
DEBATE IN THE SENATE.
SLAVE TRADE LN THE DI8TKICT OF COLUMBIA.

Tuesday, September 10, 1850.
The Senile having under consideration ike bill to suppreas

the slave trade in the District of Columbia-
Mr. MASON moved to strike out the fint and iecond sec¬

tions of the bill, as follows :

Sec. I. Be it enacted, lie. That from and after the -

'l>i\tpi » f frj I!'*1* 11 not l**ful to bring- into the
District of Columbia any .lave whatever, for the purpose of

.°^,°r,t0r PUrp0,e 01 be,nK I>l*ced in depot, to be

!. ,ny odutr State or place, to be told

rtSttirtr-- *n> *Uve ,hal1 ^ brouKht into the
said District by its owner, or by the authority or consent ot

k ?i contr*r> 10 d»e provisions of this act, such slave
shall thereupon become liberated and free.

1 r J2' ~ini! H itJurtlier enacted, That it shall and mav be
lawful tor each of the Corporations of the cities of Washing-
ton ana Georgetown, from time to time, ami as often as mat

,
neteMal7, t0 abate, break up, and abolish any depot or

place of confinement of slaves brought into the said District as

merchandise, contrary to the provisions of this act, by such
appropriate means as may appear to either of the said Corpo¬
rations expedient and proper. And the same power is hereby
¦veatedI in the Levy Court of Washington county, ifany attempt
shall be made within its jurisdictional limits to establish a de¬
pot or place of confinement for slaves brought into the said Dis¬
trict as merchandise for sale, contrary to this act.

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I am very desirous of vot¬

ing for the sections of this bill which have been engrafted
upon it, on the motion of the Senator from Maryland, (Mr.
Piurie-) The amendments he offered now constitute the
fourth and fifth sections of the bill. In order to effect my

object, I move to amend the bill by striking out the first two
sections, which constitute the bill as it was reported by the
Committee of Thirteen.

I wish to say a few words, and but few, on this subject.
The two sections which I propose to strike from the bill are
those which are intended, in the language of the day, to
abolish *' the slave trade," T.ngu.g., ..lip

(
s"n"»'f'0» K«n«ucky, (Mr. Cm,) 10 .bo.

I.sh " the foreign slave trade" within tbe District of Columbia.
Apart from my own opinions of this matter, I am under an

imperious obligation to vote against the bill if it should not be
the pleasure of the Senate to strike out theae sections, because

^Llmw TrDvy- * reprea6nt h,Te' trough ihe General

3 * Vlr*1IU"' remonstrated in the strongest terms

against the passage of any such measure as this.
Mr. President, I understood the Senator from Kentucky to

«sy, when this subject was under consideration on a former

thl n; .*lb|Ut l® en.ac,ing* or rsthcr enacting within
the Di«tnct of Columbia that which was the law of Virginia
and Maryland respectively when the District was ceded by
hose States to the Inited Sta.es. If I understood .he Sena¬
tor correctly, I take issue with him upon that proposiiion.
There never was a law within the limits of the State of Vir¬
ginia intended to effect by legialation what it is intended to
effect by this bill. And so far as I am informed, having
looked at the legislation of Maryland, there never was such I
law within the limits of the State of Maryland

I00® Ume P°liC'V of Vir«inia to prohibit the
increase of the alave populaUon within her territory. It was
a pohcy which was adopted in the spirit which Virginia then
entertained of preventing as far as practicable the increase

,' J? population. That policy she has since been obliged
to charge. \ irginia, I think, was among the earliest State*,
after the present consutution was formed, which, in advance

?I.lIr i .State# Prohibi,inK the importation of

of .llvnTf Pr0h,b,ted !he importauon within its limits

act which F fi (?Cr,pUo?: In 1792 passed the earliest)
« sl7ve! .K?°K ^ 'Ubject* That ,aw ^Isred 'bat

«< '"ulj.'11 bereafter ^ bro"ght '"to this Common-

«. Unl , vJ P ®rein one who,e y" together, or so

T, £.a d,fferent times as shall amount to one year, be free."
The third section ot. the law of 1792 imposes a fine of *200
for importing slaves contrary to that act, and a fine of $ 100

5'b.7!ng °l g ShT 90 imP°rtfd- T»>e fourth section
of .hat law, however, relieved from the penalties imposed by
it, al persons who removed into the State with the bona fide
intention of becommg citizen, and brought their slaves wi.h
them. The policy of this law was in no manner whatever to
affect commerce in slaves. It had no such design, no such
purpose. It left slaves to stand exactly where they had pre-
v ouslv stood, subject precisely to the same commerce that
o her property was subject-to. Virginia did not forbfd her
citizens from dealing in them ; from confining them . from

treat'anv nth*' *° " ^7 rePresent P">Perty, as they would
treat any other property of any kind. The prohibition against
bringing slaves ipto the 8iate, which was intended to prevent
the increase of slaves within the State, was equally extended
to buy ing anJ selling the slaves so brought in, after they were

brought in. But that prohibition was enacted as a part of a

SSL Th
10 PreVeDt ff further increase of 1116 8,ave po¬

pulation. They were proh.b.ted from bringing slaves into the
State to remain there, and equally prohibited from bringing
slaves into the 8tate and selling them after they were brought
in. Bringing them into the State, buying and selling them
were all subjtctsd to penalties. ,

In 1806 it was found necessary, on the part of the State of

wE7k ^°aU8e °/tbe ^creS8e of the free negro population
within the limits of the Stale, while it retained the policv of
the previous aw so far as it was intended to prevent the'in-
ihTsL^ nn !?Ve p°PuUtion' ,0 *ar7 aomewhaf the policy of

.1? 2 0" th,B,m«tter. And an act was passed which nro-
vided that instead of allowing slaves so brought in to become

were ^ re,u Ded iD 8,avery and "OW by the over-

Thu* T'i ben*fit of the P°or of the county
The penalties for buying and selling slaves brought in contra-
tj to |hjf act were increased from $200 to $400. By the
same law, as evincive of the necessary policv which devolved
upon her of preventing the increase of free negroes in the

DrivTnJJh PT 7 f°r,Th imP°rtation changed, not de-
privmg the offender of his property, but retaining the subject
n slavery, and the tenth section provided that any slave

mnmh e®anc,Pated leave the State within twelve
months or be again reduced to « s!"Us of slavery. I

wbenTV?1,8 M 1792 W"the Iaw of Virginia in 1801,
..

" P°r,/°n o/ her limits were ceded to the General Gov¬
ernment. fhe law of 1792 was a law intended solely to pre-
vent the increase of the slave population. That law and the
Uw of 1806 remained the law of Virginia until 1819, when
this whole policy was changed in reference to the increase of
slaves in the State of Virginia. In the year 1819 all the pro-
visions of previous laws prohibiting the introduction of slaves
into the State of Virginia were repealed, and any slaves might
be imported which were born within the limits of the United
State*, and which had not been convicted of crime. Thus
the whole policy of the State of Virginia in relation to this
subject was changed. I have adduced this to show, as I un¬
derstand if, that there was no law in the Slate of Virginia,
and never was a law in the 8tate of Virginia, which was in¬
tended to strike at that which tbe honorable 8enator from
Kentucky considers the grievance to be removed in the Dis¬
trict of Columbia.that of dealing in slaves as merchandise
necessarily incident to the institution of alavery.

Sir, there is one provision of this bill which authorizes
"the corporation of the cities of Washington and George-
' town, from time to time, and as often as may be necessary,
to abate, break up, and abolish any depot, or place of confine¬
ment of slaves brought into the said District as merchandise,
contrary to the provisions of this act, by such appropriate
means as may appear to either of the raidJcorporations expe¬

dient and proper."
^

Now, as things stand, and understanding the law very much
expounded the other day by the honorable Senator

^ i iar* ^ ' P*ATTt) *l«ves can now be brought to

£L!° r « ? ,hia District from nowhere except from tbe

that6ib°. r a7land- And 1 »ra informed, upon inquiry,
hat the fact is that within the last few years so few slsves

ernnrtatl r0"5 V*'^^ ®'8t"ct for sale, for the purpose of

3
'5n', at tbe lrade or business which some persons

arfin h?' f pU[fh"'n« .'.'e* for the purpo* of selling tbem
again, has dwindled down until it has almost ceased to have
an existence. * ,

Mr. President, none can condemn more than I do the prac¬
tice which haa been denounced here and elsewhere, of deal¬
ing in slaves.puichating them for the purpose of selling
them again. But such denunciation should He extended to
those who participate in it. It cannot, and ought not to be
extended t« the existing necessity for such a class of tra¬
ders, under the institution of slavery. There is not a flave-
holding State that I know of.I know it is so both in Mary¬
land and Virginia.where those who engage in this traffic do
not find it necessary to provide means of custody of their
own for the slaves that are so purchase^. We do not find
the legislation of these States directed against such ommerce.
As much as it may be abhored by the citizens of the Slate, as
an odious traffic, yet it is one necessarily incident to the in¬
stitution of slavery. And I cannot see any propriety in legis¬
lating upon that subject in the District of Columbia, in a man¬

ner different from that in which the subject is legislated u{*>n
in the adj lining Suites, and I presnme in other slaveholding
States.

You can now, without let or hindrance, brine » flave
Irom Maryland or any other State into the State of Virginia,
for the purpoae ol sell ing him. There is no prohibition of any
kind whatever, against commerce in slave* in Virginia. I
am u<>t informed that there ia any prohibition now existing
in the State of Maryland against that being done. And yet
it is proposed here by the Congress of the Uniltd State* to

legislate lor that purpose, within the limits of the District of

Columbia, and there ia extended to the corporate cine* of the
District the extraordinary power of breaking up and destroy¬
ing any meana of cosfincment that may lie provided for per¬
sona so brought in for wale.

Mr. President, I do not at all concur in the suggestion made
by the benator from Maryland (Mr. Pbatt) that the State
of Msryltod ts the only State that ia now interested in the
bill, becau«e it i» from the Stale of Maryland alone that slaves
can, urider existing law*, be brought into the Di«trict. No
slave cm be brought from the State of .Virginia, under exist¬
ing law?, to the District of Columbia to be aold within (hi*

DUtrict. And yet we find the State of Virginia remonstrmt-
ing in the aolemn minner to which I have referred ¦l^rm thu
proposed legislation. And why ? It i. not beceu^ the nghu
of £>ns of Virginia wiU be impaired by this
.t U because the Congress of the United States, by the pas-
.age of this bill, will b.ve Jegielated upon a

thev consider forbidden ; because Congrew will have legislated
upon a subject dangerous to her safety, a. it ». dangerou. to.

the safely #f the alaveholding Slates.
. . .

Sir, we know that by wry many Southern Slatesth
been made a casus ftrderis, if I may *> express ^ .. .

e

might just as well «J that none are interested in the^hoittonof slavery in the District but the people of the District, be
cause none but the slaves of the people of the District are to
be affected by it. It is because such legislation looks farther.KthuSl iiuld pass by which this traffic ,n slave, ,, to
be prohibited bere-a traffic legitimate in the adjoining
States and in other slavehold:ng Stated-it will be Pacing on

your statute books a denunciation as wrong of this traffic,
which the interests of these States oblige them to tolerate and

U°I didnofmean to detain the Senate. But I did not feel at

liberty to allow the occasion to pass, as I really desire to vote
for so much of the bill as has been engrafted in it by the
amendment of the Senator from Maryland, (Mr. Pearc*,)
without making an effort to strike out the remaining portion

°^Mr CLAY The amendment of the honorable Senator
from Virginia "(Mr. Masow) is to strike out two action, of
the bill reported by the Committee of Thirteen. The firs of
those sections prohibits the introduction of any slave into the
District of Columbia for the purpose of being sold or placed
in depot to be .ubaequently transported to another market.
The second of theme sections provides for the abolition of
the depots themselves in which the slavea are confined in the
District of Columbia. If, therefore, the motion of the Se¬
nator from Virginia prevails, all that portion of the biU rela¬
ting to the abolition of the slave trade in the District ot Co¬
lumbia will be stricken out, and it will become one of a to¬
tally different character, providing only for the punishment of
persons enticing slaves from the District, and investing a

power in the Corporation to prohibit free persons of color
from coming into the District. It is imporUntfortheSe.
nate to understand the effect of the motion of the Sena or

because if it prevails there is an end to the attempt to abolish
the slave trade in the District of Columbia.

I do not mean to go at any length into the argument on

the subject. My principal object now is to arrive at a de¬
cision. The .Senator from Virginia (.Mr. Mason) seemed to
suppose that I was mistaken in the law of Virginia, and in
the law of Maryland. I think not, sir. The law of Vir¬
ginia, at the time of the cession to the General Government
of that portion of the District which was retroceded to her, and
the law of Maryland, both prohibited the introduction into
tho»e States respectively of slaves to be sold ; and both provi¬
ded that if slaves were introduced in contravention of those
laws, the effect should be the freedom of the slaves so intro¬
duced. That was the law of Virginia.subsequently altered,
I know.for a long time. So was it the law of Maryland,
though it also has been recently altered by the Legislature o

that State. Both of those States, then, at the time of the
cession of this District to the General Govemmer.t, e.rcised
the power which is proposed to be exercised here, with tne
difference only that here we propose to abolish the depots ot
these foreign slaves brought within the District; tha is

sole difference. The prohibition of the introduction into
Virginia and Maryland of slaves for sale existed, accompanied
with denunciation of the penalty that if they were intro u

they should become free. That was the state of the law in
both States.

. .

Now, sir, all that is asked upon the present occasion is,
that we should do what each of those States did, with the
the further object of abolishing the depots themselves. 1 his
hss been done by numerous of the slave States. It has been
done by the State of Mississippi by her constitution, and it
hss been done by many other States. It was done by my
own State, though the law has recently been altered, but 1
have no doubt it will be revived in the course of a few years.
Sixteen or seventeen years ago, if I had wished to purchase a
slave and carry him into Kentucky, I was prohibited from
doing so by law. The question now is, whether the Gov¬
ernment may not exercise this power under the general grant
contained in the constitution, and in conformity with the
action of various States of the Union. Sir, the subject has
been so much under consideration that I do not mean to
dwell upon it, or to occupy unnecessarily the time of the
8enate.

,,The Senator from Virginia says that he makes this motion
in conformity to some resolutions passed by the Legislature of
his State. I understand that the Legislature ol Virginia sub¬
sequently modified its opinion upon this subject, and although
it at one time attached to it a consequence far beyond any
that it ever merited, yet that it subsequently modified it, and
does not insist on it as a sine qua non in the arrangement of
these slavery subjects. I hope this motion will be rejected,
and that any further amendments which may be proposed
may be received and acted on. I ask for the yeas and nays
upon the amendment.

Mr. PEARCE. Before the vote is taken on the amend¬
ment of the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. Masoi*,) which
proposes to strike out the two first sections of the bill, I de¬
sire to submit an amendment for the purpose of improving
the first section. There are many Senators who have no
objection to prohibiting the introduction of slaves into the
District for the purpose of being sold to distant persons, but
they obect to the -provision by which the violation of the law
ia to be punished! They object, in other words, to the ma¬
numission of the slave thus brought in in violation of this
law. I believe that votes may be obtained for this bill which
cannot be obtained for it unless the provision is stricken out.
I therefore move to amend the bi!! by striking out all of the
the firat section after the word "act," in the 11th line, and
inserting in lieu thereof the following :

*« Such owner, or agent ofsaid owner, so bringing *u®h
into the District, ahall be liable to indictment therefor in the
criminal court of the District ot Columbia, and upon convic¬
tion shall be punished by fine not less than one hundred and
not more than four hundred dollars."
The words proposed to be stricken out are as follows :

"And such slave shall thereupon become liberated and free."
Mr. CLAY. I wish only to aay that I prefer the bill as it

stands, though I am indifferent to the fate of the amendment
which is proposed; except that I think a much larger fine
ought to be imposed. It ought, at any rate, to be equivalent
to the value of the slave, for with a mere fine of one hundred
dollars it might be paid, and yet profit made by the introduc¬
tion of slaves. I prefer the bill as it stands for two or three
reasons, which I will briefly state. In the first place, that
is the law of Virginia and Maryland as it existed at the
time of the cession of this District, forbidding the introduc¬
tion of a slave, and declaring that, if introduced contrary to
law, he shall be free ; but, besides that, it is the appropriate
penalty, and it is in conformity to the law which generally
prevails upon the subject of contrabands. Where contraband
articles of merchandise are introduced there is a forfeiture,
and so there ought to be in a case of this kind.
But further, it is much more likely that the law will be

efficacious, if the person introduced is entitled to his freedom,
in consequence of his introduction contrary to law, than if
there ia to be a pursuit of the party introducing him, and a

pecuniary penalty inflicted upon him. If a slave is intro¬
duced contrary to law, there will be a motive on the part of
the slave and of hia friends to assert his freedom, and the law
will be much more efficacious than if you let it depend upon
the infliction of a pecuniary penalty, which it would be no
body's business to cause to be inflicted. But my gTeat object
is the abolition otlhe trade. As to the mode of effecting it.
whether by declaring the slave free or inflicting a pecuniary
fine.the 8enate must decide between the two according to
its judgment

uMr. FOOTE. I would suggest to the Senator from Mary¬
land that he should increase the fine to five hundred dollars,
instead of four hundred.

Mr. PEARCE. Very well. I am perfectly content to
modify the amendment so as to increaae the amount to five
hundred dollars.

Mr. BADGER. Do you mean not leu than five hundred
dollars >

Mr. FOOTE. Not less than one hundred nor more than
five.

Mr. BADGER. I am beat satisfied with the provisions of
this section as it stands in the original bill. I think that there
is a great deal in the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky,
(Mr. Clat,) that it is the most effectual and appropriate
penalty that the person who in violation of law brings a

slave here shall incur a forfeiture of the slave. But I have
an impression that that provision would be better if the for¬
feiture was incurred by the proprietor, without changing the
Btatiu of the slave to that of a freeman.
The case of contraband to which the Senator has referred

is a case where the goods are forfeited, but they do not cease
to be subjects of property. I have said I am satisfied with
the provision as it stands, and shall make no effort myself to
amend it; but still it seems to me that the policy would be
better if the slaveholder who brings his slave here for sale
should forfeit bis right in the slave without the slave becoming
a free man. The consequence of the provision that he shall
become free is, that you are punishing the District of Colum
bia for the misconduct of the man who brings slave* here for
sale in violation of the law. One part of the amendment
put to this bill at the instance of my friend from Msryland,
(Mr. Peakca,) treats the coming of free negroes into this
District as a kind of nuisance, and it givea to the local autho¬
rities power to prohibit their incoming, and to regulate those
who shall be allowed to remain here.
The effect of this part of the bill, then, would be to pro¬vide that e»crv hlave who is brought here contrary to the pro¬vision* of th« law shall be one added free negro to the

amount already constituting the nuisance which another
part of the bill is intended to remedy. In my own Statethere
are statutes under which the matter forfeits his right to the
slave.

^

V\ ben, for ins'arice, a matter makes an emancipa¬tion without following the providing ef the statute upon that
subject, he forfeit h s interest in his slave ; but the slave is
not treated as a f/teman, but is treated as a slave, and it
disposed of according 10 Urv for the benefit of the public.

Indeed it would be manifestly . strange mode of proceeding,
the Uw bemg intended to restrict emancipation, and requiring
previous conditions to render the emancipation valid, if sn in-
Valid emancipation thould have the effect of accomplishing the
objectwhich the lawia intended to prevent; that is, the accurau-
1 aLion ofthe Iree black population. Therefore ourlaw treated (be
master aa having, by his attempted emancipation against law,
forfeited his right to the slave, and required the alave to be
sold I know the difficulty of shaping any provision of that
kind in this District s and therefore, as I said, I do not pro¬
pose to make any objection to the bill aa it now stands, though
Ireally think it liable to some exception, and would objeci if
any provision could be introduced aa a substitute in the exist¬
ing state of things.

, ,,...But I reee to say to my friend from Maryland, (Mr.
Piaact,) that if his amendment ia to prevail, it ought to be
in auch a form as to furnish an effectual punishment for a
violation of this law. If this bill passes, and it prohibits the
foreien slave trade in the District of Columbia, I wish it to
pass in a form that will be efficient. Now, I think there are

two objections to his "amendment as it stands. In the lirst
place a fine of from one hundred to five hundred dollars at
the discretion of the court is not a sufficient punishment. I
think, on the contrary, that if any one knowing of the exist¬
ence of this law will voluntarily set himself up in oppoei-,
tion to it and bring his slaves here contrary to the expressed
determination of Congress with regard to the internal regu-
lation of this District, he aught to be severely and effectually
punished. The fine, therefore, in my judgment is too small.
In the next place, I think the mode of recovery is wrong.
The offender is to be proceeded against by indictment. Who
is going to undertake to prosecute him ? Who has any mo¬
tive or interest to undertake it > Who is to lodge informa¬
tion > Who is to collect evidence ' We are obliged under
such circumstances to appeal to the pecuniary interests of men,
and therefore, if the penalty is to be a pecuniary one, I
would make the fine one thousand dollara in every case, and
m.lffl it recoverable at the instance of a common informer by
an action of debt Do that and you will find no difficulty at
all. . You would find people who would instantly sue, collect
evidence, and prosecute to a result, because they would be
led to do it by the prospect of advantage held out to them
personally. But I have a strong belief that the provision
will not be effectual, if left to be carried into operation by the
ordinary proceedings of the grand jury. I fear so.

Mr. PEARCE. I propose to modify my amendment, as
I desire to put the bill in such . shape that it may obtain more
votes than it can as it now stands. There is much force in
the objections which have been urged by the 8ena:ore who
have spoken, and especially by the Senator from North Caro¬
lina. I will, therefore, modify my amendment so as to read
as followa:
" Saoh owner or agent of such owner shall be subject to a

penalty of $500, to be recovered bv action of qui lam, one halt
to the informer and the other half to the corporation within
mhose limits the offence may be committed."
Mr. BERRIEN. I have an objection to the provisions of

this bill as it originally stood, which I had designed to ex¬
press by moving an amendment in substance cimilar to that
of the 8enator from Maryland, (Mr. Pkarce, ) in the event
of the amendment of the 8enator from Virginia (Mr. Masox)
having failed. But there is no doubt of the propriety of the
course which has been adopted, of amending the original bill
before the question is put upon striking out the two sections.
That objection, sir, would not be overcome by any of the
difficulties which might attend the enforcement of the alter¬
native mode, or substitutive mode proposed by the Senator
from Maryland. I had understood that in our legislation on
this subject, the question of the power to abaliah slavery in the
District of Columbia was to be avoided; that while some
Senators denied the power, and other Senators affirmed it,
yet there was a general concurrence in the opinion that that
power ought not to be exercised, and could not be exercised
consistently with good faith to the States by whom the ces¬
sion to the United States was made. In my judgment, the
provision of the original bill is the assertion of the power of
Congress to abolish slavery. It is the alteration of the status
or condition of the alave. It converts a dave into a freeman,of the District of Columbia, by the action of the legislative
power of Congress. That power I deny. And the assertion
of such a power, or the existence of any provision which
asserts it, or which may be construed inio tho assertion of
such a power, deprives me of the possibility of voting for the
bill. I do not intend to enter into the discussion of this
much-agitated question, but to state briefly to the Senate that
my view is this: that we have not, by the cession which was
made by Virginia and Maryland, acquired he powers which
were held by the Legislatures of those States respectively.The cession was made by the Legislatures of Maryland and
Virginia to the Congress of the United States. It was a ces¬
sion of aoil and jurisdiction, and when, therefore, by the ac¬
ceptance of that cession, the territory constituting the District
of Columbia fell under the jurisdiction of the Congress of the
United 8tates, the Congress of the United States was to look
for the ascertainment of the powers which they could exercise
over that territory, to the only source from whence they de¬
rive jfoy legislative power whatever.that ia, to the Constitu¬
tion ef the United States. Now, under whaUonstruction of
what portion of that instrument can Congress derive the power
to abolish slavery here, or any where else ? The answer, I
know, will be, that "Congress shall have the right to exercise
exclusive jurisdiction in all cases whatsoever" over such ter¬
ritory as may be ceded for the purposes expressed in that
clause. Now I deny that this gives to the Congress of t'ie
United States the power which is contended for. It is a grantof exclusive but not of unlimited powers of legislation. In
all those cases to which the power of Congress may extend,
their 1 gislative power shall be exclusive. But the grant of
exclusive legislative power in all cases whatsoever, does not
extend the legislation of Congress one inch beyond that which
is given to it by the Constitution of the United 8tates. It is,
I repeat, a grant of exclusive legislation, but not of unlimited
legislation. The evidence of this fact is very obvious. There
are proviaions of the Constitution of the United States which
Congress may not violate in the exercise of its legislative
jurisdiction over the District of Columbia ; and if there be
one solitary instance in which the Constitution of the United
8tatea would restrain Congress from exercising unlimited
jurisdiction over the District of Columbia, it is a proof that
the true interpretation of that clauae in the^ constitution is,
that it grants exclusive but not unlimited jurisdiction. Con¬
gress has no authority under this grant to extend its legisla¬
tion to every subject at its own discretion, and without regard
to the limitations which are prescribed by the constitution.
I object, then, to this provision of the bill, because it involves
the assertion of a power of emancipation, of changing the
status or condition of a slave, and converting him into a free¬
man, which is not vested by the Constitution of the united
States in the Congress of the United States.

Sir, it is an unfortunate time to enter into the discussion
of a question of this sort. Perhaps it was an unfortunate time
to have brought up the subject at all. The public mind is

unquestionably agitated by the recent discussions in this and
in the other chamber, and I fear that this may but be consid¬
ered, in some portions of the country, as an assertion of the
power to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia ; and
although the opinion is very confidently entertained by many
that that power does exist, yet you, sir, are aware, and Sena¬
tors who hear me are aware, that the exercise of such a

power would be viewed with feelings of the utmost repug¬
nance by many of the States of this Union.

I remember some time since, in the discussion in this
chamber, the bold assertion of a gentleman who was then a
member of this body, expressive of the idea that the power of
Congress to abolish slavery in this District might be to
two sources ; that they had a taxing power in the District,
and that the power of taxation might be employed by im¬
posing a tax to an amount that would be equivalent, and the
emancipation of the slave declared as the conseqnence of its
non-payment; and that, in the second place, it might be
accomplished by taking possession of the slave as projierty
required for the public use, and emancipating him, making
compensation to the owner for the value of the slave. I am
not aware, though these propositions were uttered by a very
respectable member ofthis body, that they have hitherto found
countenance on the floor of the Senate, but I think that it
is my doty, aa a representative of one of the slaveholding
States of this Union, to resist any provision in any act of the
Congress of the United 8tates, or any regulation of slaves or
slavery in the District of Columbia, which may involve the
assertion of the power to abolish slavery within the District
of Columbia. I shall, therefore, vote in favor of the amend¬
ment which is proposed by the Senator from Maryland, (Mr.Pbarcb )

Mr. DAVI8, of Missisaippi. I find little controversy be¬
tween those who have spoken on this bill, except aa to the
punishment which should be visited upon him who introduces
bis slave property into the District of Columbia. It is assum¬
ed to be an offence, and is treated as though the only question
were whether the individual who introduces a slave into the
District shall be fined, or whether the slave shall be manu¬
mitted. The power to do this is not referred to any particular
grant of the constitution, but it is attempted to draw it from the
fact that like power has been exercised by a State, which,
being sovereign over its own territory, may have for public
purposes refuse'!, under certain conditions, to allow slaves to
be introduced within its borders. Yet what State ever legis¬latively refused to allow a citizen of the Lnited States to passthrough its borders with a slave * And that is the nature of
the prohibition preaented here. No one expects that slaves
are to be brought into the District for sale and residence here,
and the whole argument directs itself to the traders who maybring slaves here, and keep them in depot with the intention
of sending them elsewhere. It is then the right of transit
over the District against which this bill is directed, and this
is one step further than any State, even in the exercise of its
sovereign power, has gone. But is it to be inferred that be¬
cause a sovereign State may exercise certain powers, that
Congress possesses the same * The States, as sovereigns,
possess all powers which they have not delegated; the Fede¬
ral Government as a trustee has only those which have been
granted to it. Are powers to be usurped, are all the limita¬
tions of the constitution to be forgotten, and are we in fact
now a consolidated Government, to be controlled by the will of
a majority ' The constitution confers on Congress the power to
exercise exclusive legislation over the District.exclusive, in or-

der that it* legislation might not come in conflict with that of
ths States who should surrendera certain amount of their torri
tory to form a seat of gowoment That waa to give to Con-
grew the control of the District, within which it migbt meet
for purposes truly and clearly connected with a teat of gov¬
ernment. It waa not to confer on Congress the abeolute or
unlimited power of legislation, but to prevent any one elae
from legislating in a Diatrict ceded for use as the seat of go-
veminent. Therefore it must have been tbat exclusive power
was granted. But to this exclusive power there are two limi¬
tations : first, the restrictions of the constitution, and second¬
ly, the intent, the motive, the purposes for which the grant
was made. I deny that Congress has the power to pass any
law in relation to the District of Columbia, except so far as
that law may be connected with objects of the grant; and if
there be a reasonable doubt as to the constitutional power, the
necessity should be immediate and absolute, such as involved
the purpose of the grant, which would warrant its exercise.

But " the proposition which is now before us, and which
is to prohibit any citizen of the United States lrom bringing
a slave into the Diatrict, with a view thereafter of taking him
into another 8tate of the Union, be within the power of Con .

1" n0t (*er'*e^ fr°m suc^ necessity aa I have described.
If it be drawn from the power of exclusive legislation in the
District, why may we not adopt a like provision in relation
to every arsenal, custom-house, fort, and dock-yard } The
same section of the constitution which gives to Congres ex¬
clusive legislation over the District of Columbia gives it over
the forts, arsenals, custom-bouse«, and dock-yards. Then if
a citizen of Georgia, wishing to go to Mississippi with a alave,
whuh he should subsequently sell, passed through a dock¬
yard of the Lnited States, his slave would be emancipated by
general legislation. To this extent would the power heie as¬
serted reach, whenever it should please the majority to ex-
61*0186 its

fbia, «ir, is a species of property recognised by the consti¬
tution of the United States, and the same inatrument guaran¬
ties to every citizen of the United States the right, unob¬
structed, to pasa with every species of property through any
portion of the United Stales. A sovereign State may forbid
the introduction of a certain speciea of property within ita
limits, there to remain, whether for sale or use. But I do not
believe a State haa the right to prevent a citizen of the United

from ex#rci«ing the right of transit with any property
which he may legally hold 4 this is one of the results of our
free-trade constitution. If, then, no State has the right to
obstruct or aboliah, even on her own domain, that privilege,
how can it be supposed that it was intended to confer such
power upon their agent ? Yet we have before us a proposi¬
tion to deprive citizens of the United States of the right of
transit over territory surrendered to the Government of the
United States solely for the purpoaeses of a seat of government.

Sir, instead of intending to confer unlimited power on Con-
grew, I would rather suppose that it waa intended to make
it exclusive, with a view that whatever territory should be
held for a seat of government should be neutral; that the
rights of all citizens should be equal in such district; that
property should not be affected by the legialation of the States
which had ceded the territory. If the State of Maryland should
choose to abolish slavery, I can well understand that this pro¬
vision of the constitution was intended aa a shield over the
District, so that every citizen of the United States might come
h*re to this as common ground, bring with him sny species
of property be might own, and enjoy the rights he had in the
c° . ref'ience- 1 0PP08ed to both the proposition

of the bill and that of the amendment; not equally, how¬
ever, for one is more abhorrent to me than the other; but I am
utterly opposed to both. I cannot consent to prohibit a citi¬
zen of tno United 8tates from exercising the right he has to
pass through the United Slates, or any part of It, with any
species of property recognised by our constitution or laws. I
shall oppose this and all kindred measures, however ineffectual
may be such opposition to that anti-slavery majority around
which sycophants, deserters, and ambitious demagogues
gather. Least of all, in this District, which was neutral ground
of our fathers, and has descended as such to us, can I agree
to discriminate against a particular species of property, and
the righto of a certain class of the citizens of the United
States. I will not argue the general question, but content
myself with denying now, as I have denied at all times, the
power of Congress to discriminate in relation to property or
to declare what is or is not property. Theie were ccrtain specific
powers granted to the Federal Government, and beyond these
it can have none. The rights of property were never sur¬
rendered to the decision of the Federal Government, and it
has no right to attempt a discrimination by which the use of
. particular property is to be restricted, its value diminished,
or its possession destroyed.

Mr. PRATT. Before the yeas and nays are taken, it
seems to me that r can satisfy my friend from Mississippi
that he has placed a wrong construction upon the bill which
has been offered. It provides that after a certain day it shall
not be lawful to bring into the District of Columbia any slave

f<?r the Purpose of being sold. That is one of the
inhibitions imposed by this proposed act, and the next is, "or

tor the purpose of being placed in depot to be subsequently
transferred to any other State or place to be sold as mer¬
chandise. The 8enator from Mississippi will thus per¬

ceive that if this bill passes, every citizen of the United
States may pass through the District of Columbia with bis
slaves to any other part of the United States. He may put
them m depot also, if bis object be merely to keep them
safely, provided his further object is not to carry them to
some other State for the purpose of selling them as merchan-
,l8e* This restriction, therefore, applies exclusively to the

slavedealer, and it does not apply at all to the slaveowner.
If this bill passes, the slaveowner will be permitted, as he now
is, to bring his slaves through the District, if he does not
bring them either for the purpose of selling them here, or of
placing them in depot here for the purpose of carrying them
to some other part of the United States to be sold as mer¬
chandise. I thought it right, sir, that I should explain that
the objection which has been urged by the Senator from
Mississippi to this part of the bill, was not one which seemed
to me really to exist, except so far as it applies to the slave-
dealer. In this same connexion, I desire to refer to a sec¬
tion of the Maryland law which has been heretofore alluded
to. It is the 4th section of the act of 1796, which provides:

'« That nothing in this act contained shall be construed or
token to affect the right of any person or persons travelling
or sojourning with any slave or slaves within the State, such
slave or slaves not being sold or otherwise disposed of in the
State, but carried by the owner out of the State, or attempted
to be carried out of the State."
Now, if the proposed bill does pass, the Maryland act of

1796, and this fourth section of it, will still be in force ; and
therefore the 8enatorfrom Mississippi will perceive (hat, inas¬
much as the act of Congress has made these Maryland laws
the law of the District on the subject of slavery, the right is
secured to the citizens of all the States, by express enactment,
to pass through this District ad libitum.the right of coming
here with their slaves and carrying them beyond here, pro¬
vided they do not come here for the purpose of selling their
slaves. Now, I am in favor of the amendment offered by
my colleague, for the reason that I suppose the true object of
tbe law which Senatora are desirous of passing on this subject
is to prohibit the slave trade, and not to manumit the slave.
If, therefore, we can provide by any enactment an effectual
remedy against the slave trade without the manumission of
the slave, it is the duty of Congress to do so, or rather of
those who think the trade ought to be abolished. Now, I
apprehend the penalty of the value of the slave would be as
effectual to prevent the slave trade as the manumission of
the slave himself, and therefore, unless Senators have pur¬
poses beyond what is disclosed by the language of the bill,
and unless their object is to secure the manumission of the
¦lave, the amendment proposed by my colleague would as

effectually suppress tbe trade as would the bill as it now
stands. I suppose that Senators will not say that their de-
aign is to abolish slavery, but that their object and tbe object
of the bill is to abolish the slave trade, and that purpose I say
ia as readily effected by the amendment as proposed by my
colleague, as it is by the bill, and therefore I hope that the
Senate will concur in the amendment which he has presented.

Mr. TURNEY. As between these two propositions I
shall not vote at all. I do not believe that the power is in
Congress to interfere with the subject of slavery in this Dis¬
trict, m the Territories, or in the States. They have no power
01 control over it, and to vote on this question here either way
is an admission of a power of Congress to legislate on this
subject, which I totally deny. The amendment in one par-
Ucular may be regarded as something preferable to the bill.
The bill assumes the power on the part of Congress to abolish
slavery ,n the D strict of Columbia, and that is a position «,
odious that it can never receive my assent. The amendment
provides that if a man is travelling through the District with
his slave, a process may issue against him, and ho be re¬
quired to give bail for his appearance at court or be cast into
prison. This is a provision which I canoot sanction, and
hence, as between the principle involved in the bill and the
amendment, I do not feel at liberty to vote on either side. It
would place me in a false position, and I shall not vote at all.
The question was then taken on the amendment, and it

was rejected, as follows :

vZEAlcM,on> B^'Berrien-D..r oote, Houston, King, Mason, Morton, Pearce. Pratt Huik
Sebastian, Lnderwood, and Yulee.16. ' '

n-NAY?T«MeMr,.\ BadKer' Baldwin, Benton, Chase, Clay,
Davis, ot Mass., Dayton. Dickinson, Dodge, of Wisconsin
Dodge, of Iowa, hwing, Felch, Greene, Hamlin, Jones, Man-
gum, Morris, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon,Wales, Walker, Whiteomb, and Winthrop.126.
The question was then stated to be on the motion to strike
.h. .won. of th. bl., on ,b!cb

nays bad been ordered.
Mr. UNDERWOOD asked for a division of the question;The question was accordingly first taken on striking out

the first action of tbe bill, and the Senate refused to strike
out, as follows :
YEAS .Messrs. Atchison, Berrien, Butler, Davis of

Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Houston, Hunter Kinir Ma-

rh!«Yt:ni,<??u,-.Bate n*Mwin' Be». Benton, Bright,
Kdw of Wi^nnJi °f Dayton. Dickinson,

If.mi V ' of ,owa' Ewtog, Felch, Foote,
Shfchto SmTih Q

*' M2nKum» Norris, Phelps, Seward,
3,urs""''w"".

The qaeat.on was then uken on striking out the second
section, and the Senate refuted to strike out, as follows :
YEAS.Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler,Davis, of Mississippi, Ifcwson, Downs, Houston, Hunter,Mason, Morton, Pnitt, Husk, Sebastian, Soule, Turner

Yulee.17. "

NAYS.Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Bright,Chase, Clay, Davis, o« Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson,'Dodge, of Wisconsin, Dodre, of Iowa, Douglas, Ewing, Felch,Greeue, Hamlin, Jones, Mangum, N orris, Phelps, Seward,'Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Wales
Walker, Whitconib, Wimhron.31.

Mr. DAYTON submitted the following amendment .-

In the 3d line of the 5th section strike out all after the
word "power," and insert the following:
" To pass all necessary ordinances Or police laws not in¬

consistent with the constitution, touching the residence and
conduct of free negroes, residing and coming to reside within
their respective jurisdictional limits, and to enforce such ordi»
nances or laws, upon the breach thereof, by fine and imprison¬
ment* or either, at their discretion."

Mr. BADGER. I wish to suggest to the Senator that his
proposition is to modify a motion which has been voted on.
The PRESIDENT. The amendment was made in com-

mittee, and is not subject to amendment at this time. It will
be open to amendment, however, when the bill shall be re¬

ported to the Senate.
Mr. DAYTON. Very well, sir, when the bill shall be

reported I will offer the amendment.
Mr. tsEWARD proposed the following as a substitute for

the whole bill:
Section 1. Slavery shall forever cease within the Distric-

of Columbia, and all persons held in bondage therein shall be
free. The Secretary of the Interior shall audit and pay to all
persons holding slaves within the District at the time that this
act takes effect, such damages as they shall suffer by the past
sage thereof, and the sum of two hundred thousand dollars is
hereby appropriated to carry this act into execution, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

' Sec. 2. An election shall be held in the District ofColumbia
to ascertain whether this bill is approved by the people thereof.
Those who approve the act shall express their approbation by
a ballot containing the words, " For emancipation in the Dis¬
trict." Those who are opposed shall vote by ballot, contain¬
ing the words, " Against emancipation in the District." All
persons entitled to vote for any municipal officer in the Dis¬
trict, and all citizens of the United States residing within the
District permanently, shall be deemed qualified to vote at such
election. Such election shall be held within six months from
the passage of this act, and on public notice of not less than
three months, to be given by the Marshal of the District. If a
majority of the votes given at sueh election shall be in favor
of this act, it shall go into effect immediately. If a majorityof the votes shall be against the same, this act shall be void
and of none effect.

Mr. PRATT demanded the yeas and nays, and they were
ordered.

Mr. BALDWIN. The Senate will recollect that a few
days since I introduced to their notice certain resolutions
passed by the Legislature of Connecticut, one of which was
in favor of the immediate prohibition of the slave trade in the
District of Columbia, and of the abolition of slavery upon such
terms of compensation to the slaveholders as may be just and
reasonable. In that respect, therefore, it accords with the
motion which is now made by the Senator from New York,
but I am not prepared to vote for this proposition as an amend¬
ment to the bill before the 8enate. I have hoped, and still
hope, that the bill reported by the committee for the aboli¬
tion of the slave trade in the District may be adopted by
Congress ; and I should be very unwilling to do any anything which would have a tendency to prevent the favorable
action of the two houses of Congress upon the bill as it was
originally reported. It is true that the Senate have alreadyadopted, in Committee of the Whole, amendments to this bill
of a character which will prevent me, if those amendments
shall be finally retained, from giving to the bill my vote; but
if it should pass the Senate in its present form I am not with¬
out hope that the objectionable amendments will be stricken
out by the House, 'and the bill be returned to us, snd concur¬
red in by the Senate, in the form 'in which it was originally
presented. I think there is reason to believe that such may be
the result; and if so, certainly one very great object will be
attained ; an object, in the immediate attainment of which the
Legislature of the State of Connecticut have manifested a deepand special interest. Now, in my view, any action which
the Senate may have upon the amendment which is offered
by the Senator from New York, and the amendments to it
which will very probably be proposed by others, will tend to
embarrass and prevent the favorable action of Congress uponthe proposition now before us for the immediate abolition of
the slave trade in the District, at>d I prefer myself that the
two bouses shall act finally upon this bill as a separate mea¬
sure, before we enter upon the consideration of any other pro¬
position, which, however desirable, there is less reason to be¬
lieve will be immediately successful. Such a course will, in
my opinion, better comport with the resolutions of the Legis¬
lature of my own State to which I have referred.

Mr. MANGUM. I have already remarked, sir, since this
subject has been under consideration before the Senate, that
there has been no period for five-and-twenty years, when, if
brought forward under proper auspices, I would not, with
great cordiality and pleasure, have voted for the abrogation of
the slave trade in this District. I have now changed my
course. I shall not vote for it. I am satisfied, from devel¬
opments that are made, that it is impossible to satisfy certain
gentlemen. To attain their objects they would wade through
the blood knee-deep of the whole South, and over the wreck
of this Union. The further discussion of such subjects as

this, in my judgment, only tends to operate as an entering
wedge to enable these gentlemen to attain the object which
they have sought at all times, hazarding the existence of the
Union and the safety snd liberties of the South.

Mr. DAYTON. The Senate will I think indulge me in
a remark or two in relation to this amendment, as it is my
purpose to vote against it. I do not mean to question the
motives of the Senator who has brought forward this amend¬
ment ; I am bound to believe that they are such as should in¬
fluence us all in the fair discharge of our respective duties
herb. I desire, however, to say a few words in reference to
the subject-matter of the amendment itself. It proposes the
immediate abolition of slavery in this District. Mr. President,
I am not prepared to vote for a proposition of that kind under
existing circumstances. The public mind is not now and
has not been recently called to this question, nor has public
sentiment been developed thereupon ; even the sense of the
people of this District has not been consulted on the subject.
This is an important matter, and it should be acted upon in
the first place upon the application of the inhabitants them¬
selves. It should come through the regular channels to the
committees of this body ; it should be carefully examined and
reported upon, as is every other grave and important subject,
and not be dealt with in this brief, off-hand, and unpremedi¬
tated way. Every one must see that this amendment is a

crude, ill-digested, and hastily-considered affair. I cannot
but see, too, that its adoption by this body will tend in its
result not to abolish slavery here, but to defeat the very bill
now before the Senate; and for that reason, if there were
none other, I would oppose it. Here is a bill for the aboli¬
tion of the slave trade in this District, and it harmonizes with
the kind feelings of most of this chamber ; drawing as to a
common centre the good feeling both of the North and the
South. It promises something, it promises much in con¬
nexion with this unhappy agitating question ; it holds out to
us the certain means of abolishing here this discreditable
traffic, so offensive to the moral sense and right feeling of this
District, as well as of the country at large. To adopt the
amendment of the Senator from New York, with the cer¬

tainty that it cannot now become a law, would be to destroy
all that this bill promises. The very vague and imperfect
form of this amendment shows that the Senator himself could
not have expected it to become a law. I again repeat that its
only effect is to do harm, and open at the present period of
hoped-for harmony another deeply agitating scbject of dis¬
cussion. Sir, the time is not auspicious; the close of the
session is just at hand ; the patience of the country is exhaust¬
ed : this subject has not of late been agitated here ; public
feeling is about settling down temporarily at least upon the
condition of things as late events have left them, whether
rightful or wrongful. Is it wise or prudent at this point of
time to open this new subject of agitation J Sir, bills have
passed this Congress in which I was not able to concur, in
which I think the North sacrificed too much ; but they have
passed, and I for one am not disposed thus on the instant to
disturb the present condition of things, and re excite the ele¬
ments of a fierce discord. Let us see if the popular mind
will quiet itself; let us make an end of this matter of slavery
for the present at least. we have had, and the country, I am
sure, has had _enoush of it. But, without consuming time
in further remark, I repeat that no man here or elsewhere
can believe that this proposition can now become a law ; and
though not so intended, its adopUon by the Senate will cer¬

tainly defeat the bill we are considering; it can produce no

good, but will deprive us of ibe abolition of the slave-trade in
the District, which we will otherwise secure.

Mr. PRATT. Mr. Presided, I was glad to hear that
the Senator from Connecticut as well as the Senator from
New Jersey intend to vote against this amendment.
Now, if it be the object of the North to break up this Union
by the passage of the amendment proposed by the 8enator
from New York, (Mr. Sr.wAnn,) let them do it. I shall
vote against the amendment, believing it to be my solemn
duty to do all I can to avoid that result, which I fear is hoped
for by some. The Senator from Connecticut assigns as a

reason for his vote, that to which I design to call his atten¬

tion, and the attention of the Senate and of the country. It
is that ho will vote against the amendment of the Senator
from New Yoik, and for the bill, under the expectation that
the amendments adopted here will b# rejected by the House,
and that the bill will come bsck and be passed here without
this amendment. The Senator also referred to the amend¬
ment which was adopted a few days ago, on the motion of my
colleague, (Mr. Pearckj What is t!<at amendment' It
is to protect the slaveholder in reference to his slave as pro¬
perty, precisely as that Senator is protected in reference to
all personal property which be may hold. I ask the common
sense of the learned Senator, or any one who hear* me,
where is the distinction between a property holder holding
a slave as property, and holding any other species of pro¬
perty ? Has he not a right to be protected in that property
as well as in an/ other species of property, which is the sub-

ject matter of larceny ' The object of the amendment ofmycolleague wan, and ia, to make punishable bj confinement u>the penitentiary any paraon who shall commit a larceny of »
slave of any owner in the Diatrict of Columbia ? Can any
one tell me why be who is guilty of atealinc a negro ahould
not be punished equally with one who eteala any other per-aonal property of equal value f Aa between the maater and
slave, the alave has peraonal righta« but aa between the
maater and the world at large, in regard to the alave, the
maater haa as absolute a right over him as over any other pro¬
perty of which he can be the owner under the lawa of the
land. This is the distinction at which I desire the learned
Senator to look. The personal rights of a alave are aa be¬
tween the master ibd the slave. But as between the maater
and the whole community in reference to the slave, the mas¬
ter haa precisely the same rights over him ae be baa over anyother description of property which be may lawfully holdunder the lawi of the land. Why, I aafc. ia the name of
common sense, in the name of all that is ugh! and just, ia itthat this description of property abooM be taken from its
owner without subjecting the party so taking it to the penal-tiea to which he would be subject U be atole any other deecrip-tion of property > My object in rising wae to make the re¬mark Which I have made in reference to tbe sentiment ex¬pressed by the Senator from Connecticut. I waa pleased tohear him aay that he intended to vote against the amendment,and I trust it will not be adopted.Mr. MASON. 1 am exceedingly reluctant to transgressany rule of the Senate. But I confess I have great diffi¬culty in chooaing between the two propositions now pre¬sented. Tbe Senate having refused to strike from the billthat which relates to the alave trade within this Diatrict, I canlook upon the proposition of the Senator from New York asonly effecting directly what the other, however intended,must effect indirectly. One cuts the whole cord j the othercuts one atran merely. I ahall be at a loaa how to vote onthe two propoaitiona.

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, it seema to me that a
great deal of feeling has been exhibited in this chamberwhich the circumstances hardly seem to warrant.
We have a bill before us which providea f »r tbe abolitionof the slave trade in this District. It has been correctly aaidby the Senator next me (Mr. Masos) that this ia a ateptowards the abolition of slavery itself; and gentlemen deceivethemselves if they auppose it is the last atep. For one, Mr.President, I am prepared to act upon the principles I avow.I am prepared to act now as well as at any other time. Ishall not aeek to excuse myaelf from voting for a propositionwhich commends itself to my judgment on the ground of time,

or place, or circumstances. If the District alave trade aboli¬tion bill, reported by the Commitee of Thirteen, had retainedits original form, 1 ahould have been glad to give it my sup¬port. But it has been altered by the addition of proviaionawhich, in my judgment, are not right in themselves or ger¬
mane to the general object.
One of theae provisions denouncea protracted impriaon-

menta in the penitentiary for acts which have been hitherto
punished in this District only by a pecuniary mulct, and which,In my judgment, should never, even were tbey as violative
of the righta of property as gentlemen of the alave Statea con¬
tend, be punished by severer penaltiea. I cannot conaent,with'the Senator from Connecticut, to vote for a wrong mea¬
sure here in the hope that it may be amended elaewhere, bystriking,out the objectionable provisions. Measures for which
a vote muat commend themaelves to my judgment and myconscience. For measures which do not so commend them¬
selves to me, I cannot vote. The Senator from New
York haa proposed an amendment It is, in my judg¬ment, better than the bill. It does not meet my viewa in all
respects. It cannot be expected that a proposition,, embrac¬
ing several provisions, shall be acceptable in all respects to all
those who may yet feel themselves bound to vote for it as an
amendment to another proposition. I repeat that, in myjudgment, the proposed amendment is better than the bill as
it now stands. It proposes to do directly and at once what
the bill proposes to take the first step in doing. I see nothingunconstitutional in the mode by which it proposes to reach
its object. I do not like the proviaton for compensation, or
that which makes ita operative effect depend upon the vote of
the inhabitants of the District. But I do not feel myself at
liberty to withhold my vote from the amendment on account
of these objections.

Gentlemen tell us, if we adopt this amendment it will dis¬
solve the Union. Sir, the Union has stood many shocks, and
will, I believe, stand this, if this be a shock at all.
We are told, also, that gentlemen are advocating the amend¬

ment, or the general line of policy indicated by this amend¬
ment, because tbey have not the talent or character which
would enable them to rise in the old party organization of the
country. Sir, if am to judge by some specimens I have seen
of the representation of thoee organizations, in high place, I
must conclude that neither talent norcharacter are indispensable
requisites to advancement through their favor. Sir, I see
men of high talent and high character in many stations, and
of all parties. I see men of little character and little talent in
all parties alao. But, using no reproaches myself, I shall
permit none to move me in the least from the course I mark
out for myself. I trust they will deter no man from pursuingthe plain line of his duty. I repeat, I will vote for the amend¬
ment because I believe it to be better than the bill, and be¬
cause the bill, as it now stands, cannot receive my vote.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am one of thoA who
feel very much in doubt how to vote on this matter, because
it is very obvious that there are a great many who will vote
against this amendment, for the reason that they wish to gauge
.yes, sir, I use the word " gauge,".our legislation so as
to make it operate gradually, but, in effect, looking to the
same end. And it is very obvious that some will vote against
this amendment upon the ground that it would be more ex¬
pedient to take another form of effecting the same object.With this knowledge before me, I do not choose to allow
myaelf to be blinded to results. And, sir, when the tone of
public sentiment at the North can bear it, they will carry you
to that result.

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I do not believe that there
is any member of this body who is capable of acting the part
suggested by the honorable Senator from South Carolina,
(Mr. Bctlib. ) I believe that this body may be well divided
into two classes, to one of which classes the honorable Sena¬
tor from Ohio (Mr. Chask) and the honorable Senator from
New York (Mr. Skwaiid) are proud of being attached.
Nearly all the remaining Senators are opposed to any legisla¬
tion for the abolition of slavery in this District. I trust it is
so. I have seen no evidence to the contrary. I should re¬

gret very much to believe, with the honorable Senator, that
such an indirect course aa that which he describes has been
harbored in the mind of any 8enator here, and was likely to
be pursued by him now or hereafter.

Sir, I ahould be very much pleased, indeed, to vote for this
bill. I was exceedingly anxious to vote for it. Accordingly,
I propoeed various amendments with the view of enabling me
to do so. I believe that the bill in its present form, without
any amendment, was not only well intended, but well con¬
ceived. But I perceive,. and others, I think, will perceive,
that ingenious men have already, to some extent, made a

lodgement upon the public .mmd in regard to it, and diahonest
editors and intriguing politicians have ao calumniated this
measure, that it is to a great extent misunderstood in the
South And I apprehend ita adoption, without amendment,
particularly after what has occurred this morning, would at
the present time, to aome extent, awaken discontent in the
8outh Believing that would be the effect, and being oppos¬
ed to awaking that feeling in any quarter of the Union, I
shall be compelled, moet reluctantly and painfully.if I vote
at all.to vote agaioat the bill.
At the same time, Mr. President, while I thus frankly de¬

clare my views, I feel bound, in addition, to aay that I re¬

cognise and conaider this proposition of the Senator from
Ohio (Mr. Chask) as a proposition to dissolve the Union. I
wish to observe the rules of parliamentary order and decorum.
I wish to aay nothing in unkindneaa, nothing in discourtesy,
aa the Senator seema to act with great conaiatency ; and I have
not riaen tor the purpose of reprehending him, but I feel bound
to declare that I consider this a propoaitioo to dissolve the
Union. No man in the world can doubt that any attempt
now, on the part of the Congreaa of the United States, to
abolish alavery ia the Diatrict of Columbia, if successful,
would dissolve the Union. And, attributing to the honorable
Senator from Ohio great sagacity.a quality for which he is

remarkable.uncommon foresight, thorough maturity ofjudg¬
ment upon the whole subject of domestic slavery in the South,
understanding well his position in the country, his relative
position in regard to the great parties of the country, whether
he intends it or not.and I charge nothing in the way of in¬
tention.I recognise this practically aa a proposition to diaeolyethe Union. I beg leave to aay now, that I am confirmed in,
my impreasion from circumstances to which I will refer. I
am now satiafied beyond a doubt that thia proposition, whe¬
ther so intended or not, and I fear it ia so intended, is of a na¬
ture that the honorable Senator from New York ia bound to
undtrstand, if adopted by this body, must result in a aepara-
tion of these States. Then, air, without characterizing the
intention of the Senator, without calling his motives in ques¬
tion, I should feel myself exceedingly derelict in duty if I did
not denounce this proposition, however interfiled, as criminal
in the extreme, and in my judgment, in the parliamentary
sense of the word, as objectionable, aa reprehensible, aa un-
pardonably reprehensible under all tbe existing circumstances
of the hour. Such a proposition could not be attended with,
good effecta, and must be attended with very mischievous ef¬
fects if successful. But, thank God, it haa no possibility of
success. Faction is at laat driven to the wall 5 fanaticism i»
detached from the politica of the country, aa I think, perma¬
nently ; the enemiea of the Union, wherever exiating, are
overthrown ; the republican institutions established by our
forefathers are gloriously triumphant over all enemies, secret
and open.

1 have felt bound to give thia honest declaration of my
viewa upon the whole aubject, feeling such abhorrence to th©
proposition, under all circumstances which attend it, aa lan¬
guage cannot express. I again repeat that I painfully regret
that I ahall be compelled, under all the circumstances which now
exist, to execute the determination imperfectly formed anhou
ago, which ia to vote againat ihe bill, conceived, aa I air
sure it waa, in the pureat spirit of patriotiam and juatice to
warda all sectiona of the confederacy. And it is suaUined


