Siates nor from the other. It is an ohject
in which both of them, it seems to me, should |
heartily unite, and in which the one side as
much as the other should rejoice in adopting. |
inasmuch as it lessens one of the causes of in.
quietude and dissatisfaction which is connected
with this District. Abolish the slave.trade in |
this District ; re.assert the doctrine of the re.
solution of 1838, that by an implied assent on |
the part of Congress slavery ought not to be |
abolished in the District of Columbia whilst it |
remains in the State of Maryland; re.assert
the principle of that resolution. and adopt the
other healing measures, or similar healing
measures—for | am not attached to any thing |
that is the production of my own band, il any
thing better should be offered by any body else
—adopt the other healing measures which are |
proposed, and which are required by the dis.
tracted condition of the country, and 1 venture
to say that, as we have had peace and quiet for |
the last thirty years, since the termipation of |

| constitution there can be no doult,

~slavery within the District of Columbia,

' the Missouri controversy, we shall have, in all |
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claim of tbe pariy to whom such service or la-
bor may e due. As bas been already remark.
ed, in the course of the debate upon the bill up-
on this suljrct which is now pending, the‘lag-
guage used in regard 1o fugilives from criminal
offences and fugitives from labor is precisely
the same. The fugitive from justice is to be
delivered up, and to be removed o the Siate
having jurisdiction ; the fugitive from labor is
to be delivered up oan claim of the parly I
whom such service i« due. Well, has it ever
been contended ou the part of amy Stiate that
she is not bound 10 surreader a fugitive from
justice upon demand of the State from which
he Aed? 1 believe nol. There have been
some exceplions lo the perfurmance of this du-

| ty, but they have not denied the geaeral right ;
'and il they have refused in an instance to give

up the person demanded, it bas been upon some

technical or legal ground, not at all grestion,

ing the general right to have the lugitive surs
rendered, or the obligation to deliver him up
as intended by the constitution, :

I think, then, Mr. President, that with regard
to the true interpretation of this provision of the
It impos.
es an obligation upon all the Srtates, free or
slaveholding ; it imposes an obligation upon
all officers of Government, State or Federal ;

| and, I will add, upon all the people of the Uni.

ted Siates, under particular circumstances, 1o
assist in the surrender and recovery of a fugi,
tive slave from bis master.

There has been confusion, and, | think, some
misconception on this subject, in consequence
of a recent decision of the Supreme Court of
the United States. | think that a decision has
been entirely misapprehended. There is a
vast difference between imposing impediments
and affording facilities fur the recovery of fugi-
live slaves. The Supreme Court of the Uni.
ted States has only decided that all laws of ima-
pediment are unconstitwtional. | know there
are some general expressions in the opinion te
which I have referred—the case of Maryland
against Pennsylvania—that seem to import othy
erwise ; but | think, when you come atientive.
ly to read the whole opinion, and the opinion
pronounced by all the judges, especially il yod
take the trouble of doing what I have done, to
converse with them as to what their real mean.
ing was, you will find that the whole extent of

' the authority which they intended to estalilish

was, that any laws of impediment enacted b

| the States were laws that were forbidden b

the provision of the coastitution to which 1 re-
fer ; that the General Government had no right,
by an act of the Congress of the United States

' 1o impose obligations upon State officers not

imposed by the authority of their own constitg.
tion and laws. It is impossible the decision
could have been otherwise. It would have
been perfectly extrajudicial. The court had no -

| right to decide the question whetlier the laws

of facility were or were not unconstitutional.—
The only question before the coyrt was the
law of impediment passed by the Legislature
of Pennsylvania ; and i they had gune beyoad
the case before them, and undertaken to decide
npon a case not before them,or a principle
which was not fairly comprehended within the
case befure them, it would be what the lawyers

| term an obuer dictum, and is not binding either

on the court itself ¢r any other tribunal. I say
it was not possible that, with the case before

the court, of a law for giving facility to the

holder of the slare to recover his proper again,
it was utterly impossible that any tribunal should
pronounce a decision that such aid and assis.
tance redendered by the authority of the Srate

' under this provision of the constitution of the

United States, is unconstitutional and void. The
court has not said so, or if they had said so,
they have transcended their authority, and gone
beyond the case which was before them. Laws
passed by States, in order to assist the General
Government, so far from being laws repugnant
to the constitution, would every where be re.
garded as laws carrying out, enforcing, and ful-
tilling the constitutional duties which are crea.
ted by that instroment.

Why, sir, as well might it be contended that
if Congress were to declare war—and no one
will doubt that the power to declare war is ves.
ted exclusively in Congress ; no State has the
right to do it—no one will contend seriously,

There are two other conditions which are | lute security for property in slaves in the Dis.
or is slavery planted here to all eternity. | inserted in this resolution. The first is | trict; such conditions as will probaly make the
without the possibility of the exercise of the consent of the people of the District.
any legislative power for its abolition?| Mr. President, the condition of the peo-
It eannot be invested in Maryland, be- | ple of this District is anomalous. It is a
| cause the power with which Congress is condition in violation of the great princi-

_ » sum when ascertained, to Texas in
_ eralion of the surrender of her title |

1:N¢w Mexico thissideof the Rio Grande,
| ‘e granted nothing—that we merely
arged an obligation which existed

| human probability. peace for a longer period to | [ apprehend, that alter the declaration of war

; it w L inuti art ol an
| ¥65 . .0 s o g ' come upon this unhappy subject of slavery. o “ould_‘ »e unconstitutional on the part ol any
existence of sslavery within the District coeval | Tha usxt rescltion:i¥ | of the States to assist in the vigorous and ef-

and co-extensive with its existence in any of «"That more effectual provision ought to be fective prosecution of that war; and yet i

' the Siates out of and beyond the District.— : . would be just as constitutional to lend their aid
| But, sir, the second clause of this resolution made by law, according to the requirement of to the successful and glorious termination of the

“ Bion the Government of the United States |

sequence of the appropriation of the | fore is excluded, and so all the other States

' I 18 mcéivabla in ihﬂ ports of Texas | ol the Uniﬂn are excluded. ll is hene; or
- 4l ' '

hilgt she was an independent Power.—
Wt that- is not my understanding, Mr.
- As between Texas and the
.nied States, the obligation on the part
{¥ Texas, to pay her portion of the debt
“{*fetred 10, is complete and unqualified,
d there is, as between these two par-
irs, no oblrg
| States (o pay one dollar of the debt of
Texgs, the contrary, by an_ express
lation in the resolutions of admission,
!sdeclared and provided that in no e-
et do the United States become liable
" charged 'with any portion of the debt or
Jlbilities of | Texas. It is not. therefore,
bt Ady responsibility which exists to the
Yalp of Texas on the part of the Govern
bent of the {United States, that I think
Wrision ought to be made for that debt.

% yueh: thipg. As between those two

Wiles, the tesponsibility on the part of
it i complete to pay the debt, and
¢ is no responsibility on the part of
1 United States to pay one cent. But

Wer is a third party, who was no party

| |othe annexation whatever—that is lo

| | Yelland

{"ythe ereditor of Texas, who advanced
ie money on the faith of solemn pledges

1% _'""iﬁ by Texas to him' to reimburse the
11/]'™8 by the appropriation of the duties
!

|| "4ived op foreign imports ; and he,and
be '009.CE the party to whom we are
i h ' " Ol'din

con to the view which |
" En:; nted of the subject. Nor can
*lother ¢reditors of Texas complain that
| "¥lsion |s made only for a particular
|| 20 allthe debt, leaying the residue of
debt paprovided for by the Govern-
tof the United States, ﬁeuause. in so
8 We may extinguish any portion of
debt ' of Texas under which she is
“hound, in se far will it contribute to
ish the residue of the debts of Texas,
leave the, funds derived from the pub-
sheld by Texas, and what other
foeq she may have, applicable to the
Went of these debts with more effect
% il the entire debt, including the
4. 5%4 portign as well .as the unpledg-
[Pottion, was obligatory upon her, and
| | .

»

ation on the part of the Uni- |

invested is exclusive. Maryland, there- | ples which lie at the bottom of our own |
1 free institutions, and all free institutions, |
' because it is the case of a people whoare |
it is nowhere. | acted upon by legislative authority, and
| This was the view which I took in|taxed by legislative authority, without |
11838, and | think there is nothing in the | having any voice or representation in the
resolation which | offered on that occa- | taxing or legislative body. The Govern-
sion incompatible with the view whigh | | ment of the United States, in respect to |
now present, and which this resolution the people of this District, is a tyranny,
' contains. Whilst I admitted the power ‘an absolute Government—not exercised,
to exist in Congress, and exclusively in |tyrannically or arbitralily ; but itisin the |
' Congress, to legislate in afl cases whatso- | nature of all arbitrary power, because, if |
ever, consequently in the case of the abo- | I were to give a definition of arbitrary |
lition of slavery within this District, if it | power, | would say that it is that power |
deemed it proper to do so, | admitted on ’l which is exercised by an authority over
that occasion, as [ contend now. that it is | a people who have no voice, no represen-
a power which Congress cannot, in con- | tation in the assembly whose edicts or
science and good faith, exercise whilst the laws go forth to act upon the unrepresen-
institution of slavery continues within the ted peopleto whom [ have referred, Well,
State of Maryland. The case, sir, i8 a  sir, that being thelr lcond:tlon. and this
good deal altered now from what it was question of the abolition of_'jsla\:ery_aﬂ'ect- |i
' twelve years ago, when the resolution to  ing them in all the relations v!.'hlch we |
which I allude was adopted by the Sen- can imagine—of prosperity, society, com- |
ate. Upon that occasion Virginia and  fort, peace, and bappiness—I have requir- |
Maryland both were concerned in the ex- | ed as another condition, upon which alone
ercise of the power; but, by the retroges.  this power should be exercls{ed.. the con- |
sion of that portion of the District which | sent of the people of the District. But,
lies south of the Potomae, Virginia be- | sir, | have not stopped there. This reso- |
came no more interested in the question | lution requires still .a.raolher and a third |
of the abolition of slavery within the res- condition, and that -ls;'lhat slav.ery. shall |
idue of the District than any other slave- ' nat be abolished within the District of
holding State in the Union is interested in | Columbia, although h.rlarylar_lﬂ consents,
its abolition. The question now is con- | although the people of the District tI?e.m- |
'fined to Maryland. | said on that ‘ocea- ' selves consent, without the third condition |
sion, that, although the grant of power is of making compensation to the owners of |
-complete, and comprehends the rigbt 1o the slaves wilhi:_'l the District. ‘SII", it is
abolish slavery within the District, yet 1t | immaterial to me upon what basis this
was a thing which never could have en- obligation lo compensale for the s!aw-s;;
tered into the conception of Maryland or% who may be liberated by th!} authority Pf'
Virginia that slavery would be abolished Congressis placed. There is a clause in |
here whilst slavery continued to exist' in  the Constitution of the United Stglea,_ in
“either of those two ceding States. | say,  one of the amendments toll_:e constitution, |
moreover, whnt the grant of power itself which declares that no private property
indicates, that, although exclusive lpgié-_ | shall be taken for public use without just |
lation in all cases whatsoever over the | compensation being made 1o !he owner of1
District was invested in Congress within | the property. Well, | think, ina just and |
the ten miles square, it was to make it'\

liberal interpretation of that clause, weare
the seat of government of the U. States. | restrained from taking the property of the |

That was the great, prominent, substad- ' people of the District, in slaves, on con-
tial object of the grant, and that, in exer- | siderations of any public policy, or fo
cising all the powers with which we are conceivable or imaginable use of t
invested, complete and full as they 'may lic, without a full and fair com

 be, yet the great purpose—that q(: the | to the people of this Distriet.

|

'r

it from States or places beyond the limits of the

| provides * that it is expedient to prohibit with-

in the District the trade in slaves brought into

|
District, either to be sold therein as merchan. |
dise or 1o be transported to other markets.”— |
Well, Mr. President, if the concession be made 1
that Congress has the power of legislation, and |
exclusive legislation, in all cases whatsoever |
bow can it be doubted that Congress has au- |
thority to prohibit what is called the slave trade |
in the District of Columbia? Sir, my inter. |
pretation ef the constitution is this : that, with
regard to all parts of it which operate vpon the
States, Congress can exercise no power which |
is not granted power. That is the rule for
the action of Congress in relation to its legis- |
lation upon the States, but in relation to its leg- |
islation upon this District the reverse. I take it
to be the true rule that Congress has all power |
over the District which is not prohibiled by'
some part of the constitution of the U. Siates; |
in other words, that Congress has a power
within the District equivalent to, and co-exten.
sive with, the power which any State itsell
possesses within its own limits. Well, sir,
does any hody doubt the power and the right
of any slaveholding States in this Union to for- |
bid the introduetion, as merchandise, of slaves |
within their limits. Why, sir, almost every |
slaveholding State in the Union has exercised
its power to prohibit the introduction of slavery |
as merchandise. It was in the constitution of
my own State ; and, notwithstanding all the ex. |
citement and agitation upon the subject of slave.
ry which occurred during the past year in the
State of Kentucky, the same principle is incorpo-
rated in the new constitution. ltisin the consti-
tution,] know, of Mississippi. That State phohib-
its the introduction of slaves within its limits as
merchandise. [ believe it to be in the consti.
tution or in the laws of Maryland—in the laws
of Virginia—in the laws of most of the slave.
holding States It is true that the policy of the
different slaveholding States upon this subject
has somewhat vacillated—they somelimes a.
dopted it and sometimes excluded it—but there
has been no diversity df opinion, no departure
from the great principle, that every one of them
has the power and authority to prohibit the in.
troduction of slaves within their respeetive lim.
its il they choose to exercise il.. Well, |l§en.
sir, [ really do not think that this resolution,

. which proposes to abolish that trade, ought to
rany |
he pub- |
nsation |
at, with- |

be considered as & concession by either class
of the States to the other class. [ think it
should be regarded as a common object, ac-
ceptable 1o both, and conformable to the wish.-

the constitution, for the restitution and delivery

of persons bound 10 service or labor in any State |
who may escape into any other State or Ter- |
ritory in the Union.” _ :

Now, Mr. President, upon that subject, [ go |
with him who goes farthest in the interpreta. |
tion of that clause in the constitution. In my |
humble opinion, sir, it is a requirement by the |
Constitution of the United States which is not |
limited in its operation to the Congress of the
United States, but extends to every State in the
Union and to the officers of every State in the
Union ; and | go one step further, it extends to
every man in the Union, and devolves upon
themn all an obligation lo assist in the recovery
of a fugitive from labor who takes refuge in or
escapes into one of the free States. And, sir,
I think | can maintain all this by 2 fair inter.
pretation of the constitution. Tt provides—

“ That no person held to service or laborin
one State under the laws thereof, escaping in-
to another, shall, in consequence of any law os
regulation therein, be discharged from such ser-
vice or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim
of the party to whom such service or labor may
be due.”

It wil! be observed, Mr. President, that this
clause in the constitution is not amongst the
enumerated powers granted o Congress, for, if
that had been the case, it might have been
urged that Congress alone could legislate to
carry it into effect; but it is one of the general

' powers, or one of the general rights secured

by this constitutional instrument, and it address.

" es itself to all who are bound by the constitu.
| tion of the United States.

Now, sir, the offi.

cers of the General Government are bound '
10 take an oath to support the constitution of
the United States. All the officers are required
by the constitution to take an oath to support

the constitution of the United Siates ; and all
"men who love their country and are obedient
to its laws, are bound to assist in the execu

tion of those laws, whether they are [undamen.
tal or derivative, [ do not say that a private
individual is bound to make the lour of his

State in order 1o assist an owner of a nl.are to |
recover his property, but | do say il -he is pre. |

sent when the owner of a slave is about 10 as-
sert his rights and endeavor to obtain posses.
sion of his propery, every man preseut, wheth-
er he be an officer of the General Government
or the State Government, or a private individ-
val, is bound 10 assist, if men are beund at u'll
1o assist in the execution of the laws of their
country. Now what is this provision 1 It is

'that such fogitives shall be delivered up on

war in which we might be embarked, as it
would be to assist in the performance of a bigh
duty which addresses itself to all the States and
all the people of all the States.

Mr. President, | do think that that whole
class of legislation beginning in the Northern
States and extending to some of the Westera
States, by which obstructions and impediments
have been thrown in the way ol the recovery
of fugitive slaves, is unconstitutional, and bas
originated in a spirit which [ trust will correct
itsell when those States come calmly to consid-
er the nature and extent of the federal obliga.
tions. Of all the Siates in this Union, unless
it be Virgiuia, the State of which | am a resi.
dent suflers most by the escape of their slaves
to adjoining States. | have very little doubt,
indeed. that the extent of loss 16 the State of
Kentucky, in consequence of the escape of ber
slaves, is greater, at least in proportion to the
total numnber of slaves which are held in Vir.
ginia. | know full well, and so does the hon.
orable Senator from Ohio know, that it is at
the utmost hazard, and insecurity to life iiseif,
that a Kentuckian can cross the river and go
into the interior to take back his fugitive slave
to the place from whence be fled. Receotly
an example occurred even in the city of Cincio-
nali, in respect to one ol our most respectahle
citizens, Not having visited Ohio at all, but
Covington, un the opposite side ol the river, a
little slave of his escaped over to Cincinnati.—
He pursued it; he found it in the house in
which it was conecealed ; he took it out, and it
was rescued by the violence and furce ol a negro
mob from his possession, the palice of the city
standing by, and either unwiiiing or unable te
afford the assistance which was requistie 10 en-
able him to recover his property.

Upon this subjerct | do think that we have
just and serious cause of complaint against the
free States. | think they fail in fulflling a
greal obligation, and the failure is precisely up-
on one of those subjects which in its naiure is
the most irritating and inflaming lo those who
live in the slave States.

Now, sir, | thiok it is a mark of no good
neighborhood. of no*kindness. of no courtesy,
that a man living in a slave Siate cannul mOw,
with any sort of salety, travel i the free States
with his servants, although he has no purpese
whatever of stopping there Jonger than a short
time. And on this whole sulject, sir, how bas
the legislation of the Iree States altered for the
worse within the course ot the last twenly or

thirty years? Why, sir, most of thowe States




