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CONGRESSIONAL.
SPEECH OF M. BAYLY,
OF VIRGINIA,
e the Finadity of the Pigithoe-Slave Law ; delivered i
- Ihd’u Hrm:cogf Ripresontatives May 95, 1980, |

The House being in. Committes of the Whole on the
state of the Union (Mr, Sevioun, of Connecticut, in
e chigir) on the invalid pension bil—

Mr. BAYLY said:

Mr, Ciiarasian: ‘There have heen 1wo it
prapounded i tie dubate during this sess oh 1 de-
sire W discuss. One 1, that the fugitive slave law, I
Pt AC a5 s B g s
othier is o Omise MeRsuIes '
fmind' resolut %—mm ln_,idm '.'f'm mis-
chievous. [ utlerly lz. ) these pro]

ihe first place, | say that the fogitive. slave
el 10 execole o lnndumltl i‘gﬂlﬂm of the constitu-
1ion, and is a0 enactment w constitulion requires.
{ maintain that Congrens is under precisely the same ob-
ligation to pass all luws which are necessary o execute
the provisions ol the constitution us it 18 to abawin from
the enactment of luws pmliihil'ad,hy_ it, and that when
e Congress has discharged its duly in this respect, amd
las passed a law neecessary to exscule @ provision of the
constitution, it is precisely as uwiconstitutional o repenl
it, withoul secompanying the repeal mt'h"th“h'm
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that the law was wnconstitational, and the uction of the

pnmwun«luhwud ‘ l?'u‘ : vk
¢ shipréme court nnsylvania, when presid

over by the illustrious Chiel Justice Tilghmun, in the
{ Deacon, decided it to Mwmnl}lllnllmd.

case of Wright vs,
In delivering the opinion of the court, he mai
“ Whiataves may Ue our private oplojons on the suljsct of
slavory, it is well know l\l':t our mlhem brethren !ﬂmﬂi
not have consented 10 bpcome prrties 0w ® tution,
under which the (Taied Sutes have oojoyed so much pros-
?tiw. unless thelr property in slaves b n seenped.
W gonstituton has been adopted the fred consent of
the clilzens ol Pennayloanis, and @t iv the daty  of every
wian, whatever may bahis oilive or station, to give ita falr
and oandid sonstrootion."

The Chief Justice ciles the provision in the d

rh}e«!im; fo its details, that [ am aware, which are not
ncluded under the general objection that the proceedings
are sumioary, and not in accordanes with the rules of the

" ml:m‘,l'iu;r'.u Ln puswer to this, [ will say that the pro-
ons constitution pro-
ceedings. Such has been the decis nlmu

we have alrealy seen, and such was the construetion

iven to that glause of the titution hy Judge Story.
AL P'f:‘ 074, volame U, of entiries upon the

Constitution, he says:
e eluase (the one pmﬂding.tm thie recapture of (u
inven) iutraduced io lou solely for

Itive ) wus !
glm benodit of the slavebolding Stater, 10 onuble thom (o0 re-
elalm their fugitive sluves who should have escupad into
other States where slavery wis ot toleeated.  The want of

LA

section of the fourth article of the constitution, und ob-
BeTVER: L

“ Hera in the principle @ the fugitive is 1 be deliversd up
on elaim of the master.  Bat bt required o lnw 0 mgnlse
the manner in which this prisciple should be reduced w0
prwtioc L was negessary to pstablish pome mode in
which the elaim should bs muade, and the fugitive be de-
livered ap.*

The judge then quotes the enuctment on the subject by

réss, and concludes the opinion as follows :

* It plainly sppears, fipm the whole scope and tenor of
the nopnumﬁqn und et of Congress, that the fugitive waa
10 be dell Lup o a I ting, without the
delay of & formal tinl in w gourt of common law. Bt if

equally efféctive, an it in 1o eaact a law which the conati- A :"’1;1‘."" w right to M' ihatal m,:'[:'d:::,‘,m","',‘lh -
tation absolutely forbids. The duties enjoined by the | iy lich L siood before Lo fled, wnd uiight proseouts his
conalitution, as by the decalogue m.mmtu-n the | yight in the Siate 1o which hie balonged

o '0[!'"1']'"-“"5 L :L‘hl s gm""’ : 'f”m' Tathis opivion, which was pronounced in 1819, I ask
inly FiEBt I e O & o of Tuzi: | the especial attention of the country, a8 in u few wonds it
right to repesl the present law oy on Ol R | covera the whole ground.

uve slaves, unless the very lnw. minclh- repenl suhsti-
tutes other provisions equally ¢ ve. :
Theenemies of the fugitive-slave law, or the most in-

telligent of them, seem to nequiesce inthis; and hence,
10 excase themselves, !_h_fﬁh! t -ﬁf.:n‘:r position  that
the provision of the conititution to m.goua u
duty upon the States, but eon no u‘:oﬂl e gen-
eral government; and that some of the details of the fu-
itive-slave law are.in conflict with the coostitution, [
Enow. gir, that [ night sufficiently answer these points
! of the government
vcisions of the courls of last resort in most of
the States, and of the Suprems Court of the United
Swies, have decided otherwise, Bat, sir, it is not ever
man who reads the decisions of the courts; therefore
desire o address mysell for m suort time to these. propo-
gilions,

The provision of the constitution of the United States
for the surrender of fugitive slaves is in these words:

* No person held to service or lubor iu ons State, under
the laws thereal, ercapiog In‘o another, shall, in cone-
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from
wich serviee or labar; but shall be da!iwud up on claim
of the party to whom sach servies or labor may be due.”

This provision ﬂuw out of a distrust upon the part of
the southern people of the di tion of 1t al the
North to surrender up their fugitive slaves; and as the
provisien grew out of that I:aim_ll. itsin absurd to sup-
pose that the framers of the constitution relied upon 1he
northern States to pass the necessary lawa 1o execute it.
It would have been an anomaly, particularly for such a
Lody a8 that which [ramed the constitution of the United
States, in the same clause to have expressed distrust
and to have implied confidenice. And yet to this u-
-mln all those m‘,lnsl come who mﬂ:inlain :.:lll lh}a “5“"
only mponda uly upon lhe Slales, and conlerred no
power of Ingiulalio% upon the general government, The
plain and obvious meaning of the langusge of the clause
required that when legislation was ¥, Congress
should sct; byt if there was any doubt about that, the
circumstances under which the constitution wus framed
would remove it
We are told here now that this provision of the con-
siitulion of the United Siates is an adious one to northern
men, and that the execution of it_is painful to them. |
doubt not that sueh is the fact prevalence
u feeling in the Northat the time | provision was ia-
erafted on the constitation mude it pecessary. Well,
wir, if such was the cuse, would not northern men them.
selves have tequired, in puiting that provision in the
titution at the iust ol hern men, that they
should be relieved 10 as large an extent as possible from
the enforcement of 1L 7 If they had understood that this
provision required thal the legislatares of the northemn
Stutes should enact the laws necessary Lo carry out the
rovision, would not they have =aid, We wish W be free
rom this disagreeable duty 1o a8 large an exteul as poasi-
ble; if thisthing is 1o bedone, let it be doge by the Con-
gress of the United States, where the South, equally
with the North, will be represented, so that we may be
relieved, as far as mﬁuh!e. from the necessily ol car-
rymg oul the provision ! i
_Besides that, we all know that, in respect to this ques-
lion of the delivery of fugitives (rom justice and service,
there was just ns much necessity of uniformity of
legislation as there wasin a case of bankruptey, natu-

by saying that the uniform
l:d lgenj i

In the f Juck and Martin, Chief Justice Nelson,
of ﬁc' m? uu:: pfaﬂae SI:I;I‘IB‘:I!G Cc::n of l;a l?n.';nt:d
States, indulged in similar reasons, He said:

“ The counsel for Ihexlltnﬂﬂ'luarmmuu the mode
of making the cluim and of delivering up the fugitive, is m
sabject exclusively of State regulation, with which Con-
pross has mo right w iaterlere ; and vpon this view the
uoirmiml.hnll.ltr of the law of I.I:IL Siate is sought to b sus.
mined.

‘It Is material tolook jnto the object of this clause of the
constitution, the evil 1 be ganrded against, and the namre
nnd eharneter of the rights 10 be protected and enforced,
in order 1w prebend its il and d ine what
powers, and o what extent, may be rightfully claimed un-

er L
“ At tbe adoption of the constitution, m rmall minovity of
the States had abollshed slavery within their limits, alther
by tive sonotment or judicial adjndieation ; uml the
soathern are known to have been more deeply
interested in slave labor than those of the Norih, where
slavery yot to some extent existed, but where it must have
been scen it would probably soon disappear. [t was nata.
ral for that portion of the Union 10 loar that the latter Sintes
might, under the ivfloenee of this unhappy end exciting
l!é.el. be tempied 10 adopt w eoorse ol legislation that
would embarrass the owners pursuing their fugitve slaves,
Ifnot discharge them from service, and invite escape by af*
frmlil:’}u place of refuge. They already kad some experi-
enee ol the perplexities in this respect, under the confedern-
tion, which eonmined no provision on the sabjeer, and
the serions und nlmost § ble difficulties that this
{es of property din the con wora weil
caleniated 10 cenfirin theic strongest apprebensions, To
thissource must be auribated, no doubt, the provision ol the
constitution, and which directly moets the evil, by notonly
probibiting the States (rom enaoling any rpuul-rTon discharg-
injg the slave from servioe, but by directiog that he shall be
delivered up to the owner It impliedan doubr whether they
would, in the exercise of unrestrmined powasr, regaed the
cighis of the owaer, or piopedy protect them by looil legls-
lution. The objsct ol the provision belng thus pulpable, It
should receive a construotion that will operate inost efloct.
ually to plish the end tent with the terns of it
This, we may reasonsb'y infer, will be in sccordance with
tho intent of the makers, and will regard with becoming
roapeet the rights of those especially interested in its exe-
cution. Which power, then, was it intended shonld be
ehargad with the daty of preseribing the mode (i which this
injunation of the constitution sbhould be carried inwo etfeot,
and enloreing s exesution—the States or Congress 1 ft in
very clear, il lefi to the jormer, the great purposs of the
rravision might be defented in splte of the constitution.
I'he Statos might omit any legislation on the subject, and
thiereby leave the owner without moy known mesns by
which to nssert his riglits § or they might so encumber and
L the | won of rem s that their legislation
an the sabject would be tastmoont 1o denial  That all
this eould not be dooe or omitted withont disceganiing the
spirit ol the consiitation, s troe ; bt the provision Leell is
founded upon the mssumption that withoat it the acknowl-
edged rights of the owners wonld oot be observed or pro-
tected @ it was made ln express iorms o guand agains a pos-
sible ot of injustice Ly be Smte authorities, The wea
thnt the feamers of the constitution Intended 10 leave the
regolwilon of this subject o the Siates, when the t»rusmuu
gaell obviously sprong out of their fenrs of parinl aod un-
Just leghelation by the States in respect to it, caanot eadily
e adisted. D would  present an ineonsistency af action,
and an unikillolness in the adoption of means for the end
in view, too remarkable to have been overlooked by a
much loss wise body of men. They must vaturmlly have
woon wod felt that the spirit apprebended 10 exist in the
Swates, which made this provision expedient, would be
nhile w i 16 its olgeet in regulatiog the mode and nan-

nalization, or in any other case. Would not conv
and a sense of propriety ulone, on the part of all con-
cerned, have suggesied that the legslation wpon
this subjeet nhnufﬁ‘ be anilorm, which would have
heen impracticable if that legistation had been left
1o the several States? Taxe the case of [ugitives
from justice, the provision for the surrender of w

win the same clanse of the constitotion us that for
the rendition of fugitive slaves. Could nylhing be
mote inconvenient than that a n,&rm colde should be
consulted upon every demand? Wonll not everybody
say that there is ns great a necessity for uniformity of
legislation in a case af that sort us there in o respeet, for
i.’p-me.’e. to the authentication of records from the several
Siaten 7

Do we not all know that the great delect in the arlicles
ol confederntion which was sought to be remedied ml he
adoption of ke constitution wis, that jis decrees did not
aperate upan the p:lph directly, but thal it was ﬁcx!ml'
ent upon the sevaral Stales 1o carry them out? When
thin defect was felt in other cases, would the framers of
the constitution have pérmited it to remain in this case
ulone, which is the precise case in which all must have
felt it woald have been mont embarrassing !

Bay, sir,my time will not allow me 1o present any more

obyious, pructical, common-sense views on this

These were the views of the h'rlenld m

were
Third Congreas which sat uml«r’;h- coneli-

yloa # extont, ol themembers who

ace the views that have been entertained
by every eourt belore whom the question has ever come
whose authority isentitled to any respect.

We all know the origin of the law of *s3 [n 1701
the governar of I'lltn? vania made a demand upon the
governor of Virginia for the surrender of a fogitive from
k"-‘-"'“' When this demand was + the ggvernor of

d bis authority in the absence of law to

sithject.
convention that framed the constitution,
views of the

inmed

Irginia g
make any such surrender, The constilution did not de-
signale h{- an 1he officer to h'mh the surrender; nor did
he think it devolved upon asn Siate officer.  [n this
ase the constitution is freer from dithenlty than in the
case of fugitive slaves, for it provides that the surrender
wio be mude upon the d d of the ive of one
Siate; it does pol any that it is 10 he made upon the ex-
ecutive of the 3 bat sttt ihe inference might
have been drawn that the authority making the d d

ner of carrying 1t intn effvet ; that the remedy of the evil
and the secucity ol rights would not be complets, nnloss
this pawer was dlso vested in the national government.™

The case was taken to the court of last resort, and the
decision of Judge Nelson was affirmed.  But Chancellor
Wallworth took the ground which is now insisted vpon,
that the elnuse of the constitution  ander discussion im-
posed wduty upon the States, but conferred no power
upon the gencral goverpment. Bnt,he told me no longer
ago than fm winter that he had yielded that opinion in
deference 1o the decision of the Supreme Conri, Buat,
althongh be held the law of "03 unconstitational, in
delivering his opinion he expressed some sensible views
u the suhject of slavery, 1o which [ call the attention
o}u:wﬂmen from New York :

“ Howover much, therafore, we may deplore the exim-
onee of slavery In any partof the Union we & natlonal as
woll wa a local evil, yor, na the right of the masier 1o reclaim
hils fugitive slave is secared 10 ki by the ledrial constita-
tion, 1o good citigen, whose liberty and property Iy pro-
teated by that constitution, will interiers to prevent this pro-
vitlon Irum beiog carried into full eifect ncoording o i
spivit and effect ; and even where ihe forms of law ate re-
sorted 10 for the purposo of evading the copstitutionnl pro
viston, or 1 delay the remedy el 1he master in olitiining a
retarn of his faghtive slave, it is aondoulnediy the right, nod
may become the duty, of tbe eourt in which any procesd-
ings for that purpose are instiued 10 set them ande, i they
are ot mmnm:;:iufind'm 12 gmlul flll:i.‘:nd wpon
probable groun jeving that tha alsim of the maier
1o the uﬂ‘.a- ol the mppm.g slave is invalid."

In the case of the Commonwealth ve. Griffin, Chief
Justica Parker, of Massachusetts, holds this language :

“This brings the eass 10 & wiogle point, whather the
statule ol the Urited States fl"in1 ?oluc 10 solze a slave
withiout n warrand is constitational T 1t is ditlizale, in o case
ke this, for persons who are not inhabitants of slavehold
ing Sintes 1o prevent prejadics fiom having too strong an
tﬂ'ocun!bcir minds. o tnust r=flzot, howaver, thai the
constimtion was made with some Staes, b whieh |t
would not ocenr 1 e mind W inguire whether slaves ware
property. [t wasn vary serious qosstion when they cume
to mnke the constitotios, what should be done with their
saves. They might have kept alool fram the constitution.
Thit fnstro ment wiss 8 compromise. T wis 8 oompact by
which all are bound. We ara to considar, then, what wiks
tha intention of the constitation. The words of it were
wabd oat of delicacy, so not 1o offed some i 1he con-

should be responded to by the corresponding authority in
the State wpon which the demand ?u t::!a h:!ﬂ!

Randolph—1he of “Virginia at that time -
iod e bin moﬁ'p:lﬂ, B Ras, whiss M.
Wi s well nhllhnll-i‘ﬂn.ndhpuﬂn

opinian that, in the absence of w prescribing what
t il was whose duty it d be 10 make the sur-
Ir:tl:‘du, the provie‘on in the constituiion wus n dead

abhorrent 1 siavery | hut we
tinrs L into mn Ay that slaves d be pon-
sidered as pMparty. Slavery wou'd sull have continnet, |
no oonstitniion had been mads. )

* The constitation does not presoribe the mode of re.
elalming & Klave, but leaves it 10 be determined Ly Con.
gross. 1t in vary olear that it was not intended ihat applica-
ton o e made L the sxsontive suthority of the Sie
fl.Tl wnid that the sct which Congress hne passed on this
suliject is contrmry o the amendment of the oonstitution,

4 people | i nd Fropert In
The governor of Virginia mdu this response 10 The | sevenses. dee s m:‘-'ou;alm;p:u ot Bt Al the
tovanor of Pennmylvania. submitted the question | parts of thn instrament are 1o be mken together. 1t is very

o Gengrnl Wanhinglon, and General Wu’ilnan aent

e R et s
Preseribing the ng
= :l'.;.;;:?" from just ml“m , and - aid
Ition -u':::-., L jt:ﬁ ife to this wd“l:;lm of
constitution, in relerence clnsses lives
14 hey alo that that muu /
|

Well, sir, an [ have alrendy said that was
Tention 1hw ?r:::c lr: m'l u! "'::i':h. ot u;
e Geo “W .m' nmf‘«l avet !hup::am-

torney

 message 1o mthnr- ject. Congreas took | he
up that hqimnlmn.'u m.llhcu— i

obivions that slaves arn not partiss to the constitation, and
L f hian relntion o the p
s manda, it should Le

YAt i eald that when a sel
conformably 1o our lnwe. {4 doos not follow from
ihe consitation ; and the aot oo says Lhat the
person to whom the servies (s diss may size, &o.
tha stiatate ls a hinrsh one is not for us o determine.

* Bot it s objected that & person ey in this sammary
munuee seize a freoman.  bomay be so ; bot (kis wonld
attendsd with misohiovous cousequenoss ta (e pemon

y making the ssizore,™

We all know that the Supreme Court of the United

itational ; but as the
Statss hoe iw%al:: [ar. Fl:rn ul::hu

m!unﬂd hat Court, and atlempied 1o destroy confi-
in ita decimion, | have, lram choice, referred to
mnionlnl other jurists, for whose ;:Iliull. I pre-

e | of m fogitivis from jastice,

sueh & provision nuder the i

ous {noonvenienca by the ﬂnv-ﬁnﬁdin&ﬂuul.. s, io
many States, no aid whateyer wonld allowesd w the
owners, sud sometimed, indsed, they mot with open resist-
ange.  Itis obvions that these provisions for the acrest an
ufm\uu of fitives ol both classos contom plate summury
minlsterial provesdiogy, und not the ordinary eonrse ol ju-
dicinl investigations, w nscorain whether the compluint be
well loanded, or the elaim of ownership be established be-
yond all legal controversy. la essss of suspeoted sritnes,
the guiit or lonoeence of party is to be made ont ot bis
trinl, and not upon the preliminary inguiry whother he shall
be delivered ap. Al that waunld seem ln suah cases 1o be
necensury in, that thare shoold be prima fucie evidencs bo-
lore the exscutive tuthnrlr( to =alisfy i judgoent that
thore s probabile cuuse to belleve the party giallty—such ss,

lor trial. .

“And in the casss of (agitive slaves dflero would seem o
b the same necessity of requiring only prima_facie proofs
ol ow bip, without ® ﬂﬁe party 10 u formal aser-
thon of himrights by a suit st the common law, Congress
appear (o have soled upon s opinion ; and scoordingly,
in the stuiute npon this subject, have nuthorized summary
procesdiogs belore = magistrate upon whicl he may graut
4 warraut for removal.”

And that such was the design is palpably evident from
the proceedings ol the convention which formed the con-
stitation. It is evident that the queation of freedom or
sluyery was never designed to be raised upon the appli-
cation for the surrender of the fugitive from service, any
more than the question of guilt or innocence is in the
case of fugitives from justice. 1t would have been harsh
and unjust had it been otherwite. The question of
lhur%m the one case, and of guilt in the other, depends
upbn the law of the State [rom which the fugitive fed,
|fo say nothing about the greater convenience for the ni-
lendance of witnesses; where exact josfice is wanted,
the claimant of it, of course, would be safer before a tri-
bunal well versed in the Jaw of the place. A man with
a bad case will stand a better chance before an Inmmga-
tent tribunal, because he may benefit by its blunders; but
a man with a good case !s safer in the hands of a com-
petent one, as a blunder futal to him is less likely to
ocear,

Supposing that a northern tribunal and a southern
one, equally impartial, (and in this connexion we mus! ns-
sume that they are su,) before which one woulll a negro
really Iree stand the best chance for a decision in hi
favor ! Suppose the case ol a negro reall?' free in Vir-
ginia, but who had escaped from a man holding him as a
slave, and for many yearshiad held him and treated him as
aslave without question from nnr one,and thal his father
had so held and treated him, and his right to freedom de-
pended upon a question of fact, 10 be proved by wit-
uesses—such, for instance, as whether he was born be-
lore or after a particular date, (and such questions fre-
quently arise)—where would the negro have the best
chaunee for justice—in Massachuselts or the place of his
nitivity 2 The claimant could take on his witnesses.
But how econld the negro eompel the attendance of
his? In Virginia he can doit willlluut reward to the wit-
ness or fee 1o the olficer summoning hita, 18 such the
case in Masachusetts ! Can her courts compel withesses
to attend from Virginia ? or even in Virginia, 10 appear
without fee before u commissioner 10 take depositions ¢
Sir, our laws in Virginia afford facilities 10 & negro in
asserting a claim to frecdom greater than are allowed
white men in any case, [l any person conceives him-
sell illegally held as a slave, our laws provide that he
may complain 10 any judge or justice ol the peace, who,
in such cases, is required 1o order the shenff of the coun-
1y 10 lake the complainant immediately into enstody, nnd
to safely keep him ul the expense of the person claiming
to be the owner, until he give homd with seourity m
double the value of the negro, supposing him to be u
slave, that he shall be fortheoming at the trial before

time o allow bim reasonable opportunity 1o

ecuting his suit ; and our cours always eonsult 1he
wishes of the negro in miﬁum him eounsel, and the
resull almost invariably is that he hos eminent counsel
The law also provides that he shall have, free of costs,
wll needlul process, pervices of officers, and attendance of
witnesses ; that his case shall be a privileged one on the
docket ; that it shall be tried by a jury free from excep-
tion, that the complainant shall not be embarrassed
by legal technicalities. In the event the jury find in his
fuver, they are aowthovizsed to find for him damagen for the
detention ; and the court is requived to award him the dam.
oges and costs,

Now, jost here let me say a word 1o those geutlemen
who charge that the fugitive-slave law offera a bribe of
five dollars in ench cane 1o the commissioner 1o make the
surtender of an alleged fugitive slave. Our law oillers
# bribe, if gentlemen choose to call it such, of twenly
times, and more than twenty times of thet sum, to all the
officers of the eourt 10 set him free, 1l the negro is
found to be a slave, the counsel, sherill, witnesses, clerk,
everybody, lose their lees. But il be isfound tobea free
wan, out of the dawmages and costs awarded him every-

d | with m

upon an ordinacy wikrrant, would justily his comemimeat | (),

CITY OF WASHINGTON, THURSDAY MORNING, JUNE 3, 1852,

}iﬂﬂi iy alter the word “*State,” the words “under the

Will it ba said that, if this be the law, freemen at
the f lnleu be dragged from their families, and be
foreed 1o assert their freedom before the iribunal of an-
otber State, which would be a great hudahlr? Naot
’ru_tul.lbnr.: for an ipnoeent man o be d rom his
amily tried for @ crimg in another Stale—nor so
great. Lo the case of he fogitive from justice, he would
not hive the favor shown bim by the law which the fa-
gitive from servies has; and if be was found to be inno-
cent, e would have no redress. But if the negro is
:gulﬂ to he a ilinemlan. he wonld bla;e his n.ctlml:l:.:glnr

L] 0 Ina (he seizure,  In the case e al-
tu_lm"ed m%hie! Justice Parker, of Massachuselts,

wans fultas n g v | aid

* Buk it is objocted that o person may, i this sammary
manner, seizs w Geoman, Dt this ‘would be atend
Tseniovous cousequenees 1o the person making the
selzure,”
Besidea the civil action in a casa, whers the claimant
hu: 03.0 pretence of title, be could be criminally prose.
cu
Siry the fear that freemen are to be seized under the
itive-slave law is imagi It is almost ble

ing of UTIDE TUnRWay Degroes ik not such
cheap, pleasant,” and safe thing 1o life and limb that men
will freely gointo it, The difficalties, the expense, and
e danger of it are such that [ do not believe that one
master in a thousand would ever attempt to cateh a run-
away dsv?elupl for the sake of the example 10 those
at home, Kidnapping a free meﬁfo would not accomplish
this. There hus never been but one mistake made in
the surrender of an alleged fugitive ; and in that case
the moment the negro was u.méxil to the claimant he Jdis-
avowed him. And it must alwaya be so. Every south-
ern man’s overseers and neiglibors know his negroes; and
il be were 10 altempt 1o go io the North, kidnap a north-
ern free negro, keep him upon his place, he would
be Iynched hirat, and sent to the penitentiary afterwards ;
as would any one who would attempt o bring 1o the
South, for traffie, such a negro, Thereis nota planter
in the South who would have a norihern free negro on
his plantation for four times his valoe. Our laws, under
severe penalties, prohibit their being brought by others
or eoming themselves into the o Slales,
The idea, therefore, that m{d the ~ slaves will ever
be seized under this law isidle; and 1o theis surrendes
we bave n clear and explieit muiluumi'bl. and the
denial of which dovs not benelit the .lllhmulll it
injures us. On the contrary, it benefits them us well as
us, [infer this from the fact that their legislation shows
:b&l they do not regard the negroes as a deairable popula-
ion.
Rul it has been said upon this floor very frequently, and
pecially by the gentl - from New Yu’rrk,[eg‘lr. FL!:)YI,,]
that this law is odions; that its provisions are stringent ;
that they are repugnant to northern feeling, and therefore
we need not expect this law to be execuled, Well, sir, if

is [ they are suringent, why are they so? s it not because

the action of the northern people and their legislatures
have made siringent laws necessary ! And il does not
lie in their mouths to object to the siringency of them.
He has ingeniously reasoned that the officers who are
authorized to execute these laws are irresponsible people.
He contends that the very fact that a man will undertake
1o execule these laws proves that he is an indifferent
character, He says the execution of their lawa is left
to the shetifls and constablea who are ehosen for leir
fitness—who have given bonds for the faithiul discharge
of their dulies ; and he intimdles that the execation of
this law ought 10 be intrusied to them. He is right.
That was the view taken by the early legislators of the
country, who imposed the execalion of as many of the
lawa of the United Stales as possible upon the Stute offi-
cers, with thie statesmanlike view of preventing a conflict
between State and federal officers, and by consequence
between ‘he States and the general government. The
law of 1793 was, as all our lawa then were, framed with
that view, But did not the legislature of the gentleman's
own State pass, and have not the legislatures of most of
the northern Siates passed, lawe prohibiting the officers of
that State, under severe penaliies, [tom acling 2o as to
mkpbgh: ugo‘{c;nwl ::! bml :l‘u{ 1704 I.lblm :l:l im-
snilile l they nol by lion nuithly that law ?

1

such court as the complainant mauy elect, und in the mean | be intrusted to others, and that necessity is not the re-
repare for | sult of the action of 1he South ; and it does not lie in the
trial, Tl law also requires that the court shall assign | mouths of northera men to condemn what their canduct
him counsel, who, without reward, shall aid him in pros- | hus made indispensable,

body is paid, including the eounsel; and | have known
some of e atter [rom 1hat source, and the voluntary
service of the negro aflerwards, to got pmlr round fees,

Now, sir, tell me in what northern State he can have
all these fucilition in asserting his right 0 (reedom. i
impartial justice, and not fanatical outrage, be the object,
tell me Iit be not better, even for the negro, that he

guards are thrown around him,

ul s
can better appreciate, although, as far pa law in concerned,
it in the same eise. Suppose the rame negro should
be seized in t}m;u—lm; itis a g ble ease, [or

them to go to New Ocleans—where would he stand the
hest chanee for his freedom 7 The Georgin tribunals are
as impartial a8 those of Virginia. But would the negro
bawve as fuir n chanee for justice fur away from (he place
of His birth as at home ? At the time of the formation of
the constitution nearly all the States were slaveholding.
At that time, therefore, the Georgin case wounld have
been the herwrnl one. Laws similar to those of Virginia
existin all the lluvrholdi:éoﬁr:m.

Begides the fagilities aflarded the negro in suils for
freedom by our law, the tribunals in admioistering it
have always given the negro the benefit of all doubis
Our eourt of appeals, in at least one case, carried this, in
my opision, 10 an upwartentable extent. In that case,
wzrn the ientical negro was concerned, they deeided
one way when the controversy was between cluimanta
of hitm as property, and a dilferent way when the suit
was one for freedom ; and ) ng *in favorof liberiy,”
they allowad proceedings to be had which they would
hawve refused in any other case.

Well, then, might Chiel Justice Tilghman, of Pennsyl-
vania, sy : 1 be (1he ru;]ium hal really n right 1o
freedom, that right was not imposed by this procesding,
(the issuing of the warrant for his surrender.) He was
placed just in the situation in which he stood before he
ﬂad,1ad might prosecate his right in the State 10 which
ha be!

Well, then, might Julge Waslington, in ncase which
came before him in Philadelphin, i which the fugitive
offered 1o show that, by the l'.-. of Vieginin, [rom which
he admitied he had fed, he was free, respond, 1 am
woll acquainted with the laws of Vieginia, and the char.
acter of her conris; and il the fugitive be really entitled
10 freedom, he can establish it better in Virginia than

here.

If there eonld be any doubt that the Gueation of free.
dom or slavery in the case of fugitives from labar, any
more than the question of gl:l of innocence in fhe case

not arise on the applica.
tion for the surrender of him, it would be removed by the
ru:ndwol \he convention which framed the consli-
ution,

On the 20th of Angust, 1787, the following propositinn
was proposed and unanimaousty adopted :

M bownd 1o serwice or labor I any of the
um'.{a"s’:.muu weanpe Into another Smte, h:o- dhe

from sush sarvien or lsbor in con-

10, t might seam, therelore, that withou! referring to | ih _ whail not ba discharged from + o
am!rlhu\[gr :1{.&“ o the question ae o the | pisse, 14 bas more e ol e E“E‘%&Eﬁt'ﬁﬁ' E-: Eﬁmﬁﬂ - ogiorehnly b
1 A stitutl alatiod Hhatiey "'“w- finitely o Il ferred to | ™% PRI I S £
10 #raet 1ht:lw wa m"{.'." 2 the :.:of the n‘:.'ﬂ:.i' 'n'ln l:;?nl are nlit?;.l. l';.m most | The commitiee, on revision, proposed the following in
Iactice of the eoantry? 1 th } safely say that | profound Lo lien of I

™iF not & &u?qn the one ernor at ﬂndimmbﬂul law grow out of it details, | < Ny person legally hield 1o sacelos or labor in onn Swte,

time or oiher, without question [rom quarter, lrﬂm ler 10 5 one, b my lime | ing into anothse, shisll, in consaguense of egnladons

b 0ot made o wrrander of ves from justice under [ will 1ty it is not ;W-Mumum from wneh serviee or las
Wie |aw of Wiy and thus in it eanstitation- Jﬁ- | into one point—which is, bﬂ:nl-:rll he dali up on gllli'l.l of the party 10
ity And | venture lo Nrﬂ no sach fugitive has the . it mro and nol ac- | % seryion or Iabor may ba dus.
"'Mnm‘ﬂum&m“ﬂwm h:nhdpwm. !'hllllﬂlﬂ The word “legally” was stricken ont by the eonven.
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lawa ik 601 intrusted to the State officers, | say it hos be-
come a matler of necossity that their execution should

Bat, as to the severity of thesa provisions, and as to
their summary characler, they are nol more severe or
more summary than are those lor the delivery of fugitives
from justice.  There are two classes ol fugitives from
justice for the sarrender of whom our laws provide

ader the treaty of Washington, it is provided that cer-
tain fugitives [rom Great Britain and ber dominions to
this country shall be delivered op ; and they are surren-
dered under similar rules and regulations 10 those provi-
ded for in the delivery of fugitive slaves, and the laws
are execated by precisely the sama persons, Yel why
are there no complaints that white men are thus sum-
marily delivered up, when they have fled from a land of
oppression to one of liberty & Why are the complaints
made ol the eharacter ol those proceedings confined to
the delivery ol fogitive slaves slone? Is 1t because, in
the case of the fugitive slave, it ia impossible, ns [ have
shown, that there can be oppression ! He has betier op-
portunities, ten times over, of ascertaining his right to
(reedom in any of the southern States than the fugitive
from justice hus in establishing his innocence either in
Eogland or the northern States.

Now, sir, | lo not mean to coms here to say that (he |
e y | mon law had desmed all those 1o be bastards who were

repeal of the Tugitive-slave law, withoal (he substita-
tion of another equally affective, will lead 1o the disso-
lution of this Union. 1 do not mean to sy that, becanse
| know that there is amongst a greal many persons a dis-
position 10 laugh at the idea that there isany danger of
that result ; but | do come here to prove it 1o such men as

should be sent before tribunals where all these sale- [are rational upon that point,

In the langnage of the Supreme Court of the United

another case, which prejudiced persons | States—

“ Historionlly it is well known that the objeet of ihis
olnnse was 1o secure 10 the oiuzens ol the alqnhn.ldmg
Statoa the complete right and ttle of ownership in heir

some of our free negroes go to the South—1 have known | slaves as property in every State of the Unlon lnto which

they mtrln asenpre from the Sute where they were hold in
servitnde.  The full recognition of this right and thile was
indispansabile to the secuclty of this species of property in
all the slaveholdiog Sates ; and, (adecd, was so viial o the
prreservation of their d i wnd

ihat gt connat be dowbted thal it comatit wied o fundamental
ariicle, withowt which the Union cowld wot have been formed.
ltn troe desiga was w gunrnd agninst the doetrines and prio-
elpies prevalent In the non-slavaholding Sintes, by prevent-
ing them trom intermoddiing with, or obistrocting, or abal-
ishing the rights ol owners o1 slaves.™

And, in the language of Chiel Justice Tilghman, al-
ready quoted—

“ Whatever may ba our private opinions on the sul ) et
of savery, il i well known that one sonithern brethren wounld
not have consanted to hesomn parties to m constitation nn-
der which the United Suies has enjoyed so mach prosperi
f, anless thalr property (0 slaves had beon secured. "

When the constitation of the United States was formed,
there was not the saine necessity for & provision to
guaranty the surrender of fogitive slaves an there s
wow. Al thal time all the States of the Union, with the
single exception of Massachusetts, were slaveholding.
Between the slaveholding Stales there has never been
any greal neceesity for this provision. The provision
grew out of the forecast of onr fathers, who saw that
the northern Siales would g?ldli‘“{ become non-slnve-
holding States. 1l we were all 10 have remained slave-
holditg States there never would have heen any necessi-
ty lor any such law. The necessity in prospect, however,
al that lime was 8o obyions that it was insisted upon as
asine gua nom, and the constitution woald not have been
formed but for it. Do gentiemen su that when the
necessity for it has greally augmented, the South is so
insensible to its rights that they will agree now to give
up the provision which they insisted upon as a sine gua non
at the time of the formation of the constitution ! grr, lbt]'
not only will net submit 1o this thing, beeanse they will
find their nights (o their slave property, and their domestic
pence, 1o be insecure by the repeal of that lnw ; bt l‘hl;
will da it lor anetber and a higher reason :  They wou!
find iy such aciion that no_confidence is 1o he put in
constitutional gaarantees. They wonld find that all the
laws ol snciety, under the influsnce of fanaticism,
be set ot defiance  and all frionds of libarty, regnlatod
by law, wauld vee that thay were in an unlortunate polit-
m._h:unnn-. and they wonld be swilt 10 dissalve it.

& Honme knows that [ am no disunionist.  Even in
my own State | fiave baen of having too gréat
an idalatey for the Union, and of & willingness to submit
to things [ ought nnmmmh it 1 come not here to
theeaten gentlomen, hal 1o reason with them. | have al-
rudiythawnthun'n of the southiern prople 10 have
theit ranaway slaves delivered up 10 them is a clear
well-defined, and not a_disputed AT it in withheld

dry those who have in the most mannsr agreed o
mocure it, whnt the South to do ! With your know].
ellge of our f; ~lam not speaking of

your knowledge of our what 1 we with

Ll | badii

Tug d A it i |
that I{H other than a slave will ever be seized under it
Thia

FO8 are suthorined 10 8%ia% our agonis | and, b
us wive DAILY wub 5 with g Lu d, or mive

sending y
BEMI-WEEKLY subsaribers, with g8 enciose d;orrive WEEKLY
becrib Wil losed, will

be sntitle 10 one copy of We

those feelings to do? Change our position, and what
would you do? | will take an illustration : Al the time
of the ¥nrmuliml of the constitation, the North then, us
now, were averse (o the increase of slavery by the im.
portation of slaves : they desired the abolition of the for-
eign slaye trude. mnm of the South were nnwilling
that it -huﬂdhzc ~ ished. Butit :?a- .‘lhr:.i‘ that 0&1“
gress shi ve the power 1o probibit mporlal
of alaves afier 1509, The m:titouu of the United
States does nol reguare thut the impottation of them shall
be prohibited after that time; bot still I am free to adinit
that such was the understanding on all hands, Now,
suppose the South had a majority in the two houses. of
Cunﬂmﬂ. and should, in despite ol this unier-
standing—not as in the case of the fugitive-slave law, in
Hpite of the express pravision of the eenstitution, but in
ite of this understaniding—should repeal the faw for-
the Eoralﬁn slave trade ¢ The demand for slaves
exeesds the l&ﬁs‘. und this retards the growith of new
alave States, There s room in Texas alone for a million
or more-of them than she hes. Well, suppose we had a
wajority in the lwo houses; and, with the avowed ob-
{nel ol merensing our Tolittul preponderance in - the
Inion, we should repenl the prohibition of the importa-
tion of slaves, and at the same time probibit the migra.
tion of white pemons : what would the North say?
Would they stand it? No, air; no! And if they would
they ought nol. Do they suppose that we would bé sub-
missive in o more fageant cake?  Gentlemen, think of it
Do not say to us you have not the votes to do this,
we have not. But in a case whera theconstitution is
concerned, a majority does not give right.” The very ob-
jeet of wrilten itutions is to proteat minorities.

8ir, there have been several vitl conflicts batween the

Norih and the South. On each recorrence of them there
been an increased residunin of discontent left, both at
the North and the South. Thers was much disconten)
with the Missouri compromise, more with the tariff com-
romise, and the sting which is still felt, notwithstand-
ng the late pacification, is [ﬁ“‘“ than on either of those
occasions. We all know this. In consequenceol it men
are estranged who ought to feel in common, and, what is
more, do, to a large extent, feel in common, Let the
country beware of those who tell them there is no danger
of & dissolution of the Union, and of all the dire calami-
tiea which will follow in ils train,

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Frovn,] and
others, tells us that this law is an odious one; ree-
able to be execated. There are fow laws that are not so.
The very necessity [or laws, (o a greal exlent, grows oul
of the fuct that it is disagreeable to good men o force
bad wen to do their duty. You want no laws 1o eompel a
man to do what is nEreen.bls; but laws are llﬂﬂ!.l!{ to
compel men 10 do what is right, a!thoush disagreeable.
The nocessity for laws grows out of the disagreeableness
of the performance of the duties enjoined. Does any judge
Sroruwnee the sentence of death, or any jury find & ver-

iet of cond , from pl e? [tis painful to do
it, and hence the law makes it the duty of some one lo
do it, so that the rights of society shall be ed.
And, indeed, in eivil suits there are few judgments which
are pronounced thatare not to force men to do whal is
disagreeable to them, and the'execution of which judg-
ments, therefore, by those to whom their execulion is in-
trusted, cannol be very agreeable, L \

Sir, gentlemen talk” about the law being disagreeable,
and that they will not execute it because they do not like
this or that provision, or some other rmr on in the
law. What law is it that ie acceplable to everybody ?
Tike that masterwork of statesmanship, the constitution
of the United States, How many men, il they had to
frame it according to their own notions, would have
agreed 1o all of it precisely as il is?  Sir, it i= nol one of
those negative pictures which, when viewed by arlista,
none see much 1o admire, yet which none would pro
to alter, but it j4 one of those magnificent works of art
which, when oflicised by the precise persons, each one
would suggest some alteration, and yet ail the others
would demur 1o the precise one he would suggest.

| come now, sir, to the second proposition | laid down
They tell us that the compramise measures are the law of

b 10 eme h
& e edition as ey (urnlsh s subscrabers for, gvatls,

The civil couris of Eagland very properly changed the
form of their procesdings wlhen il was

necessary (o exe-
cute their laws, Wh:“ very propetly chunged the forms of
it

our prage w wus necessary lo execule the
constitution of the United Swates. They lelt only to the

I “the simple question of :'u..- e a8 |
have al shown, leave o the northern tribunals in

the case of fugitives “a simple question of fact."

Will it be said that | um exaggeratiog the case before
ua in comparing it with Magna Charta and th&:un-
orable response of the Pacliament ol Meston « the
au:!dylm of the Compromise which are not finally exe-
cuted ase the fugitive slave law and the laws ing tec-
ritorial gover ts: the principle that liea at the lounda-
tion of e first of which is, that Congress pase nll
laws, no matier how disagrecable the duty, necessary to

execute the constitation; and the prineiple i ted upon
the territorial laws is, \bat the o le th: have
the unconditional right, when are to come

into the Union as a State, 10 make their own Jocal con-
stitution and laws, without being subject 10 any

tions imposed by ressional authority. Now, air, |
say there is nothing in Magne Charte more vital w Enog-
lishmen than these principlea ure to us. The first is
life of the constitution—as necessary to hu&‘u in selion
as the engine is, for the sume purpose, lo the steamboat.
The. last. was considered by our ancestors 5o vital, thut
they waged o seven years' war of nnpllmdidlu i
to vindieats it. ‘These are the great prinei
want to see reaffirmed as often as they ure brought into
dispate. Just 5o often | am ready to it 1o be the
duty of Cougress to enforce the constitation, and (o main-
tain the laws necessary for that purpose ; and that th
upon whose constituents laws are not to operate sh
not pass laws for the government of those who are
only persons that huve no voice in their ensctment.

In 1998 Virginia her celebrated resolutions of
that year, There wi ood dealof violent ilion
to them in Virginia, afil still more elsewher veral
of the States responded to them. In Virginia the can-
vass was very animated; and the succeeding election
turned upon the issue thus raised,
ol 1799 they were reaffirmed, as thaz have been constant-
I%uhme whenever they have been brought in queation.

ell, sir, our late congressional elections turned upon
the finality of the Compromise. Had not the countey a
right to know in an authoritative and positive {m
was the resalt of thal trial at the bar of the public ?

I am not one of those who will go before the country
and say that the slavery question has been ended by the
compromise measutes, | should be an unfaithfol senti-
nel on the watch-tower if [ were to say such thing.
Our dangers are not over by any means. that settle-
ment is enforced faithfully and truly, all will be well as
far as the subject of slavery is concerned. Let the two
great guliei. in the next presidential election, stake
themselves upon their nuinuun:; and the disturbers of

the public peace will find their safely in greeting these
m:tn inations. But, until this is done, our dangeras are
not_over.

Sir, that monster which has been prowling about and
disturhing the %nblic peace of late years received ils
death-blow in the compromise measures. But before it
received that blow, it had won its_way, like a lence
which walks in darkness, into almost every hole and
corner of the Union, and left its accursed eggs behind it
Let the patriots everywhere hunt them out, and by one

entle stamp ol their feet they may crush them forever.
ut only let them bask in the sunshine, they will hatch
into life, and raise hideous reptiles which will defile the

very ground upon which they crawl. I do not allude 1o
the past in rel; to these m My dealings are
with the lutare. [ see the dangers which are in store for

any countenance given lo this

i 0 the fundamental prineiples of
the constitution,

address

fioor

There were other points to which [ intended to
myself, but I will not now. 1 lhnnloctrichl the

=
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brought into disnse.” Some gentlemen of the present day,
had they lived then, woulld huve said, © Why, these things
are the laws of Eogland already; itis true, we distrust
that the authorities of the country will observe them, but
they wre the laws of the land, and why require that their
wnthority shall be reafirmed

So did not think the sturdy burons of Fogland —several
successive kings were made to reaffirm it, and Lord Coke
tells us that up to his time that Magoa Charta and the
Charia Foresta * hiave been conlirmed, cstablished, and
commonded to be put in execution by thirty-two acts of
Parliament in all.” Why was this done? In the firat
instance it was only declaratory ol existing rights ; and
on the last occasion upon which they were * commanded
to be put in exécution,” they had already been reaffinmed
thiny-one tines before !

What was il that has brought down 10 us, through a
period of near six centuries, the memorable response ol
the British lords and commons to the prelates in the time
of Heary the Thinl : * Nalwmus leges Angle mulare ™
The occasion wpon which that lamous response was
made was only imporiant so [ar as the hxed will of the
Parliamenl, on a principle, was concerned. The precise
bill before them was not very important.

Hume thus describes it :

“ Thers ad beon gront disputes beiween the oivil and
the ecclesinstionl oourts concerning bastardy. The com-

born belore wedlook ; by the eanon law they were legitl -
mate ; and when nuy dispura of inberitance wose, it had
lormarly been nsual for the civil donrts to (ssne wiits 1o the
wpiritoal, directiog them o inqaire into the legitimacy of
the person.  The bishop always returmed an Answer agres-
abie 1o the canon Iaw, thoagh contrary 10 the muaicipal
law of the kingdom. For this reason, the coril cowrts |
changed the terma of their writ ; and, (nstead of requiring |
the spiritaal cours to nnke loqaisition concerning (he e |
gitmacy ol thagrerson, thay only [rlo‘])ﬂlﬁd the simple gues
tiam of fact #ther he trere borm befors or wfter WJ«,*
The prelates com plained of this practioe to the Parlimment
nasemblod at Meston, in the twentieth of this King, nnd
desired that the manicipal inw might be rendered conform-
abin 1o the cunon, bot recsived from all the nobility the
muimorabile reply, * Nidwmuse ¢ Anglic mulare” Wg
WLl NGT CHAXGE THE Laws oF Exclaxp.”

Now, sir, what has made this famons response memo-
rable and brought it down to us through a track of six
hundred years ! [t has the eminent loyalty to British
law, and the frmness exhibited in it that has embalmed
it lorever,

Daring the time of Henry the II, under his encour-
agement, Knﬂund was infested with foreigners. They
wished 1o substitute the canon law for the common law.
They never hesitated to exjiress their abliorrence of the
laws of Eogland. When these laws were at any Lme
appealed to in ition 1o their wrongs, they serapled
nob to reply, ** What did the English law signify to them ?
1 hey minded them not.”™  And at that time, 100, a8 now,
the higher-lnw doctrine me. with counlenance not onl
with the prelates, but with others in anthority. Under
thess circumstantes the British Parliament felt it doe w0
themaelves, on the first oceasion which presented itsell,
as animpartant a8 undoabtedly it was in svery other
respect, not 1o content themaelves with merely neglect.
ing or declining to act n:on the proposition to disturh
the British law, but to rebuke that atiempt with stern-
ness,  [If they had reanoned as some do now, they would
have snid . Sappose these prolates have peliti us 1o
change our lawa : what care we 7 they are the laws,
and that is enough. But so did not reason those men,
tha response of whom has lived {or six hundred years,

Reitinh law, b ) will nat n&-F: the
laves of B‘i’:‘:‘ ':,‘%u was a resolution of finality in
pect 1o to sab the canon law for the
common lnw Al | have ever wanted wasa similar
resolation againat the attempts to substitnte “the higher
law* for the constitution of the United States. Sir, in
many respecis there in a strong lnllmg between the eite
eumatances under which that memarable response of the
British batons was made, and those at present existing
with us, under which we have made a similar response
Then there were aliens in birth, aliens in langnage,
and aliens in fesling. at work 10 undermine Iho'?ug:.
mental principles of the English constitution, Those
who are at work 1o andermine our institation, though
mot aliens in birth, th not aliens in language, are as
much aliens in uogl ing of loyalty to the econatitu-
n'on of the United Statea as any of thosa in the 1ime of
enry [l were 1o the institution of Hngland,

ment, and

'u:ubn Towwt el es

the fwnd, and until there is a proposition to | them that June 5, al G o'elock, p. m., on the shail woll that val.

itin idle, if not mischievous, 10 talk about reaffirming them. uable fot No. 96, 1n square No. 453, 56 foet O inches on 1ih

So e{:d not 1hin§ ﬂuli‘ Enghsh or ?mmﬂaﬂ m;-i and | sreet hmm*::u:‘zd und M&"‘la ) #‘"mu #lu“:

#0 have not thought any people. at was NMagna . 2

Charta? Coke Ilu-lhu us 1hn.l.'j1 i# declaratory of t :;'Y eligibly El“M._‘Iuh:I -;-m i: ﬂ:ur the .::.... and
It " g1 m Terme : Oue-third L) balnnce v ““'l “

::: aipa i dulies, tuﬂysw months, setistsclonly sscured, boariug 11 & MoGUTER,

ol former peivileges, which tine or oppression had il oot e B

June 1—d

By J. U. MotiUIHE, Auctioneer.

XECUTOR'S BALE OF VALUABLE LOT AT AUCTION.—
On Friday, June 4, 1852, a1 § o'clock, p. m., on the 1

whall sel) Tot 11, n suare No. 79, situstod on ' streel wou, be
wm” G und l;unen.’:.l‘m n front of 73 feet, and depth of 196 feet,
con wqunte foet.

Tetms : Ope-third eash ; residue in slx and twelve mosths, with
intorest, watisfnotarily vecured.

By order of John Bonner, execulor of Praderick W" de-
cenned. JAR, C. MeGUL

May 25—d Aucuoprer

By A. GREEN, Anctioneer.

WO BRICK AND TWO PRAME HOUSES AT AUCTION.—Oun

Friday, the 4th of fune, | shall scll o6 the wow, Il'&::“,
Pe ey iwo brick and ooe {rame houses, and on
wrand, situnted in syuare 537, ting on 4ih atresl Wesl, betwnen
and K streats north. The brick housss are three stories, and
ki esch six good and convenientdy arranged roome and back
ings. The frame houss is two story and back building. Al of
lots rup back to a wide alley,  And at hall past § o'clock, 1 will
. good frame bouse, consining vmlﬂmﬂﬂ-hhﬂ
ing, situnated in wm 516, on “ﬂ“ﬂa
twean ith u:: “Mmmm hie flags will designate
on e
:(he’-Mrﬂ:utlh- prarclinee cash | balances in 1,
and 3 years, the purchaser (o give notes e
banring interest rmul:av.of sale. A deed given, and a af Lrusi
m;:m Lnnidin s . A G ¥

e el

iy J. O, MeGUIRE, Anctionesr,
ALUARLE LOT NEAR LAFAYETTE SQUARE AT AUQ-

THON U Tuewdny, June 8, at 6, p.m., g the miwon, |
ng Mllrl:ah-
an

gyzigs

shall well jou No, 3, in square No. 197,
T street north, between [Tih and 1800 sireets west,
wquare feel
Terin 1+ One-thind onsh , balanos in 6,12, I8, and 8 months, for
notes salisfaciorly secured, bearing inleres:.
JAE, . MeQUIRE,
June §—d Asctionesr.
MMHATIC HEVIEW FOR MAY.—<Jus recoived and
for sale by
FRANCK TAYLOR.

June 8

ECOND WARD. —EOWARD C. DYER f» nominated as »
candidatn for the Comumon Council for (s ward.

May @5 -—diit

A “UA"I.:* _'. T ____W'._u;; P o
our

and the pabiie
that we havn Just received from New York & now aod complews as-
worumant of fine DREHS GOODS, conmating ni—
Mouncod berego robes, new zh livrages, granailioes
ich Freneh argandies, musting
Printed
Also, 4
& !‘ill and ILI: Yoves, real nnrn: I‘r,o-w; iy ¥
nd ARy other goods, o whic e il nl nvile aften
on: FR CLAGETT NEWTON, MAY, & €O,
ay TT—1wif

|Nl‘T A Ininn
o sook of Franch embroiderion

AMLEY ITALL. This heantifal and valuable mslnie, the
remidence of (e it Dr, John J, Treup, ahoul W
neros, will be offored for enie ol the Eschangs in tils Hat
wrday, the Sth of June.  Dartey Hall is sitnsted upon ths ‘h
nrfird tmrnpiha, within  iwo bundred of whe northern

boundary of the city. 11 is docmed w 1o give &dewerip

¥ | vion of the improvements and grounds, as it s Unat those

wha are desiions nfmrabﬂ1 will wxnmine Jndge for them -

whlves, As n beawtiful and de uﬁ-mu-m

likely to enhanes in Yalus, no property in the of Raltimor
can L campared with l.h:l. = wo

Pursona desirous of son the place can do so every day betweoen

S and 7 o'clock, p. m , Bu
Paltimore, May 90, 180,

P ':'fi'f ;ﬂ:" TRUNKS AND DA!'I‘.FE'"F(T&TAII.I
" W & ke, — il riher

thi public, and the trave communit f.“wmm.u has

received for wile u tot of pwmlhduu{-.-u portabile heds,

wiioh will be solid 5t fair prices.  Membors of s W

of the nuvy, und who are about 1o (EAvel, Sre respec

aveepied.
JOHN B, g“’;l NS,
ny @1 —eobt

ki

porsone
and will live forever. They down disloyalty to | vitad to cail andl kxamine for themenlves ; the e Ainly the
wlernly, mb ;4 o " ever oniad, ‘i.' an i

May 27 —sodw eorner Gih ot el Pa. oy,
New York Pashionable Clothing Establlshment,
wholesale mnd retail, for cash emly.

LFRED MUNROE & 00, No. 441 Rroadway Hownrd
and Grand stroets,) invite sil porsns m'l:s"ﬂ- York,
withey for business or plessare, (o obll 8t their ox ratablish
ment and examine the nesnrimvent of
Fine fashionnble clithing,
Gentiomen's furnishi
oy’ and chilitren's w ke,
of the ot deseription, thers aubibited fr salo.
The wﬂmﬂlu-m govern our New Ordeans
haye

eatablinh
" wnrwll b Aoulb

u? . mMeurmu::nu«l mﬂ::}'f'ﬁ.-': ork.
e faclticlen fr obtaining goods sre wuch us 10 anable te at sl
Immea ter oot the oh wnd ot s bin wiyles of gurmants,

ety artiele is sold pnder full guarsntees.

those woph were pointed (o the laws of
waid, What are the laws of England 10 us? we
them. Tius precise answer s made in ¢
constitation by this other class of aliens. They #ay,
What is the eonstitution of the United States to as? it

a covenanl with These aliens 1o onr constitution
:: more than those of the time of Hnryl:-:.

the very renson that, MWIIMMM{I
i “Iz in
"ﬂ'-?::’."'m" gie u-ﬁmmm

When| Nopeviarion is prices.—The price of sach artiels (s marked, in
ngland, they ﬂ"ﬂ wpon tin tieker, wnd no reduction can (6 ARy insxnes
Fl £ .
Al # of mude tr arder 3l the shoriest notioe,
t 1o oor ALFRED MUNROE & 00
ML y, New Vork,
Arrnen ﬂirl’l".;
Wau I Aswarr May 25 —A83mil

7 CORPORATION Stoek for sale.—] have s pri
\ mlﬂn(:‘.ﬂtﬂ on of Wi 6 pae
cont. stack,  Alsn, sixty iz shares of Patriotio L
JAR, O, Met)
May 14—l Auotonser and Commiseion




