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MHCEt'H OP Nil, BAYLY,~

or viruinia,
U* (lit h'imlitii of the fugitive-Slave Law; delivered in

the fiuuHe of nefirenentaliVM May as, laj'j.

The House Imsing in Committee of the Whole on ihe
,ute of the Union (Mr. Seymour. of Connecticut, in
the chair) on the invalid {tension bill.
Mr BAYLY said:
Mr. Chaihmah: There have heen two propositions

propounded m ili'* debate during this session which I de¬
sire to discuss "ne is, that the fugitive-slave law, like
any other law of Congress, is open to repeal; and the
oilier i*. thai the compromise measures being the Uw of
the /and, resolution* to realliriii them are idlu, if not mis¬
chievous. I utterly deny both these propositions In
the first place, I say that the fugitive-slave law was pass¬
ed to execute a lundumental movision of the constitu¬
tion, and is an enactment which the constitution requires
I maintain that Congress ia under precisely the same ob¬
ligation to lias* all laws which are necessary to execute
the provisions of the constitution un it is to abstain Iroui
the enactment of laws prohibited by it, and (hat when
one Congress has discharged its duty in this respect, and
has passed a law necessary to execute a provision of the
constitution, it is precisely as unconstitutional to repeui
it, without accompanying the repeal with a substitute
equally effective, as it is to enact a law which the consti¬
tution absolutely forbids. The duties enjoined by the
constitution, us bv the decalogue, are as imperative as the
act* forbidden. If f be right in these positions, I am cer¬

tainly right in denying the proposition that you have a

right to repeal the present law for the extradition of fugi-
live slaves, unless the very law making the repeal substi-
tute* other provisions equally i tractive.
The enemies of the fugitive-slave law, or the most in¬

telligent ol tliern, seem to acquiesce in this; and hence
to excuse themselves, they have taken the position that
the provision of the conititution referred to imposes a

duty upon the Stales, but confers no power upon the gen¬
eral government; and that some of the details of the fu-
gilire-slave law are.in conflict with the constitution. 1
know, sir, (hat I might sufficiently answer these points
by saving that the uniform practice of the government,
and the decisions of the courts of last resort in most of
the Male,), ami of the Supreme Court of the United
Mates, nave decided otherwise. But, sir, it is not every
inan wbo reads the decisions of the courts; therefore I
desire to address myself for a short time to these prono-
fitions.

1 '

The provision of the constitution of the United States
for the surrender of fugmve slaves is in these words:
"No person held lo service or labor iu one State, under

ibe laws thereol, escaping in o another, shall, iu cotise-
ijuence ofany law or regulation therein, be discharged from
such service or labor; but shall be delivered up on claim
of ihe pariy lo whom such iervic« or labor may be due."
This provision grew out of a distrust upon the part of

the southern people of the disposition of those at the
North to surrender up their fugitive slaves ; and as the
provision grew out of that distrust, it is absurd to sup¬
pose that the framcrs of the constitution relied upon the
northern States to pass the necessary laws to execute it

t would have been an anomaly, particularly for such a
body as that which framed the constitution of the United
tales, in the g:une clause to have expressed distrust

and to have implied confidence. And yet to this conclu¬
sion all those must come who maintain that this clause
only imposed a duty upon the Slates, and conferred no
power of legislation upon the general government. The
plain and obvious meaning of the language of the clause
required that when legislation was necessary, Congress
should act; but if there was any doubt about that the
|circumstances under which the constitution was framed
would remove it.

, lj?re n.°*T 'hat this provision of the con¬
stitution of the United States is an odious one to northern
men, and that the execution of it is painful to them I
iloubt not that such is the fact. The prevalence of such
a feeling in the North al the time that provision was iii-
traited on the constitution inade it necesaary. Well
sir, it such was the case, would not northern men them-'
selves have required, in putting that provision in Ihe
consiiiutioH at the Distance of southern men, that they
should be relieved lo as large an extent as possible from
the enforcement of it ? If they had understood that this
provision required that the legislatures of the northern
Males should enact the laws necessary to carry out the
provision, would not they have said. We wish to be free
from this disagreeable duty to as large an extent as possi¬
ble ; if this thing is lo b»done, let it be done by the Con-

l° «f. States, where the South, equally
WjtOlM North, will l.c represented, so that we mav he
relieved, as far as practicable, from the necessity of car¬
rying out the provision.'
Besides that, we all know that, in respect to this ques¬

tion of the delivery of fugitives liom justice ami service,
there was just as much necessity ol uniformity of
legislation as there was iu a case of bankruptcy, natu¬
ralisation, or in any other case. Would not convenience
and a sense of propriely alone, on Ihe part of all con¬
cerned, have suggested ili.it (he legislation upon
tins subject should be unilonn, which would have
seen impracticable if that legislation had been left

M'vir-1' States ' lane I lie ca.e of fugitives
irorn justice, ihe provision for the surrender of whom
is in the same clause ol the constitution as that for
the rendition of fugitive slaves. Could auditing be
more inconvenient than that a sepaiate code Should tie
-tiMiited upon every demand .' Wosl.l n<,t everybody

.ay that there is as great a necessity for uniformity of
.(. ahi.,1 a ra»e of that sort as there is m respect, for
instance, to the authentication of rer.it.Is limn ll,e-eveial
Matrs f
Do we not all know that the great defect in the articles

ol confederation which was sought to ).,¦ ramadted by the
S'loption o| ihe constitution »'a«, that its decree* did not
operate upan the people directly, but that it was depend-
eni uj>on the several States to carry them out.' When
inis defect was felt in other cases, would Ihe framers ol
''.if constitution have permitted it to remain in this case

uU^i'TaJu k!I £ '"ec,w' «"¦** »n which all must hare
a .

h*Te heen inosl embarrassing ?
i ik ,lr: l,,ne w'11 not allow me to present any more

,,UC,'.Cttl' c°tnmon-sense views on th J
subject These wete the view. 0f the president of the

v?e°wJnrrf0|hi Thi 7 rtd 'h' conf.i,a,ion- They were the
views of the Third Congress whieh sat under the ron.ti

S?ll!rK '°ai'*'*® «,enl'of the members who
hi £ f* ,b* "e"1 ,hal hav« been entertained

by every court before whom the question has ever come

iv" ."'horily is entitled to any res|>ect
We all know the origin of the law of 'wa In 1791

the governor of Hennsvlvan.a made a demand niwn the
T ,b' ,",rr'n,J''r of " ^K'tive from

lustice. W hen this demand was made, the governor of
Winia questioned his authority in the absence of law to
uake any such surrender. The co.,..,..i.n did not de

ffl?'.?!,,h,e f Vke ,h' nor did
is think it devolved upon him a* a Stale officer. In this
«« ffeT",".',n frw,rom difficulty than in the

«l«»es, for it provides that the surrender
1. to be made upon the demand of the executive of one

^ ^#t 'i " 10 he "PO" '»». ex

Tsvi iLT 'he other State; but still ihe inferVnce might
.hn,!l mT" dr*wn'h"' futhority making Ihe demand

2ti." t0*y .»'« corresponding authority in

k 'T wh,ch ,be »«. made. BeverlyRandofph-the governor of "Virginia at that time- -ap
Hied to his st orney general, Mr. Inms, vh<M char»c-
" ". so well known to this nation, and he gave the
iJmon that, in the absence of any law prescribing what
uncer it was whose duty it should he to make the sur-

l«Hf provis on in ihe constitution was a dead

The governor of Virginia made this response to the
foremorof Pennsylvania He submitted the question
ln,"neral Washington, and (General Washington sent
. message lo Congress upon ihe subject. Congress look
"P thai message; and concurring in the opinion of the at-
'"nty general of Virginia, they passed the law of '9:1
Pfseribing the mode of proceeding in the delivering up

fugitives from justice and labor, and they did
' almost unanimously. They thns decided that legis-
*;oa was nvessaary lo giva life to this provision of
"^ntution, in reference lo tioih classes of fugitives,
filr, .

'' a'*° that that legislation comes properly

.
*,r. ss I have already said that Congress was

t
ml|n*ed 10 a very large extent ol members of the eon-

^
n ion thai framed the constitution, and the prrsulent

ti(»i *,'orf®, Washington, who presided over Ihatconven-
m,«ht seem, therefore, that without referring to

'"rpJlnt *!**' ,h'" mi*ht settle ihe question as to the
">sity of legislation to give vitslity to this principle of

^Mil»|,°.,.nd as to the ii<ht and duty of Congress
Wsri necessary laws. But what hss been the

th»r» °f ,b® fountryI think I may safely say that
,r !* n°t s Stale in the Union who*e governor st

basm or other, without question from any quarter,
tins nr'*( " "urr"n^er of fugitives from justice under

*htv "T j 1": *n,:' 'h"* scquiesced in its constitution-

?»sr lu^ venture lo ssy that no such fugitive has
**n released upon habtai corput upon the ground

iorl or untw V'nCOT,,0i,o,,al- "nd lh« "c,ion the
Th« «nr"l " WM ,h,erff"f« ".authorized.

over !)v the m'' f0"" % 1 v-nm. when presided
case ol\Vri'»h« nlHI .

Justice Tilghman, in the

In delivesi ik"*' earon' d^'ded it lo he conetitutional
In delivering the opinion of the court, he naid :

.la*-."TitLTul l,B ',r®v*t8 opinion* on the tubj.ot ol

not h.v'.. !. .. . i'*']1'hut our southern brethren would
ited to become parties to a constitution

peritv .wilai.1/ !8« ' 'S'a,C* ',a1V'1 e"J )v'd "° mueh Pros'
Ynu ^!. if property I.I «l*vn« nud been secured
leHUwnt nl pJ "dopted by the. freo oontent ol
ilWcltUeni ol / swwvfeamn, and ii m ihn duty of ev.-rv

»... o*e. ur .union,.«K,v",TO
and candid construction."

Hie Chief Justice cites the provision in the second

serve"- fourth article of the constitution, and ob-

ou'r'uim o'f i'l!'" Ei'.°ipl"A "T r"*mvB i% 10 bo delivered up
ou Clattn ol the matter l«ut It required u law lo rev u late

.iao!!ce"eV." W'"01' should be reduced to

w^ur?h.«i!i£ kn?.T"ry o,l»bli,t» "><»» "»<xio iii

livoredup"
" '*"d l1'0 'u81,ive b# do-

CoTl^A" I.hen l.he enact,,le"t "n tl'e subject by
Longresw, and conclude* the opinion as follows :

11 Pla'"ly appears, (lie whol« scope ami tenor of
aml ac« ol Congresi, that tbe fugitive was

delavld l ? "P on a summary proceeding, without the

!,.
"la court of common law. But if

t d bv th?. X tt 10 ,hat ''K1'1 wa» not inipair-
hV ! , i

proceediu«. Ho wag placed just i. the situation

ihrhtlifVinS!0^.before ha lied, and might prosecute his
tight in the State to which he belonged."

Tothii opinion, which was pronounced in I81U, I ask
the especial attention of the country, as in a few words it
covets the whole ground.

In the case of Jack and Martin, Chief Justice Nelson,
of New York, now of the Supreme Court of (he United
states,indulged in similar reasons. He said:

,?rl,ie plaintiff in error contends, the mode
ol making the claim and of delivering up the fugitive. js a

subject exclusively of State regulation, with which Con*
l.re»s has no right to interler» ; and upon this viuw the

wined',l/ tlle law ol ,h,s Slale 'a nought to bu su*-

consVi/'tErrJ '0l^"k ,'"t0 th" obi«ct of this clause of the

-nil ..III ? «v-il to be guarded against, and the nature
and character of the rights to be protected and enforced

TOW«V i°nd?^wh'br""dni<WI'i"K' "nd de,e'm'ne what
powers, and to what extent, may be rightfully claimed un-

ih.V Sr'.I.f k(i?PlK°n °J 'h®,constitution, a tmall minoiity of

bv notlfl.!? f abolished slavery within their limits, suhur

,oi.ih^,n «,e"ao,m8n' or judicial adjudication; and tl.e

?**?* known to have been more deeply
® labot lhan 'hos« of tbe North, where

bin Un i, ,0'm" ext^"' ,"i»led. but where it must have
been seen It would probably soon disappear. It was natu-

rni/ht ' !mlT!'|0n 0<Hthe Union 10 le"" ,llat "ie U,,er S,a,ps

.BbVi h..! in fluenee of Ibis unhappy end exciting
woufdl'ml. P

I
IO a °pt 11 cour5° ol '"K'dation (hut

lTnot^lt«chara«*ih °w"ers pursuing their fugitive slaves.
v.!)l!.. L K

r
rom M"'V1C<?> a"1' invite escape by af

^ e ® refuse. They already kad some experi-
fion0 ° I !°.perf>,ex!t|e8 in this aspect, under the confedera-
tion, which contained no provision on the subject, and

r* *" al"'ow insurmountable dillioulties thut this
species ol property occasioned in the convention were well
calculated to confirm their strong.,, apprehenZ,. To
hit source must be au/ibuted, no doubt, me provision ofthe
constitution, and which directly meets the evil, by not only
prohibiting tbe States Iroin enacting any regulation discharg¬
ing the s ave from service, but by direiti,£ thl, to ih«H be

'he owner It implies a doubt whether tliey
would, in the exercise of unrestrained power, regard the

fafion Th«°W|i"''r' P'O.'e.ly protect tbein by local leBis
.hi , i °bject of lhe l,rov'"'»n being thus palpable. It
should receivo a construction that will operate most effect¬
ually to accomplish tbe end consistent with tl.o terms of it
This, we may reasonab y infer, will be in accordance with
the intent of the makers, and will regaid with becoming
EST Wh Jh"1 ° '^0,e especially interested in its exe¬
cution. Which power it,en, was it intended should be
charged with the duty of prescribing the mode in which this
injunction ol the constitution should be carrie.l into etfert
and enforcing its execuiion-lhe States or Congress 1 it
very clear, il leli to tb. fafiner, the great purpose ol the

^lCs.lfin k
defeated in rplt. of the oonstituUon

'* ? * ,"* 0,n" m"y legislation on the subject, and
thereby leava the owner without any known means by
einbarrasVm,*hl »° encumber and
embarrass the prosecution of ih.m as that their leiislsiion

'.'ki suhjeci Would be tantamount lo denial That all
this could not be done or oinittod without disregarding tha
spirit of the constitution, is true ; but the provision ii"elfi(
founded upon the assumption that without it the ackuowl
edged rights of the ownets would not be observed or pro.
tooted it was made in express terms to guard against a pos-
s bleactof injustice by the State authorities The idea
MUnt the frsiners ol the con.titu'ion intended to leave (he
regulation ol this subject lo the Slates, when the provi.ion
4sel obviously sprung out of their fears of partial and un¬

just legislation by the States in respect to il, cannot readily
be admitted It would prewntati inconsistency ol action
and an untkilfulnes* in the adoption of means for the end
In view, too remarkable to have been overlooked by a
much luss wise body of men. Tbey must uaiurally have
Man and felt that the spirit apprehended to exist in the
States, Which inado this provision expedient, would be
able to frustrato Its object in regulating the ntixle and man¬
ner of carrying It Into effect ; that the remedy of the evil
and the security ol rights would not bu complete, unless
tblt pjwer was slso vested in iho national government "

The case was taken to the court of last resort, and lhe
tlecis.on of Judge Nelson was affirmed. Hut Chancellor
Wall worth took the ground which is now insisted upon
lhat the clause of the constitution under discussion im¬
posed a duty upon the Slates, but conferred no power
upon the general government. But he told me no longer
ago lhan last winter that he had yielded that opinion in
deference to lhe decision of the Supreme Court But
although he held the law of M3 unconsltluiional, in
delivering hisopinion he expressed some sensible news
upon the subject of slavery, lo which I call the attention
of gentlemen Horn New York :
" However much, therefore, we may deplore the ei,st¬

ance of slavery in any part nf the Union as a national as
well as a local «vil, yet, at the right of the master to reclaim
his fugitive slave is secured lo hun by the federsl constitu¬
tion, no good citizen, whose liberty and property It pro-
teoied bf that con tt it lit ion, will interfere to prevent fhia iiro

VI.ion from being carried into full rllect according tons

spirit and effect ; and even where the forms of law are re¬
sorted lo for the purpose of evadiog the constitutional pro
vision, or to delav tbe remedy of ti.e master in obtaining :i

ri-nirn of MS luginve slave, it is undoubtedly lhe nght and
may become the duty, of the court In which any proceed-
ings for that purpose nr. insti ll ed to set ihem airtdr il th. y
are not commenced snd carried on in go..d faith, and m*>n

probable grouiMls for believing lhat the claim nl the ina-ler
to th. serv.ee ol the supposed slave is invalid."

In the case of the Commonwealth vi Griffin, Chief
Jastire Parker, of Massachusetts, holds this language

This brings the ease to a single point, wh.lber the
statute ol the llr.iled States giving power io seize a slave
without a warrant is constitutional 1 It is difficult, in a case
like ibis, fbr persons who are not inhabit ints of slavehold
mg Stales lo prevent prejudice from having too strong an
effect on their minds. We must r»fl -ot, however, that lhe
Constinirlon was made with >ome Stales, In which It
would not occur to the mind to inquire whether slaves were

property. It was a very serious question when th-y esine
to ,nnlis the con.tnrnm.,. wl.m .1, .,,1.1 I... ,I

.leaves. They might have kept alool Irom lhe constitution
rhsi ins'rumei" was a omnpromise. It was a ooinpscl by
which all ar. bound. We are io con.ider, then, what was
the intention o( the constitution. The words of It were
used out of delioaey, to as not to offend some |B the oon-
vention whose feelings Were abhorrent lo slavery ; but we
there entered into an agreement lhat slaves should Ire con
slnered as pmperty. Slavery wju d (till have continued If
no constitution had been made.

I h« constitut.'on does not prescribe the mo<le of re

claiming a slave, but leaves It lo be determined by Cm-
gross. It Is very clear that il was not Intended Ihsl applica¬
tion should be mtule u the executive authority of the State
Il Is said that the act which Congress has passed on this
subject is contrary to ihe amendment of the constitution,
securing the |>eople in their persons and p'roperty against
seizures, ire , without a complaint upon oaih. Knt all the
parts of ihe instrument are to be taken together. It it very
obvious lhat slaves are not psrties to the constitution, and
the amendment has relation m the parlies
"It is said that when a seizure it msde, it should be

msde conforrnsbly to our Isws This doet not follow Irom
the constitution ; and the act of Congress tsys thai the
person to whom Ihe service It due may wis#, Jtn. Whether

i, n""1*'' * harsh one is not for nt to determine.
Hut It it objected that a person may in this summary

rn,r to *' ; hut Ibis would he
attended with mlschisvous consequence* to the tierson

msking th. seizure."
We all know that the Supreme Court of lhe United

Slates has pronounced the law constitutional; but as the
gentleman from New York [Mr Ki/irn] and other,
have assBI|ed Ihnt Court, and attempted to destroy conti
ilencr in its derision. I have, lr,.n choice, referred i.

Ihe det istons ol oilier jurists, for wIh.«c decisions. I lire

sums, he lias more respect
I could multiply references lo similar opinions almost

indefinitely; but it is Useless Those I have referred to
are of ibe highest eiithorily, and are enlitled lo Ihe most
profound res| cci
The other objections to this law grow out of its details

i shall not reler to lliem one by one. because my lime
w ill not permit if, and because if is not necessary (or
all nf ihem resolve themselves into one point .which i».

lhat Ihe proceedings tinder it ere summary and not ar

cording to the ueual rule* of proceeding. There are no

objections to its details, that I am aware, which are not
included under the general objection that the proceeding*
are summary, and not in accordance with the rules of the
common law In answer to this, I will say that the pro¬
visions of the constitution contemplated summary pro¬
ceedings. Such has been the decision of the courts, as

we have already aeen, and such was the construction
given to that clause of the constitution by Judge Story.
At page 0 70, volume 3, of lis Commentaries upon the
Constitution, he says:
" Thin clause (the onx providing tor this recapture of fu¬

gitive slaves) was introduced into the uonstiiuiiou solely for
the lisnAfit of ilin slavcholding .Simhi, to enable lliom to re¬
claim tlinir fugitive slaves wiio nliouId have «H|)M(I into
other 8talei where sUvety was uut Mlented The want ol
such a provision uud"r tlio confederation wan felt us a griev¬
ous locorivenienco by ilie slavebotding States, «kBi:e, in
many Stales, no aid whatever woatd ue allowed to tho
owners, and sometimes, indeed, they met with open resist¬
ance. It Is obvious that these provisions fur the arrest and
removal of fugitives ol both clafves uonteiuplate summary
ministerial proceedings, and not the ordinary course of ju¬
dicial investigations. b> ascertain whether the complaint be
well loumled, or the claim of ownership be establiblied be¬
yond all legal controversy. In oases of suspected crimen,
the guilt or imiooenoe of the party is to be made out ut hit
trial, and not upon the preliminary inquiry whether he shall
be delivered up. All that woula seem in such cases to tie
necessary is, that there should be prima facie evidence be-
tora the executivo authority to satisfy its judgment that
thore is probable cause to believe the party guilty.such an,
upon an ordinary warrant, would justity his cumtuiiment
lor trial. « .

"Aud In the cases of fugitive slaves tnere would seem to
bo the saint! necessity of requiring only prima facit proofs
of ownership, without putting the party to a formal aster-
tion of his rights by a suit at the common law. Congress
appear to have acted upon this opinion ; and accordingly,
in the statute upon this subject, have authorized summary
proceedings before s magistrate upon which he muy grant
a warraut for removal."
And thut such wan the design is palpably evident from

the proceedings of the convention which formed the con¬
stitution. It is evident that the question of freedom or
slavery 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. It would have been harsh
and unjust had it been otherwise. The question ot
slavery in the one case, and of guilt in the other, depends
upbn the law of the State from which the fugitive fled,
jo say nothing about the greater convenience for the at¬
tendance of witnesses; where exact justice is wanted,
the claimant of it, of course, would be safer before a tri¬
bunal well versed in the law of the place. A man with
a bad case will stand a better chance before an incompe¬tent tribunal, because he may benefit by its blunders; but
a man with a good case ta safer in the hands of a com¬
petent one, as a blunder fatal to him is less likely to
occur.

Supposing that a northern tribunal and a southern
one, equally impartial, (anil in this connexion we must as¬
sume that they are so,) before which one would a negro
really free stand the best chance for a decision in Tiis
favor.' Suppose the case of a negro really free in Vir¬
ginia, but who had escaped from a man holding him as a
slave, and for many yearsjtad held him ami treated him as
a slave without question from any one, and that his father
had so held and treated hitn, and his right to freedom de¬
pended upon a question of fact, to be proved by wit¬
nesses.such, for instance, as whether he was born be¬
fore or after a particular date, (and such questions fre¬
quently arise).where would the negro have the best
chance for justice.in Massachusetts or the place of his
nativity i The claimant could tak'! on his witnesses
But how could the negro compel the attendance of
his ? In Virginia he can doit without reward to the wit¬
ness or fee to the officer summoning him. Is such the
case in Ma<sachusetts i Can her courts compel witnesses
to attend from Virginia? or even in Virginia, to appear
without lee before a commissioner to take depositions?
Sir, our laws in Virginia atiord facilities to a negro in
asserting a claim to freedom greater than are allowed
white men in any case If any person conceives him-
sell illegally be|d as a slave, our laws provide that he
may complain to any judge or justice of the ptac.e, who,
in such casus, is required to order the sheriff of the coun¬
ty to lake the complainant immediately into custody, and
to safely keep him at the expense ol the person claiming
to be the owner, until he give bond with security m
double the value of the negro, supposing him to he a

slave, that he shall be forthcoming at the trial before
such court as the complainant may elect, and in the mean
time to allow him reasonable opportunity to prepare for
trial. The law also requires that the court shall assign
him counsel, who, without reward, shall aid him in pros-
editing his suit and our couilt always consult the
wishes of the negro in assigning him counsel, and Hie
result almost invariably it that he has eminent counsel
The law also provides that he shall have, frseof costs,
all needful process, services of officers, and attendance of
witnesses that his cast shall be a privileged one on the
docket; that it shall be tried by a jury free from excep¬
tion, and that the complainant shall not be embarrassed
by legal technicalities. /a the rvtnt the jury find inhu
favtr, iheij are autliorited lo find for him damage* for the
delcnli-m ; am! the com I it required lo award him the dam-
age« and cotli.
Now, just here let tne say a word to those gentlemen

who cbargu that the fugitive slave law offers a bribe of
live dollars in each case to the commissioner to uuke the
surrender of an alleged fugitive slave. Our law offers
a bribe, if gentlemen choose to call it such, of twenty
times, and more than twenty times of that sum, to all the
officers of the court to set him free. If the negro it
found to he a slave, the counsel, sheriff, witnesses, clerk,
everybody, losv their fees. Bui if he isftmnd tobeafrce
¦tan, out of the damages and costs awarded htm every¬
body is paid, including the aounsel; and I have known
some of the latter from that source, and the voluntary
service of the negro afterwards, to get pretty round fee«.
Now, sir, tell me in what northern State he ran have

all these facilities in asserting his right to freedom, il
impartial justice, and not fanatical outrage, be the object,
tell me if it be not better, even for the liegro, that he
should be sent before tribunals where all these sale-
guards are thrown around him.

But suppose another case, winch prejudiced persons
ran better appreciate, although, as far ss law is concerned,
it is the same c.tse Suppose the same negro should
be seized in Georgia.and it is a suppotable case, for
some of our free negroes go to the South.I have known
them to go to New Orleans.where would he stand the
best chance for his freedom I The Georgia tribunals are
as impartial as those of Virginia. Hut would the negro
have as fair a chance for justice far away from the place
of his birth as at home f At the time of the formation of
the constitution nearly all the States were sUveholding
At that time, therefore, the Georgia case would have
been the general one Laws similar to thoae of Virginia
exist in all the slaveholdinir States

Besides the fscilities afforded the negro in suits for
freedom by our law, the tribunals in administering it
have always given the negro the benefit ol all doubts
Our court of npiteals, mi at least one case, carried this, in
my opiaton, to an unwarrantable extent. In that case,
where the identical negro was concerned, they decided
one way when the controversy was between claimants
of bitn as properly, and a different way when the suit
was one for freedom ; and letting "in favor of lilierly,"
they allowed proceedings to ne had which they would
have refused in any other ca«e.

Well, then, miirht Chief Justice Tilghaun, of Psnnsyl.
vania, say If he (the fugitive) hail really a right to
freedom, that right was not im|msed by this proceeding,!
(the issuing of the warrant for his surrender ) He was

placet! just in the situation in which he stood before he
fled, and might prosecute his right in the Slate to which
he belonged."

Well. then, might Judge Washington, in a case whieh
csme before him in Philadelphia, in which the fugitive
offered to show that, by the laws of Virginia, from which
he admitted he had fled, he was free, respond, "1 am
well acquainted with the laws of Virginia, and the char-
ader of her courts; and if the fugitive be really entitled
to freedom, he can establish it better in Virginia than
here,"

If there could be any doubt that the question of free¬
dom or slavery in the case of fugitives from labor, any
more than the question of guilt or innocence in the case
of a fngitive from justice, does not arise on the applies-
tion for the surrender ol bim, it would be removed by the
proceedings of the convention which framed the consti¬
tution.
On the'29th of Aiignst, 1181, the following proposition

was proposed and unammmuly adopted:
"Ifany person bound lo urtice or labor in any of the

United Si»i«s, shall escape into snotlmr State, tin or she
shatt not b» rt!*ehsrg»'l from such semen nr Isbor in con¬
sequence ol any regulation subsisting tn the State to which
they escape, but shall be delivered up to the person justly
claiming their service or labor."
The committee, on revieion, proposed the following in

lieu of It:
" No person Uglily he|j to service or labor in one State,

escaping Into am.thfir, shall, in con«<yiuettc« ot r»guUions
subsisting therein, b* discharged from such service or la¬
bor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the party to
whom such service or labor may b * due."
The word "legally" was ftricken out by the conven-

lion ; and. after the word "State," the words "under the
W i'lUt'bu said that, if thin be the law, freemen at

the North might be dragged *piu their f:wnihw and be
forced to assert their freedom before the 'ribunal ol on
other State, which would be & greiAl .»*'' P hjgreater than for an innocent man to be <Iragge 1 fron Ins
family U> be tried for a crime in another State~n'^ ^jureal In the case of the furtive from justice, he womid
not have the favor shown him by the law which the fa
gitive from service has; atid if he was, foil d
cent, he would have no redrew But if the negro «
found to he a freeman, be would have> hjn <wti°B V'gthe pereon making the seizure. In the ",uready referred to, Chief Justice Parker, of Massachusetts,
said:
» Hut U objected lba« a "SJSffiM-n^^rurqnmJ.U. to,^e person making the

lolsure."
. , IBesides the civil actiou in a casu where the «ai®ant

has no pretence of title, he could be criminally prow.

CUS the fear that freemen are to be seized under the
fugilive-slave law is imaginary. It 'a almOTt m\«*lb»that any other than a slave will ever be seized under it
This thing of capturing runaway negroes ie .
cheap. pleasant, and safe thing to life and limb that men
will freelv go into it. The difficulties, the expense, and
the danger Sf it are such that I do not believe hat one
master in a thousand would ever attempt to catch a run
awav slave, except for the sake of the example:,"r, if"-wte».srs Sthis. There has never been but one
the surrender of an alleged fugitive s and in «.»
the moment the negro was carried to the cla,.a^t he .lis
avowed him. And it must always be so. bvery souui
era man's overseers and neighbors know his negroes . aii
if he were to attempt to go to the North, kidnap a north¬
ern free negro, and keep him upon his place, he would
be lynched first, and sent to the penitentiary afterwards ,a!would any one who would attempt to bring o the
SoiUh, for traffic, such a negro. There is not a p anter
in the South who would have a northern free negro^ on
his plantation for four times his value ^r »^e. under
severe penalties, prohibit their being brought by others
or coming themselves into the »outb*i« >
The idea, therefore, that any other thr ..*»«» will ever

be seized under this law .sidle; and * ithen'iumder
we have a clear and explicit eoostitutinnal right, and the
denial of which does not benefit the NoM^although ,t
iniurea ua On the contrary, it beneftu Umm a* well a*
us I infer this from the fact that their legislation shows
that they do not regard the negroes as a desirable popula-
'"But it has been said upon this floor very frequently.and
especially by the gentleman from New \ ork.tMr. I-loyd.j
that this law is odious; that its provisions are stringent;
that they are repugnant to northern feeling. ^thereforewe need not expect this law to be executed Well...r,^they are stringent, why are they so ? Is it n^ec*u£the actios of the northern people ana their leg sutures
have maiie stringent laws necessary And it does not
lie in the.r mouths to object to the stringency of thcin.
He has ingeniously reasoned that the officers who are

authorized to execute these laws are irresponsible people^He contends that the very fact that aman uill "d^rtaketo execute these laws proves that he .8 an i«^diffcrentcharacter He says the execution of their laws is ieii
to the slierifls and constables who .

schargeIllness.who have given bonds for the faithful Utscnarge.SIX, JL.. ...5 u. i«iMyrliia law ought to be intrusted to them, tie is rigai.
That was tbe view taken by the early legislators o e

country, who imposed the execution of as ni iny of he
laws of the United States as possible upon the Mate offi-[Z with the statesmanlike view of preventing a conflict
between Stale and federal officers, and by consequent,
between he Stales and the general government Ihe
law of 17W3 was, as all our laws then were, framed with
that view but did not the legislature of the gentleman s
own Sute pass, and have not the legislatures ol mas o
the northern States passed, laweprohibitmglhe officers of
that Stale under »evere penalties, flora acting as 10
make the enforcement of the law of ITXJ
possible I Did they not by legislation nullify lha «wfIf, than,-«*<npiwal* am mads thai the eieeutiou ol lMse
laws is not intrusted to the State offic.ets. I say l« bus be-
come a matter of necessity that their execution should
be intrusted to others, and that necessity is not the re
suit of the action of (lie South ; and it does not lie in the
mouths ol northers men to condemn what their conduct

h"arlt\oJ!heer«i.y of these provisions, and a* to
their summary character, they are not more seve e or
more summary than are those for the
(ram lattice There are two clasps of fugitives trom
justice lor the surrender of whom our lsws
Under the treaty of Washington.it is provided that cer-
iiiu fugitives from Great Britain and her dominions to
this country shall be delivered op; and they are surren¬
dered under similar rules and regulation..10 tbO*
detl for in the delivery of fugitive ulave^, and the law»
are executed by precisely the sams persons. Ne
are there no complaints ihat white men are thus sum-
'"arily doen!or?neUPofW&S''y Why afe thTco'mnlain.sS oi"ib. etoracler """" ^^TtoSS? int^"7,Sri"", ifr. I;.
ihown that there con bs oppression» He has better op¬
portunities ten times over, of ascertaining his ugh to
freedom in any of llie southern Stales thsn the fugitive
In.p justice has in establishing his innocence either in
Kniland or the northern States.

.Now sir. I do not mean to come here to say that the
i Af ihd fimiiive-ilave law, without the subptittt-,rroflo'ther^nllly aVctive.' will

lotion of this Union. 1 do not mean to eay that,
1 know that there is amongst a great many persons a d .!ios?lion to laugh at the idea that there is any danger of
that result; but I do come here to prove it »o such men as

"h'Si'T.'iiuv&~n ol .h. Unilri
States.

...

. .hL .i«v.iholdi«< Srnms; and, Indeed, wai so vusl to the
lltr,rr»aiioti ol il.eir riomMiio tniersstssnd InsUl.^non*.h.i il rmHol bt Hrmkttd that M nisilUsliJ « fmniamtnla
nrltcU tith .ut Wh.rk Ik* Un.rm could noI hnf bt,n formrd
h, rni iteslan wn U> Kiisr.l aKninsl ihe ilocirines snd1 prinih, « pr "aUnt In ihs non slar«holUing 9iai«., by pre.onliathem tren. Intermeddling with, orol.rtruet.ng, o, abol-
ithlng the rights of owners ot slaves.
And, in the language of Chief Justice lilghman, a-

reatly quoted.
" Whsiever msv bflour private opinions °U'be sulj cl

of .laverv il » utll knoir* llisl our southern brethren wo.ilJ£ hl?e eoa-n.e.i tXcome psrtles to . ronsi 'nUon n"-Iter which Ihe United Stales, h., e..,oye<l
y, on1ms th#ir propartf in ilavM h»d brtm MCtirwl
When the constitution of the Unites! Statc§ WM formtdI,

there was not the same necessity for s Pro»]*'<'» «o
guaranty the surrender of fugitive slaves as there is?,ow At that tune sll the States of the Union, with the
dingle exception of Massachusetts, were s'svehoblmg^Between the slavehold.ng States there has never been
any Riesl necessity for this provision. The ProT,r""!«W out of the forecast of our fathers, who saw that*,e northern States would gradually become non-s avs-
holding States. If we were all to have remained slave-
holding Stales there never would have been any necessi¬
ty for any such law. The necessily in prospect, however,
ai that time was so obvious that il was insisted upon as
a dn* «»« and Ihe constitution would not have been
formed but for it Do gentlemen suppoiM> that when^thenecessity for it has greatly augmented, the South is so
insenaible to its rights that ihey will agree now to give
up the provision which they insisted npon as a sine y.«i non
h the time of the formation of the constitution f Sir, they
..t only will not submit to this thing, because they will
find their lights to their slave property, and their domestic
nesce to be insecure by the repeal of that law hut theyTil doit for touther and a higher reason : They woo d
hn.l by such action that no confidence is to^he put'n
constitutional gnarsntees. They won d find that all l e
laws ol society, under the influence of fanatic'sm. rwuld
be eet al dslUnce ; and all friends ol liberty, regnla ed
by Isw, would see lhat they were in an unforinnate pol.t-
icsl alliance, and they would be swift to
The House knows tlist I am no d.sun.on.st Even in

mv own State I have been accused of having too great
an idolatry lor the Union, and of a willingness to submi*o things I ought not to sustain it I com« "^^1.1threaten gentlomen, but lo reason with them. I have al¬
ready shown that the right of the southern peop r to have
their mnawsy slaves delivered up to them si« eleoi.
well-defined, and not a disputed right If it is Wl'hhf
by those who have in Ihe most solemn manner ngreedtO
apnue it, what ought the Soulh to do > VVith your know!-I edge of our feelings -Ism not speaking of yours-wih
your knowledge of our feelings, wbai ougnt we wiih

those feeling* in do.' Change our position, and what
would you do? I will take an illustration At the time
of the formation of the constitution, the North then, »*
now, were averse to the increase of slavery by the im¬
portation of slaves they denned the abolition of the for¬
eign t-lave trade. A portion ol the South were unwilling
that it should be abolished. But it wan agreed that Con¬
gress abould have the power to prohibit the importation
of slaves after 1W. The constitution of the United
State* does not require tliat the impottation of them thall
lie prohibited after that time; hut still I hiii free to admit
that such was the understanding on all hands. Now,
suppose the South had a majority in the two houses, ot
Congress, an>l should, in despite of this common under,
standing.not as in the case of the fugitive-slave law, in
spite of the expresn provision of the constitution, but iu
spile of tins understanding.should repeal the law for¬
bidding (he foreign slave trade ! The demand for slaves
exceeds the supply, and this retards the growth of new
slave States. There is room in Texas alone for a million
or more of thein than she has. Well, suppose we had a
majority in the two bouses; and, with the avowed ob¬
ject of increasing our nolitical preponderance in the
union, we should repeal the prohibition of the importa¬
tion of slaves, and at the same time prohibit the migra¬
tion of white persons : what would the North say I
Would they stand it I No, air; no And if they would
they ought not. Do they suppose that we would b6 sub¬
missive in a more flagrant case? Gentlemen, think of.it.
Do not say to us you have not the voles to do this. So
we have not. But in a case whera the constitution is
concerned, a majority does not give right. The very ob¬
ject of written constitutions is to protect minorities.

Sir, there have been several vital conflicts between the
North and the South. On each recurrence of them there
has been an increased residuum of discontent lelt, both at
the North and the South. There was much discontent
with the Missouri compromise, more with the tariff com¬
promise, and the 6ting which iB still felt, notwithstand¬
ing the late pacification, is greater than 011 either of those
occasions. We all know this. In consequence of 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 a dissolution of the Union, and of all the dire calami¬
ties which will follow in its train.
The gentleman from New York, [Mr. Floyd,] and

others, tells us that this law is an odious one; dieagree-
'able to be executed. There are few laws that are not so.
The very necessity for laws, to a great extent, grows out
of the tact that it is disagreeable to good men to force
bad men to do their duty. You want no laws to compel a
man to do what is agreeable ; but laws are necessary to
compel men to do what is right, although disagreeable.
The necessity for laws grows out of the dmagreeableness
of the performance of the duties enjoined. Does any judge
pronounce the sentence of death, or any jury find a ver-
dxtof condemnation, from pleasure.' ft is painful to do
it, and hence the law makes it the duty of tome one to
do it, so that the rights of society shall be respected.
And, indeed, in civil suits there are few judgments which
are pronounced that are not to force men to do what is
disagreeable to them, and the execution of which judg¬
ments, therefore, by those to whom their execution is in¬
trusted, cannot be very agreeable.

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 provision in the
law. What law is it that is acceptable to everybody I
Take that maMerwork of statesmanship, the constitution
of the United States. How many men, if they had to
frame it according to their own notions, would have
agreed to all of it precisely as it is! Sir, it is not one of
those negative pictures which, when viewed by artists,
none see much to admire, yet which none would propose
to alter, but it is one of those magnificent works of art
which, when tmicised by the precise iiersons, each one
would suggest some alteration, and yet all the others
would demur to the precise one lie would suggest.

I come now, sir, to tbe second proposition 1 laid down
They tell us that the compromise measures are the law of
the land, and until there isapro|>osiiion to repeal them that
it is idle, if not mischievous, to talk about reaffirming them.
So did not think our Knglish or American ancestors, and
so have not thought any people. What was Magna
Charta? Coke tell* us " ihat it i* declaratory of ancient
law and liberty tai England, not adding any now freedom
nor taking away any lawful duties, hut only a repetition
of former privileges, which time or oppression had
brought into disuse." Some gentlemen of the present day,
had tliey lived then, would have said, " Why, these things
are tbe laws of Kngland already; it is true, we distrust
that tbe authorities of the country will observe them, but
tbev are the laws of the land, and why require that their
authority shall be reaffirmed I"
So did not think the sturdy barona of Kngland.several

successive kings were made to reaffirm it, and Lord Coke
tells us that up to his time that Magna Charta and the
Charta Forests " have been confirmed, established, and
commar^led lobe put in execution by thirty-two acts of
Parliament in all." Why was this done? In the first
instance it was only declaratory of existing rights; and
on the last occasion upon which they weie " commanded
to be put in execution," they had already been reaffirmed
thirty-one times before!
What was it that has brought down to in, through a

period of near six centuries, the memorable response of
the British lords and commons to the prelates in the time
of Henry the Third M N.ilutnut leges Anglic mulirt 7"
The occaaion upon which that lamous response was
made was only important so far as the fixed will of the
Parliament, on a piinciple, was concerned. The preciae
bill before them was not very important
Hume thus describes it;
"There lisd been great disputes between the civil and

tbe ecclesiastical courts concerning bastardy. The com¬
mon law liad deemed atl those to be bastards wbo were
born before wedlock by (tie canon law tbey were legiti¬
mate; and wh'n anr disptMe of Inheritance anise, It had
formerly been usual lor the civil courts to issue wiits 10 tbe
spiritual, directing them to inquire into the legitimacy of
the person. The bishop atway« ralurned an answer agree¬
able to ihe canon law, though contraiy to the municipal
law of the kingdom. For tins reason, ihe csed ro«u it had
ckangrd Ike lermi of tkrir writ; ami, insiead of requiring
the spiritoat courts to instm Inquisition concerning the le¬
gitimacy ol tlm J>"rwii, tliey only proposed iKt umyU qw
Ilew of fact whrther h' trirt born before or after irtaloi k
The prels let coin plained of this practice to 1I10 i'stliamem
assembled nt Meston, in tbe twentieth of this King, and
desired that the municipal law might be rendered conform¬
able to the canon, but received from all the nobility th«
memorable reply, ' .ViJunut Itfn Aagtice mulare ' W«
wii.l not otAXtl riiK Laws or bauLAiD?'
Now, air, what has made this famous response memo¬

rable and brought it down to us through a track of six
hundred years > it has tbe eminent loyalty to Hritiah
law, and the firmness exhibited in it that has embalmed
it forever.
During the time of Henry the III, under his encour¬

agement, Kngland was infested with foreigners. They
wished to substitute the canon law for the common law.
They never hesitated to express their abhorrence of the
laws of Kngland. When these laws were at any time
appealed to in opposition to their wrongs, they scrupled
not to reply, " If hat dill the Kngli^k lav tignify to tk<m t
I htu miail/d them not." And at that time, too. as now,
the higher-law doctrine me. with countenance not only
with the prelates, hut with others in authority. Under
these circumstances the British Parliament fait it due to
themselves, on the first occasion which presented itself,
as unimportant as undoubtedly it was in every other
respect, not to content themselves with merely neglect¬
ing or declining to act npon the proposition to disturb
the British law, hut to renuke that attempt with stern¬
ness. If they had reasoned as some do now, they would
have said : Suppoae these prelates have petitioned us to
change our laws ; what care we > they are the laws,
and ihat is enough. But so did not rea«on those men.
the response of whom has lived for six hundred years,
and will live forever. They put down disloyalty to
British law, by saying sternly, "We vill not change tk.
laui of England *' Inat was a resolution of finality in
respect to the attempt to substitute the canon law for the
common Isw All I have ever wanted was a similar
resolution against the attempts to substitute "the higher
law" for the constitution of the United States. Sir, in
many respects there is a strong analogy lietween the cir-
curtH'ances under which that memorable response of the
British barons was made, and those at present existing
with us, under which we have made a similar responseThen there were aliens in birth, aliens in language,
and aliens in feeling, at work to undermine the funda¬
mental principles of the Knglish constitution. Those
who are at work to undermine our institution, though
not aliens in birth, though not aliens in language, are as

much aliens in every feeling of loyalty to the constitu¬
tion of the United States as any of those in the time of
Henry III were to the institution of England. When
thine people were pointed to the laws of Kngland, they
said, What are the laws of Kngland to us .' we despise
them This precise answer is made in respect to our
constitution by this other class of aliens. They say,
What is the constitution of the United States to ut' it is
a covenant with hell These aliens to onr constitution
are more despicable than those of the time of Henry III,
for tbe very reason that, not being aliens in birth or lan¬
guage, they are equally so in feeling
There are other analogies between the two occasions.
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Tbt civil court* o( Kuglmul very properly changed the
form of their proceeding wlien it wan necesaary to exe¬
cute their laws. We very pro|ieriy cLuuged the form* of
our proceeding!* when it waa iteceaMiry to execute the
coHaiiiution of the United Suim. They left only to the
ecclehi<ulicit "tho simple question of fact*." We, M 1.have already shown, leave to the northern tribunals in'
the raae of lugitivpa "a simple question of fact."

Will it be naiil that 1 am exaggerating the rase before
us in comparing it with Magna Churta and the mem¬
orable response of the Parliament of Meston I Sir, the
only parts of the Compromise which are not finally exe¬
cuted aie the fugitive alave law and the laws erecting ter¬
ritorial governments : the principle that lies at the founda¬
tion of tile first of which n>, that Congress shall pass all
laws, no matter how ditugiecabJe the duty, necessary to
execute the constitution; and thepriuciple ingrafted upon
the territorial laws in, that the people thereof shall have
the unconditional right, when they are pre|Hired to come
into the Union as a Stute, to make their own local con¬
stitution and laws, without being subject to any restric¬
tion* imposed by congressional authority. Now, sir, 1
say there is nothing in Manna Charta more vital to Eng¬lishmen than these principles are to us. The first is the
life of the constitution.as necessary to keeu it in action
as the engine is, for the same purpose, to tne steamboat.
The last was considered by our anceators so vital, that
they waged u seven years' war of unparalleled suffering
to vindicate it. These are the great principles which i
want to see reaffirmed as often us they are brought into
dispute. Just wo often 1 am ready to declare it to be the
duty of Congress to enforce the constitution, and to main¬
tain the laws necessary for that purpose; and that those
upon whom constituents laws are not to operate shall
not pass laws for the government of those who are the
only person* that have no voice in their enactment.

In 17US Virginia pawtl her celebrated resolutions of
that year. There waSHfcnoil deal of violent opposition
to them in Virginia, arra" still more elsewhere. Several
of the States responded to them. In Virginia the can¬
vass was very animated; and the succeeding election
turned upon the issue thus raised. At the next session
of nyy they were reaffirmed, as they have been constant¬
ly since whenever they have been brought in question.
Well, sir, our late congressional elections turned npon
the linality of the Compromise. Had not the country a

right to know in an authoritative and positive form what
was the result of that 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 measures. 1 should be an unfaithful senti¬
nel on the watch-tower if I were to say any such thing.
Our dangers are not over by any means. If 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 parties, in the next presidential election, stake
themselves upon their maintenance, and the disturbers of
the public peace will find their safety in greeting these
machinations. But, until this ia done, our dangers are
not over.

Sir, that monster which has been prowling about and
disturbing the public fieace of late years received its
death-blow in tne compromise measures. But before it
received that blow, it had won its way, like a pestilencewhich 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
gentle stamp of their feet they may crush them forever.
Hut only let them ba*k in the sunshine, they will hatch
into life, and raise hideous reptiles which will defile the
very ground upon which they crawl. 1 do not allude to
the past in reference to these measures. My dealings are
with the future. I see the dangers which are in store for
my country, if there be any countenance given to this
disposition to undermine the fundamental principles of
the constitution.
There were other points to which I intended to address

myself, but I will not now. 1 therefor^ yield the floor.

A"

By J. C. McGUIRK, Auctioneer.

VALUABLE BUILDING LOT AT AUCTION.-On Baiurday,
June 5. at 0 o'clock, p. id., on the premiers, I shall Mil that val¬

uable lot No. '26, la iqutro No. 952, fronting 56 feel 0 inches on 13th
.ireet went, between »< and H streets north, and runmug back 104
feel to a thirty feet alley, containing S^M square feet. This lot !¦
very eligibly situated, delightful water in front of the premise*, and
of Mifftcient dimensions for three dwelling*.
Turm» One third cash ; the balance in eii, twelve, and eighteen

mouths, satisfactorily secured, beariag interest.
J. C. ftfcOUfRE,

June I.d Auctioneer.

By J. C. MeUllHK, Auctioneer.

EXECUTORY bale or VALUABLE lot at auction..
On Friday, June 4, lft98. at 5 o'clock, u. in., on the premiaea, I

tfhall sell lot 11, in square No 79, situated on 99d street weal, be¬
tween (J and H sireets, with a front of 73 feet, and depth of 196 feet,
containing y,19e square feat.
Terms: One-third cash residue in ail and twelve inoathe, with

interest, satisfactorily secured.
By order of John Benner, eieculor of Frederick Mtley, sr., de

ceased. JAB. C. McGUIRE,
| May 25.d Auctioneer.

IIy A. OHRKN, Auctioneer.

TWO BRICK AND TWO FRAME HOUHK4 AT AUCTION.On
l'riday, 11>« 11h <>' June, -1» tlI »« II on tin- |.r« u»i*« », Hi t» o'clock,

p. in., two brick and one frame houses, and the lots on which lliey
stand, situated ia square &I7, flouting on 4tn street West, between I
end K streets north. The brick houses are three stories, and con
tain each six good and conveniently arranged rooms and hack build
ings. The frame bouse is two story and back building. All of the
lou run back to a wide alley. And at half past 6 o'clock, I will sell
a good frame house, containing seven good rooms and a hack hnild
ing, situated in squire .'»ltt, fronting on Maesachuaeita avenue, be¬
tween tih and 5th streets west. The "I- will deeignate all the
property on day <>f sale.
Terms: One-fourth of the purchase money rash belaoce ia 1, 9,

and J years, the purchaser to gtve notes for the deterred payments,
bearing interest from day of sale. A deed given, and a deed of treat
taken. Title mdisputable. A. OREEN,

May98.6t Auctioneer.

By J. V. McOlHifc, Auctioneer.

VALUABLE LOT NEAR LAFAYETTE SQUARE AT AUC
TION..On Tuesday, June 6, at 6. p. m., on the premiaea, I

shall »>ell lot No. 3, ia square No. 197, fronung 17 feet l| Inchea on
II street north, between 17th and 18th streets west, containing 9,WL'>
square fret.
Term One-third rash balance In 6, 111, 18, and M months, for

notes satisfactorily aecured, bearing intcreet.
j\ ir
June 9.d Auctioneer.

IkKMOt ItATH KKVIKW Kill ,M\\ -1 received an
1J for sale by
June 9 FRANCK TAYLOR.

SRCO.tD WARD,.EDWARD C DYER is nomlnsted as a
csndidate for the Common Council for this ward.

May 93.-d6t

JtLRIVALOP NKW OOOIM. Wr tskf |»)c*sur« in sr

ncIng to our numerous customers and the public generally
that we have just received from New York a new and complete as
sortment of floe DREHri GOODA,consisting mf.

Flounced berege robes, new style hsrnges, grenadinesRich French organdies, French muslins
Printed iaconeta, herege d*lalne
Also, a lisndsoine stock of French embroideries
Bilk and kid gloves, real thread hosiery

And inany other goods, to which thev rrspectfully invite atten
tion. CLAUBTT NEWTON, MAY, fc CO.
May 97.Iwlf

DA H I.ICY IIA Lis. .This beautiful and valuable estate, the
re*iderif-a of the late Dr. John J. Troup, containing about Mt

acres, will be eiSWed for sale at the Richange ia this city, on Hat
urdav, the Atb of June. Darfey If nil is situated upon the Baltimore
and llarforrf tnrnpike, within two hundred yards of the northern
(.oundary ofthe city. It Is deemed unnecessary to give a deeerip
lion of the improvements and grounds, as it i« snapo«»d that thoac
w!i" «n jmr hamng trill and judge for them
.elves. As a beautiful and delightful resldener. or as property
IIke|y to enhance in value, no property In the vicinity of Raltimor*-
an be com pared with this.
fVr«on* desirous of seeing the place can do no avary day between

5 and 7 o'clock, p. m , Bunday eiceptad.
JOHN ». OfTTINOB.

Baltimore, May 90, 1869. May 93.ee.<

i>at KV I Itrco TKt N»i^ a > i> PA1 km IM>HrAUljjr.
1 beds at private sale..The snbecriber would respectfully inform
the pnhlic. and the travelling community In particnlar, that he has
received U*r sale a lot of patent bed trunks, and patent portable bade,
which will be sold at fbir priena. Members ni I ongreea, gentlemen
of tlie navy, and persons who are about to travel, are reap^ctfully in
vited to aJJ find eiamine for themselves they are certainly the
greatest convfplw« ever Invented. A. .RRE.V,

Auctioneer sod ommlssion Merchant, at ttia
May97.eo49w eorner 6th st. and Fa. ae.

New York Foshiensble Olelhlng Ketabllahm^nt.
wholesale and retail, fer csah only,

ALFRED MUNROE * ca, No. 441 Broadway, (between Howard
and Orand streets,) invite all persons visiting New York,

either for business or pleasure, to call at their eiteneive establish
ment and eiamine the superb assortment of

Fine and fashionable clothing,
t^ntlemen's furnishing goods.
Boys' and children's clothing, kr.t

of the best description, there eihlhited fl»r talc
The same principles which govern our New Orleans establish

ment, and which have made it so universally popular in the Bouth
and West, are strictly adhered to at 441 Broadway, New York.
Our fkcillties fbr obtaining good* are auch ua to enable ne at all

times to ofTVr the choicest and most fashionable styles ef garments,
and at the lowsvt prices.
Every article la sold nnder full guaranteee.
No DcviATtoa tn pRicta..The price of each article is marked, In

plain figure*, upon tlie ticket, and no reduction can in any Instance
oe made.

All deecriptiona of clothing made to order at the shortest notice*
ALFRED MUNRoF. it CO^441 Broadway, New York.

At.raen Mr wane, >
Wa D. Asbatt } May 9* dfenif

k/w k c oil foil \ I lo\ fttoek for sale. | have on pri
vste sale $7 (X>0 of cr»rporation of Washington 6 per

cant, stack. Also, slity si* shares of Patriotic Vtsnk stock
JAB. O. McWUIRR,

May 14 dtf Auctioneer and Commiseion Merchant^


