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DEBATE IN THE SENATE.
SLAVE TRADE IN THE DI8TRI0T OF COLUMBIA.

Wednesday, September 11.In Continuation.
The Senate having under consideration the bill to suppress

the slave trade in the District of Columbia, the debate w«
continued as followa :

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, in submitting so grave a

proposition aa thi«, I am aware that it would have been no
unreasonabfe demand on the patience of the Senate or that ol
the country, to have asked for time enough to explain the
policy of the measure, and to defend the form in which it
was submitted. But there remain only fifteen secular daya of
this session of Congress, and in my judgment the fame has
come for debate to cease, and for action to go on. For tms
reason I forebore fiom debate on oflering the amendment;
and I forebore, also, because at an earlier stage of the session
I had discussed at large all the principles involved in the
measure. I had another reason for that forbearance.

£peakinfr for *»jrself alone, and imputing no prqadice and
no injustice to others, I may be allowed to remark that the
abolition of slavery any where seems to m> a just and wise

policy, provided it can be effected without producing injury
outweighing ita benefits. Opposition to emancipation in the
District of Columbia, therefore, seemed to me to be a bad
cause, and it is the nature of a bad caw to betray itself.
was not mistaken, then, in supposing that the opposition
which my proposition would encounter would prove its best

"influenced by these considerations, I shall not now address
myself to the broad merits of the question, bufshall be content
with simply adverting to the points which have been made
during the present debate. The first point was made by the
honorable Senator from Georgia, (Mr. Dawsoit,) with the
concurrence of some other Senators, and consisted in the im¬

proper or bad motives which they saw fit to impute to the
author of the measure. Sir, the great instructor in the art
of reasoning (Lord Baon) teaches that it is better always to
answer to the " matter" ofan adversary than to his " person.
The imputation of motives does not fall within that rule, and
therefore it falls at my feet. The measure I have submitted
is either right or wrong. If right, no unworthiness of motive
of mine can detract from its merits; if wrong, no purity of
motive can redeem it.
The second point is that which has been so fully answered

by the honorable and distinguished Senator from Kentucky,
(Mr. Cut,) viz: that Congress has no power to abolish
slavery in the District of Columbia. I find that power in

the constitution, and it is defined by these words : "To exer¬
cise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever over such
district, not exceeding ten miles square, as may, by cession,
of particular States, and the acceptance of Congress, become
the seat of government ofthe United States."
The District of Columbia is that district not exceeding ten

miles square. It has become the seat of the government of
the Sta'es by cession of the State of Maryland, accepted by
Congress. It is of the very nature of the power that it is

"exclusive," and applies "to all cases whatsoever, when¬ever the district becomes, in the manner defined, the
seat of the Government of the United States. This, I
think, is a conclusive answer to the argument of the honorable
Senator from Kentucky, that it is limited by an implied un-

derstanding that it should not be exercised to abolish slavery.
Neither could the State of Maryland make nor could the
United States yield such a reservation.
An exclusive power is that power which is possessed and

may be exercised independently of sll other sovereignties on
earth. Congress, then, having " exclusive power, las
absolute sovereignty, unless cases be excepted in which it
shall not be exercised. But such exceptions are excluded by
the broad expression " in all cases whatsoever."
Those who framed the constitution were fully aware of the

extent of the power which it conferred. Mr. Madison thus
describes it in the 43d number of the Federalist:

.« The indispensable necessity of complete authority at the
seat of government carries its own evidenoe with it. It is a
power exercised by ever)* Legislature of the Union.I might
say of the world.by virtue of its general supremacy.

Yes, sir, it is a complete, not an imperfect power. It is
a power over the District, equal to any authority which capbe exe.-oised by any Legislature of any " State in this
Union," or by any Legislature of any State or nation " in the
world. It is a power described in the philosophy of govern¬
ment as "summum imperium, summo modo".a power,within the region of its exercise, complete, absolute, universal.
Now, every Legislature in this Union, every sovereign au¬
thority in the world, has the power to abslish slavery. More
than half of the States in this Union have abolished or prohi¬
bited it. France, England, and Mexico have abolished and
prohibited it. Congress can do, in the District of Columbia,
what they have done within their respective dominions.

I dwell upon this point only a moment longer. Slavery
within the District of Columbia exists only by the action of
Congress. Instead of pursuing the argument further, to prove
that Congress has the power to make a frtt man, I demand
proof that Congress possesses the power to make a slave, or
hold man in bondage.

All the other points which have bfen raised, apply, not to
the merits of the proposition for emsncipation, but only to the
form and manner of carrying it into effect. 8uch were the
objections raised by my honorable and esteemed friend from
Connecticut, (Mr. Baldwiw,) anil my no less honorable
and esteemed friend from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wiic-thro*.)
It will be seen at once, that thes* objections concede that the
principle of the measure is .ight. Nevertheless, without
holding those gentlemen to tM concession, but leaving them
to judge and act for thems*ves, I shall be content to reply to
them, so far only as to vindicste the plan of emancipation
embodied in the amenflnent. What, then, is the form, and
what the manner proposed ? The amendments declare that
slavery shall forevrf cease in the District of Columbia, snd
that all persons-teld in bondage therein when the act shall
go into effect rfall be free. It directs the Secretary of the
Interior to ptf the damages which any person holding slaves
within the^'8trict shall incur by reason of its psssage, and it
appropri*®8 two hundred thousand dollars as a fund for that
purpose The smendment further provides for an election,
in wl*ch the qualified and competent citizens of the District
ahak express their approbation or disapprobation of the act.
If.hey disapprove, it shall be void and of no effect.

I submit, sir, in the first place, than the plan is adequate.
It will secure the abolition of slavery within the District, if it
obtain the consent of those who are most particularly con¬
cerned in the question. I have not learned from either of myhonorable friends that be is in favor of emancipating the slaves
without the consent of the people in the District, and we
have all heard other honorable Senators insist upon that con¬
sent as indispensable. I do not insist upon it for myself. I
have only surrendered so much to their objections; but if a

majority of the Senate should waive the objection, it would
give me pleasure to modify the plan accordingly.Secondly, the plan is an equal one. While it restores to
the slave the inestimable right of freedom, it awards to him
who, by authority of Congress, has hitherto held the slave in
bondage, a just remuneration and indemnity for his loss. It
is, then, adequate and equal.

Thirdly, the plan is not violent nor capricious, but is de
liberate and prudent; for it makes this solemn transaction
to depend upon a canvass to be continued not less than three
months, nor longer than six months among the people of the
District.

Fourthly, the plan is broad enough. I sm informed bywhat I believe credible evidence that the number of slaves
within the District, as ascertained by the census, male and fe¬
male, old and young, great and small, is about six hundred,and that their value is estimated by those who regard them as
subjects of traffic, as I certainly do not, at three hundred dol¬lars for each person, and in the aggregate one hundred andeighty thousand dollars. The amendment appropriates twohundred thousand dollars. If ihe sum is too great, nothingwill be lost. If it be too small, the deficiency can be now orafterwards supplied.

But my honorable friend from Massachusetts (Mr. Wiir.
throp) objects thst the amendment contains no provision forthe support of the slaves, or of any of them, after their eman¬cipation. Sir, if I could admit that this objection had weight,it would be a sufficient answer that, in the judgment of otherSenators, such a provision would only tend to defeat the ob¬ject in view.

If these honorable Senators think I err in this, let them sub¬mit such a provision, and if it do not embarraw the bill, itshall receive my vote.
But I think the objection itself is not well grounded. The«lave is held in bondage, not for his own support snd for his

own benefit, but for the support and benefit of his master. It
b the slave, then, that supports or contributes to the supportof the master, and not the master that supports the slave. It
is not in humanity Chat it should be otherwise. Relieve the
slave, then, from the support of his msster, snd his whole en¬

ergies will be directed to making provision for himself and his
own family. The instincts of the common nature which be
shares with as will do the rest But you may reply that
these persons sre degraded, so as to be unable to take care of
themselves. , On the contrary, it is in this District that the
institution assumes its most cheerful or least repulsive aspect.
Here, in the centre of the Union, in the capital of this free
empire, the African race hu been held in bondage from gen-

eration to generation, through . period of near two hundred
yeaia. We all trust, we all believe, that the ultimate result
of the tranafer of this foreign population to our own shores is

to be the bringing of them to a condition to support them¬
selves, and to exercise tbe privileges of self-government. It is

a aad commentary upon the operations of our institutions to

say that two hundred years have not been enough to bring
these six hundred persons, under such favorable auspices, to
tbe capability of providing for their own daily wants.
The next objection to the measure which I shall nouce is,

that it is an indiscreet one. This, I think, was the language
of my honorable frieqd from Maaaachusetta, (Mr. Wik-
throp.) The objection impliea assent to the justice ana
wisdom of the measure itself, and takea issue only upon the
time, occasion, or circumstancea under which it is proposed.
It concedes, moreover, that It would be proper at a different
time, on some other, occasion, or in some other circumstances.

Let us see, then, wherein the indiscretion consists. _And
first as to the occasion. One honorable Senator (Mr. Wix-
thbof) says that by supporting it on this occaaion we should
incur the risk of losing the bill itself which is proposed to be
amended, and thus losing the abolition of the slave trade
within the District of Columbia. 8uppoae we do. What
would be the loss ? The intendment before you secures the
abolition of the slave trade, for it abolishes slavery altogether.
When slavery falls, the trade, which is only an incident ot it,
will instantly cease. But the Senator is afraid that between
the two, both will be lost. That cannot happen. The paa-
aage of either accomplishes the object in view.

If the amendment shall pass, you will have a better bill
than the bill of the Committee of Thirteen. If the amend¬
ment ahall fail, you will still have the bill of the Committee
ofThirteen.

But the bill of the Committee of Thirteen is not put in

jeopardy. It is lost, or worse than lost, to us already. If it
had not been, I should not have offered my proposition aa an

amendment. The abolition of the slave trade, indeed, re-
mains in tbe bill ? but conditions have been annexed which
cannot be accepted, and which compel us of tbe free States to
reject the bill itself. One of these conditions is, the convert¬
ing into a felony, punishable with ten years' imprisonment,
tbe act of aiding or favoring the escape of a fugitive slave, or
even the act of harboring a slave with a view to aid his escape.
The punishment already denounced by the law is severe

enough, in my judgment, for an act that ia wrong not becaase
it is erroneous in itself, but only because it is declared by the
statute to be wrong. The second condition which has been
annexed to the bill is the conferring of a right upon the Cor¬
porations within the District to impose conditions upon which
freed men shall be allowed to enter and remain in the Dis¬
trict, or depart from it; in other words, to proscribe free men,
who are citizens of thelUnited States and of the free States.
By the addition of these conditions, the bill has been con¬

verted from a law meliorating slavery within the District into
a law to fortify slavery and proscribe free men. When that
was done my last hope, my last purpose, my last thought of
supporting tbe bill was gone* And yet this is the bill which
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts complains that I
am putting in jeopardy. This, sir, and nothing other or dif¬
ferent from this, is the boon which he says was just within
our grasp, and which I have struck down to the earth. Sir,
when my amendment shall have been rejected this bill will
still remain. I want to see whether he will embrace it, and
take it to his bosom. I shall not harbor it; it would sling
me to death.

.So much, sir, for the occasion. And now for the indiscre¬
tion, so far as it depends upon time and circumstances. I
think it wrong to hold men in bondage at any time and un¬
der any circumstances. I think it right and just, therefore,
to abolish slavery when we have the power at any time,
at all times, under any circumstances. Now, sir, so far as
the objection rest# upon the time when this measure is pro¬
posed, I beg leave to say that if the pretent is not the right
time, then there must be or there must have been some other
time when it would have been or would be right. That other
time must be a time that is already past, or a time yet to
come. Well, sir, slavery haa existed here under the aanction
of Congress for fifty years undisturbed. The right time,
then, has not passed. It must, therefore, be a future time.
Will gentlemen oblige me and the country by telling us how
far down in the future the right time liea ? When will it
come ? Will it be the next year, or at tbe end of the next
half century, or of the next hundred yeara ? When will it
be discreet to bring before Congress and the people the abo¬
lition of slavery in the District ef Columbia ? Sir, let not
Senators delude themselves. I had the honor to submit to
the Senate some weeks ago a proposition to admit New Mex¬
ico aa a State. It was rejected then by a vote unanimous
except my own-'-thoee who were in favor of the measure
voting with its opponents, because it was net the right time.
They said the constitution had not been oflicially received.
It was not a fit occasion. The measure was offered as an
amendment to a bill.

Well, sir, the constitution was officially received yesterday,
and the Senators of the 8tate were in waiting. But New
Mexico, in the mean time, bad been organized as a Territory,
and her State constitution is not even honored with a refer¬
ence. There is no right time, no fit occasion, for New
Mexico to enter the Union as a free State. So, sir, it will
be with the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia.
The right time, if it be not now, will never come. 8ir, each
Senator must judge for himself. Judging for myself, I am
sure the right time has come. Past the middle age of life,
it has happened to me now, for the firat time, to be a legisla¬
tor for alaves. I believe it to be my duty to the people of this
District, to the country, and to 'mankind, to restore them to
freedom. For the performance of such a duty the first time
and the first occasion which offers is the right one. The
people who sent me here knew my opinions and my princi¬
ples on that subject. If I should waive this time and this
occasion, such is the uncertainty of human life and of human
events that no other may offer themselves to me. I could not
return to the people who sent me here, nor could I go before
my Maker, having been here without having humbly, but
firmly, endeavored to discharge that great obligation.

Sir, I can spare one word of reply, not to the wretchcd
imputation that I seek by this measure to dissolve the Union
of these States, but to the argument that the measure itself
tends to so disastrous a consummation. This Union is the
feeblest and weakest national power that exists on earth, if
with' twenty milliona of freemen now it cannot bear the ahock
of adding six hundred to their numbei. The Union stands,
as I have demonstrated at large on former occasions, not
upon a majority of voices in either or both houses of Congress
upon any measure whatever, but upon enduring physical,
special, and political necessities, which will survive all the
questions anil commotions and alarms of this day, and will
survive the extinction of slavery, not only in the District of
Columbia, but throughout the world. Others may try to
save it, by concessions to slavery, from imaginary perils. I
shall still seek to perpetua e it by tendering tbe exercise of
its power equal, impartial, and beneficent to all classes and
conditions ot mankind.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I cannot suffer the occa¬
sion to pass without making a few remarks in relation to
aome of the topics which hate been discussed here in con¬
nexion with this subject, as well as some of the provisions
of these different bills. In my view, a measure of this kind,
whatever may be the design of its authors, will be an aasault
on the institution of slavery; and whether the Senate ahall
pass the bill which haa been offered ai a substitute by the
Senator from New York, (Mr. Scwabd,) or that which was
introduced.not, perhaps, with the same aim.by tbe Com¬
mittee ofThirteen, the effect will, in my judgment, be essen¬

tially the same ; for, sir, it is not in tbe power of the gen¬
tlemen who advocate the latter bill to give ua any guaranties
that legislation will be limited to that bill. It is not the en¬

tering wedge that uaually at once splits the timber into which
it is driven, but it is the sure mode ol its operation which ren¬
ders the final result nearly as certain as if that were its effect.

Let ua analyze the bill which has been introduced and
advocated by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Ciat.) It ia
a bill against such persons aa hawk slaves for sale. I under¬
stand it to be, therefore, against a sla»e merchant.a hawker
of slaves in market overt. Now, can any law be framed by
which you can put down a traffic of thia kind, without reach¬
ing further and affecting much wider interests than those at
which it is particularly aimed ' I think not. I will suppose
a esse* A gentleman comes here with his slave, whom e

may have made up his mind to sell at onoe when he comes

here, or when he is sbout to leave the District of Columbia.
He may have the purpose of selling in a day or two, or in a

week or two ; or, perhaps, he may not intend to sell him it
all, but in the course of events it becomes a necessity forced
upon him to raise money. What is a person in that position
to do with his slave > He sells him, perhaps, to tbe owner
ol his servant's wife, or to one of the hotel keepers here, or

disposes of him in overt market upon the block. Now, when
that ia done, under the operation of this law ipso facto the
slave becomes free, and, under tbe guardianahip of the aboli¬
tionists, will claim his freedom. I do not say he will obtain
it, but it ia a lure held out to the slave, whenever he can avail
himaelf of an opportunity, or, rather, whenever others can
avail themaelvea of an opportunity to claim hia freedom under
the operation of thia law. 1 know that the gentlemen who
advocate this bill have a different aim, and think that it will
have a contrary operation j but we ahall discover that we
cannot control the operation of our own legialation. It will
go further than gentlemen intend, ft will be miachiavous,and, in abort, amount to the confiscation of tbe property of

this description of every man who chooses to bring it here,
and who may offer it for sale.

But, Mr. President, what ia the occasion for any legislation
upon this subject at thia time ? The Senator from Kentucky
telle ua that the inatitution of alavery ia the Dietrict of Co¬
lumbia ia crumbling away under the sure operation of time
and events. Well, then, leave the deatruction of it to time
and experience.and time and experience have their lessons
of wisdom, which admonish us not to interfere with settled
interests, wbicb, if left to time and experience, may ceaae to
exiet. To interfere with thia inatitution may be the cause of
trouble and discord in the action of tbia body, and of the other
branch of Congress ; and it will seriously affect the intereata
of thoae who live in the South, for you cannot limit the ope¬
ration of your action to this District.

. . «It ia aaid that Congreaa haa plenaiy, exclusive, unlimited
power of legialation over thia District. I do not intend to go
into a discussion of that question. 80 far from U, I shall
make but a single remark. What may be the constitutional

Cwer in the caae, I shall not now undertake to discuss. I
ve my opinion upon that subject. But, sir, it is said that

a wn haa a right to burn down hie own house. I suppose
he haa a perfect right to do ao; but if hie own houae ia ao
near the house of another that it will communicate the flamea
to the dwelling of his neighbor, what becomes of hia abstract
right ? He may talk of his abatract right aa much as he
pleases, but be must take notice of hia relations to others
before be exercises it. Yet that ia the power which gentle-
men claim.thia apex juris of the conatitution.-when, if
they undertake to exercise it in any way, they must inevitably
destroy the righta of other people. To auppoas that it will
not be resisted under each circumstance^ ia to aappoee that
a rp«" will suffer his dwelling to be burnt down because
another man claims the abstract right to destroy his own.
You might as well tell me, that fire put in the centre of a dry
prairie, would not extend, by ita own laws, until it consumed,
every particle of grus on which the fliine® could feed* m that
you can abolish the institution of slavery in this District with
safety to the interests of the slaveholding communities around
you. The power.yes, sir, the constitutional power, to
abolish slavery here, is evoked continually. And for what
purpoee ? Some gentlemen say, that though there is a con¬
stitutional power, it would be inexpedient and improper to
exercise it at this time. This discloses the fact that there
are those in this House who have no abjection other than on
the score of expediency. I understood the Senator from
New Jersey, (Mr. Dattow,) and the Benator from Massa¬
chusetts, (Mr. Wibthrop,) and the Senator from Connec¬
ticut, (Mr. Baidwih,) openly to take the ground that, so

far as regards the power, there waa no difficulty \ and with
regard to the time of exercising it, that that was a matter of
legislative discretion depending upon the suggestions of ex¬

pediency. Now, when I am told this, I should be bund,
wilfully blind, if I did not see that this bill, if passed, is but
the entering wedge, and that others will be introduced ¦.

perhaps not altogether upon the principles of thoae who are
the advocates of this bill, but this bill will offer a pretext for
others, and men will be found to advocate them.

Mr. President, this discussion has reached further than this
Senate chamber. The public mind is in a sensitive state at
this time, and I venture to say that, as far as it regards the
six hundred people in this District called slaves.I say called
slaves, for they are hardly so much so as the free perrons of
color called freemen.ryou may compare them with six hun¬
dred of those persons of color called freemen taken indiscrimi¬
nately from any part of the District, and you will find them
better clothed, better fed, more contented and happy, and in
a more natural condition for the black race. The free per¬
sons of color here are in a critical situation 5 they cannot get
bread, and they are hardly known aa a community, except as
the subjects of the tribunals of justice. The Senator from
New York, in the scope of bis philanthropy, ia willing to set
them all free by means of money, but not to give them bread,
and they would not have bread. Why, sir, the negroes that
have been already emancipated in some parts of the United
States have been driven from the States in which they thought
they had a right to take refuge at the point of the bayonet.
And, air, it will be so in this District Why, since I have
been on the Judiciary Committee, I have had occasion to con¬
verse with some of the most intelligent portion of the popula¬
tion, and some of those who were inclined to favor the ame¬
lioration of the black race; but they say that it has come to
that crisis that they have to decide whether the white children
shall remain here or the black. That is an alternative that
will be forced upon them, and the policy will yet be pursued
here that has been pursued in other States.the policy of ex¬
cluding them altogether. And what can you do with them ?
Will you send them back to Africa ? Why, tbey would be
in a worse condition there than they would be as slaves here.
Can you colonize them on any part of the public lands ? I
suppose that has been suggested. What can you do with
them ? It does seem to me like sporting with the feelings of
a free people on queationa which can do no practical good.
Pass this bill, and, even if you could limit it to this District,
it would be mischievous in its operation. But, for myself, I
will say openly, that, whilst I believe the interests of the
black man are better subserved in a condition of bondage than
any other, yet from hereditary feelings on this subject I have
ajways had great aversion to the traffic in, or exposure of,
slaves as merchandise. Still, it is a necessary incident of the
institution itself, and you cannot interfere with it without the
certainty ofdoing mischief. I fear the operation of this bill 1
yet it will pas® in one form or another. If the bill proposed
by the Senator from New York should pass, you will arouse
the people, and make them think, and perhaps decide upon,
their course in defence of their constitutional rights. If you
pass the other bill, it will be but another turn of the descend¬
ing screw, and our people will acquiesce so long as it does
not produce an actual pressure to crush the thing upon which
it bears.

Perhaps, if I were dis[Meed to favor agitation, and to keep
up the angry feelings which have been excited, I should have
sat in silence and let this bill be passed, or any other bill on
this subject 4 bat, sir, my duty to the constitution and to my¬
self have thus far prompted mc to express my sentiments, and,
having acquitted myself of that duty, I have done.

Mr. FOOTE. I rise to apologize to the 8enate and to the
country for having participated at ail in this debate. I cer¬

tainly do fesl humiliated.yes, sir, profoundly mortified, that
I uttered one single word in the discussion of this question.
But, sir, I can explain very readily how I came to do so. I he
Senate will recollect that I was absent from the body when
this amendment was brought forward, and, acting upon inac¬
curate'information in reference to the source whence this pro¬
position originated, I rose up supposing myself bound to re¬

spond to some remarks that were being made at the time that
I entered the Senate by a gentleman who I supposed was the
author of this proposition. If I had known, sir, that this
amendment had originated with the Senator from New \ork
(Mr. SiwaRd) I should not have noticed it at all. I could
not have noticed it, without an entire loss of self-respect.
The PRESIDENT. The Chair will really have to call the

Senator to order. «

Mr. FOOTE. I mean nothing personal. But, with my
knowledge of the histoiy of the times, I could not have done
so. I regret most sincerely that I participated at all in this
debate, which has waked up great excitement here, and is
likely to produce excitement elsewhere, that cannot bt) other¬
wise than mischievous.at least in one respect, by adding, to
some extent, to the diminished consequence of a certain indi¬
vidual. I am for letting the evils of the times terminate as
soon ss possible ; and amongst these evils is the public conse¬
quence of a certain gentleman to whom I am not peimitted to
refer. I wish bim to sink at once to his true level; and I
predict that he will do so, if we cease to notice him entirely
when he undertakes to debate the subject of slavery.
The PRESIDENT. The Senator is again out of order.
Mr. FOOTE. Well, sir, then I will conclude by express¬

ing an earnest hope that those of us who are opposed to any
further agitation of this question, those of us who aie desirous
heresfier of having more quiet, more concord, and being al
lowed to pay more respect to the rules of parliamentary de¬
corum, will refrain from saying one word in reference to any
thing that may emanate from the honorable Senator from the
" Empire State." [Laughter.)

Mr. DICKINSON. I shall vote against this amendment,
but for reasons that I do not recollect to have heard stated by
others. I shall vote against it because I consider it wrong
now and wrong hereafter, as long as the social structure of a

portion of the States rests upon its present basis, and because
I regard it (I will not discuss the question of mere abstract
power here) as against the whole spirit, force, intention, and
good sense of the constitution. This is the reason why I
shall vote against it under any and all circumstances. In
regard to the bill abolishing the slave trade in the District, I
hope neither more nor less will be made of it than belongs to
it. If I wished to war upon the institution of slavery, the
first weapon I should like to obtain would be the declara¬
tion that tbere could be no legislation to regulate it one way
or the other, even to correct acknowledged abases, which it
must have as incidents, like all other human institutions.
I believe the constitutional rights of alavery here in the Dis
trict and in the 8tates will be more folly, completely secured
and protected, when every pratancs for complaint against the
slave trade at the capital of the nation is removed. I know
the delicacy of the interest, its sensitiveness, which is insepa
able from its existence ; and if details an imperfect, I wish
those most interested, the Senators from Maryland and Vir¬
ginia, to devote their attention to the detaila of the bill, and
ahape it so as to answer the parposes intended by it, and at

the same tine not to trench upon conatitutional rights nor dis¬
turb improperly existing relations. If it then meets my judg¬
ment I will certainly vote for it. I believe that public senti¬
ment requires some legislation upon the subject, and that if
judiciously framed it will conduce to the interests of North,
South, East, and West. It will give to the institution the
rights that belong to it, and theae I wish to aee adequately
protected. As to abolishing alavery in the District, I repeat,
in my judgment it is not to be thought of or tolerated under
any circqflMtences whatever, now or hereafter, so long as

society is organized as at present.
Mr. WJJNTHKOP. I perceive, Mr. President, that my

use of thf'word " indiscreet" yesterday, in relation to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevr York, (Mr.
8xWABpJt baa rankled a little in hia bosom. Sir, I would
willingly retract that word. I would willingly acknowledge
that whatever the Senator does is "wisest, virtuousest, dis-
creetest, beet." But my difficulty in doing so at this moment
is in the fact that the honorable Senator himaelf has formally
admitted the charge. He has first pleaded guilty, and then
has gone into an argument to prove hia innocence. The
honorable 8enator rose this morning and aaked leave of the
8enate to do what > Wby, sir, to withdraw his amendment,
because it wee out of tinje, because it was unseasonable, be¬
cause he desired to do that to-day which I deeired to do jester-1
day* togive an oppori unity for passing the main body of this bill
.the two original sections of the bill.before he insisted on

pressing an amendment which be knew must embarrass, if'
not defeat its passage. Well, air, I regretted exceedingly
that the Senator was not allowed to withdraw his amendment
on that occasion. He had admitted aU that I bad averred
with'0g%:$'k and had asked leave to withdraw it ; but the
yeas and nsys having been ordered, and one or two Objec-
tions being made, the Senator was compelled to leave it
where it was. And now, forsooth, no sooner is this settled,
than he proceeds to argue that it was entirely in season, en¬

tirely suitable, that there was no objection to it at this time
or at any other time, and that in using the word " indis¬
creet " yeeterday, I quite overstepped the proprieties of the
occasion. Nay, more, sir; the honorable Senator, some-1
what stung apparently by my application of this phrase.
which I certainly regret if it gave him offence.proceeds to
aigue, by way of retaliation, that I am in favor of this bill as

it stands on your table in quasi committee. He charges that
I was opposed to his bill being substituted for the original
bill, with a view of aaving the bill as it now stands in com¬

mittee, not yet reported to the Senate.
Now, air, I might well charge the honorable Senator

with a want of generosity, with a want* of candor, with a
want of juatice, towards me on this point That Senator
knows perfectly we) that my vote is already recorded against
both the amendmeits of the Senator from Maryland, (Mr.
PEi.BC*.) That £ snator knowa perfectly well that through¬
out my whole course in Congress, in either wing of the
Capitol, I have bee uniformly opposed to all provisions of
law like that contained in the last and most obnoxious of
these amendments. That Senator knows perfectly well that
it is the original bil, aa reported by the distinguished Senator
from Kentucky, wlich I intend to support, and which I de-
aired to save, by opposing the unseasonable and injudicious
amendment which he has thought proper to propose. Sir,
I shall not yield ti the Senator himself in the earnestness of
my opposition to tjie amendments which have been adopted in
committee on maion of the Senator from Maryland; and
I have been anxic isly waiting an opportunity.the only op¬
portunity which < in be fairly afforded.when those amend-
ments shall be reputed to the Senate, to make that opposition
again manifest.

As, however, ^comparison of the whole bill with the sub¬
stitute which has ben offered by the Senator from New York
is now the legitimate subject of conaideration, I suppose I
may be allowed td say a word or two on those amendments.
Certainly, air, I an opposed to the bill as it now stands upon
your table, if tho^e amendments are to be persisted in. I re¬

gard the amendment which authorizes the corporations of
Georgetown and Washington and the levy court of Waahing-
ton county to proscribe, exile, and drive out of their respec¬
tive jurisdictions a certain class of freemen.for they are

called freemen in the bill itself.as utterly unconstitutional,
and aa utterly unjuitifiable. Why, sir, these amendmenta are

of a nature to change the whole character of the measure; and
this bill, in the form in which it standa on your table at this
moment, is liable to be made the instrument of a policy as

odious and oppressive as the very traffic which it originally
proposed to suppress. Instead of being a bill to aboliah the
traffic in slaves, it seems rather about to be made a bill to create
a traffic in freemen, for you allow the two city governmenta to
do what ? To remove, to exile, to drive out from their re¬

spective jurisdictions any free colored persons whom they
shall not think fit to have among them ; and in case any sucn

Crsons should not exactly comply with certain laws or reg¬
ions which may be prescribed on the subject of their resi¬

dence or removal, you authorize theae authorities to imprison
them at labor. And all this on the mere giound of their color
.all this on account of their complexions. Why, the very
jsil, the very depot which has been rendered so odious by this
domestic traffic in slaves, which the Senator from Kentucky
deaires to suppress, may be used for imprisoning these fiee
negroes, and turning tbem into virtual alaves by making them
work for the public service against their will, and for no fault
but that of their skins. I therefore cordially unite with
the Senator from New York in his opposition to that part of
the bill, and shall gladly co-operate with him in striking it
out. But his amendment goes further. It proposes to strike
out the whole bill. It proposes to strike out the two original
sections, by which, and by which alone, the alave trade can

be abolished. I repeat again, that the Senator in this case

risks the substance for the purpose of signalizing himself in
a vain attempt to grasp the shadow. He knows that at the
present sessian of Congress no bill like that which he pro-
poaea can possibly be passed through the two Houses. But,
air, even if it should be passed, what would be the result ?
Wby. if the people of this District.as in my judgment, I am
sorry to Bay, I think they would.ahould vote that alavery
should not be abolished in tbia District at aix months' notice,
and upon the precise terms which the Senator proposes, then
what becomes of the bill for suppressing the alave trade ?
The Senator perils upon the vote of the people of this Dis¬

trict the whole question at issue. If the people shall declare
against emancipation, then we are neither to have alavery
aboliahed, nor the slave trade tuppreaaed. Sir, I for one,
cannot conaent to auch a poUcy. The 8enator may feel justi¬
fied in declaring that slavery shall not be aboliahed here,
unless the people of the District say ao. But I can go
with him in no course, which leaves the suppression of the
slave trade in any degree contingent upon a popular vote.

Mr. President, I would gladly do every thing in my
power to promote the interests and true welfare of the District
of Columbia. I desire to vote for the two original sections
reported by the Senator from Kentucky. I desire to save

those aections, if possible, by voting against all other matters

which may interfere with and embarrass their passage. But
I cannot violate a great principle. I cannot establish what I
hold to be an unconstitutional discrimination between differ¬
ent classes of American freemen, in order to subset ve a mere

local convenience. Aa to the difficulty which has been sug¬
gested with legard to the influx of free negroes into this Die-
trict, wby you have the same meao8 of dealing with them as

you have with all other peraons who come here. If they are

vicious, disorderly, and riotous, as they have beefa represent¬
ed to be, you have all the moral and legal remedies at your
command against vice, disorder, and riotouaness. If they
are vagrants you can reatrain tbem. If they are paupers you
can put them to labor. If they are guilty of breaches of the

peace, or of crime of any kind, you can arrest them on pro¬
per evidence, and impriaon them on due conviction in your
jails and penitentiaries. You have your work-houses for
them by dsy, and your watch-houses for them by night.
And you have, or ought to have, the better aecurity of schools
and churches for their reformation and improvement. What¬
ever you can do for others, you can do for them. And, sir,
I should like to ask what clause there is in the constitution,
and what authority there ia to be found any where, for mak¬
ing distinctions between one class of freemen and another claas
of Ireemen in thia country? It haa been repeatedly asked
here, where we get authority for discriminating between dif¬
ferent classes of property, between slave property and other

property. I ahould like to know where we get authority for
discriminations between different classes of persons.between
different classes of acknowledged frremen ? Where is the

provision in the constitution of the United States > Upon
what principle doea such a diacrimination test ? How is the
aasumpt on to be justified, that a certain claaa of the free peo¬
ple of these United Statea sball not enjoy the prerogatives and

privilegea of freemen, to go wbere they pleaae, and live where
they please, and do what they please, subject only to the com¬

mon snd equal lawa and ordinancea of the land ?
Sir, I have said more than I intended to aay, and quite aa

much aa I deaire to say upon this oecaaion. I am still of

opinion that there ia a good hope of aaving the bil| originally
reported by the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, for the
suppression of the traffic in alaves in the Diatrict of Columbia.
For that bill I ahall vote. I believe it to be a practical and
immediate question, and one which ia capable of being settled
now and at once, to the satisfaction of the whole country. I
ahall, therefore, vote against all amendments that may tend
in my judgment to embarrass or defeat ita paaaage.

Mr. EWING. I am very much at a loea to know what
it ia we are now discussing. The 8enator from Now \ ork
abandoned his amendment two hours ago, and aakod leave of

Ibe Senate to withdraw it. No nun who supports that

amendment objected to hi* withdrawing it. I presume they
~~ not I *nd 'hen what question is it that we are discussing '

Whj, an abandoned question i one" which the mover aban-

wk'' on6 wk'ch nobody or scarcely anybody supports.
Why should we then continue the discussion of the question'
Had we not better rid the bill of that difficulty, and then go
on uud discuss matters that are actually in controversy, or
that tend to legislative action ? I would ask, why not permit
the Senator to withdraw his amendment' What reason is
there why he should not withdraw it} The only one I have
heard is that he will but withdraw it for the present, and oiler

Jt again. Well, if we vote down ths amendment now, and
he chooses to offer it again when the bill is reported to the
Senate, he can do it, and just as well after it is voted down
as after be had withdrawn it. We leave him in precisely the
game situation. Thus we have gone on and discussed the
subject for two hours, and after be has proposed to withdraw
the ame.idment, if we vote it down, the matter stands pre¬
cisely in the same situation as if we bad suffered him to with-
draw it at owe. 1 would suggest, then, with a view to the
furtherance of business, that the objection to the withdrawal
of the amendment be withheld, and that it be suffered to be
disposed of at once.

After some further debate the 8enate adjourned.
Thursday, September 12, 1850.

The debate on abolishing the slave trad* in the District of
Oolumbta waa again resumed.

Mr. 80ULE. Mr. President, I do not wish to interpose
® *?*** obe^cJe to the progress of the bill on your table; nor

will I detain the Senate at anj length on the subject which
calls me op. Daring the course <rf debate yesterday repeated
allucions were made to the ligiflUiioo of Titniieianii Th respect
to the free people of color immigrating thither from other
States, and to the manner in which that legislation was en¬

forced, which require from me some words of explanation.
The honorable Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wikthhof,)
in referring to that matter, read from a letter which he had
the kindness to place in my hands this morning, as the
authority on which rested the information which he commu¬
nicated lo the Senate. That I may not misstate the terms in
which the information is conveyed in that letter, I beg leave
to read from it those lines which concern New Orleans :
" Why, a few years since (says the writer, speaking of the

arrest of tree colored persons) it took place daily at New Or¬
leans, on board ships mooring at the port of New Orleans.

*> hundreds have been taken out of ships sixty feet from the
soil ol Louisiana, on the waters of the United States.for the
river, I believe, belongs to the United States. I am a ship¬
master, and have traded between New Orleans and Liverpool
or many years, and have seen cooks, stewards, and seamen
taken handcuffed from the ships by the harbor masters of each
municipality, whose duty it was and has been to have them
taken to prison. And it is done now in every ihstance of a
tree colored man going into most ports south of Charleston."

Such are the wrongs imputed to New Orleans in that letter.
Sir, it is not my purpose to enter into an elaborate discusaion
of the constitutionality of the power claimed by Southern
States to legislate o^er matters so intimately connected as
these are with their peace and tranquillity. I shall but briefly
'advert to it hereafter. Nor will it be necessary that I should
say any thing of the abuses, the flagrant abuses, which have
rendered indispensable the exertion of that power. If it were,
1 might content myself with stating that they are of a nature
very much like that of which we were reminded the other
day , by the recital of the triumphant parade of runaway slaves
which was being exhibited, while we were discussing here
these agitating topics, in plsces where the least regard for the
constitution might have ensured more protection to the rights
of the masters from whom those slaves had been stolen in
open daylight, and indeed in the midst of crowds assembled
in convention to witness the spectacle.

It is known by whose agency and through what kind of
emissaries such slaves are thus taken away from their lawful
proprietors; and it was with a view to the correction of the
abuses in which those things originated, that the stringent
laws so bitterly complained of and denounced were enacted,
and in some few instances brought to execution.
The power thus exerted by the Legislatures of two or

three of the Southern States is assailed not only on the ground
of its unconstitutionality, but on that of the gross cruelty
which it is alleged marks in most cases its application ; and
the clause in the constitution is invoked which says that
" cozens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges
and immunities of citizens of the several 8tates."

I do not know but that it might be enough for me to repeat
here, what my honorable friend from South Carolina said on
a former occasion, in that peculiar style of his which imparts

t so much cogency to all his remarks { and that is, that until it
be shown that a citizen of any State has been denied any of
' privileges and immunities accorded to citizens in vuri
cunditione of the States where these laws obtain and are en-

forced, the objection has no point, and falls to the ground.
Sir, it seems that the honoiable Senator who started this

objection might have found in the fact that the constitution I
was framed for the joint government of States which, with the
single exception of Massachusetts, were all slaveholding
States, a sufficient motive to doubt that it could have entered
the minds of its framers to take away from those States all
power of discrimination between the races which composed
their population, and to place them on a footing of perfect
equality. That Massachusetts herself never dreamed of so

construing the provision quoted from the constitution, is most
apparent from the fact tbat but a few months after she had
accepted the common compact, and when her sages were still
fresh with the spirit which bad breathed in the councils that
framed it, she passed a law which, in my humble judgment,
bids defiance in point of barbarity to any law that was ever

passed on the same subject in any of the slave States. Here
is that law; it bears date 1788, and provides that "all ne¬

groes, not citizens of any 8tate in the Union, but resident here,
are required to depart in two months, or they may be appre¬
hended, whipped, and ordered to depart. The process and
punishment may be renewed every two months."

But, sir, is there nothing in the history of the State Govern¬
ments of this country but the isolated opinion of Massachu¬
setts, as declared in the legislative enactment just rehd, ex¬

pressive of the construction which has almost invariably been
placed on the constitutional provision referred to ) Yes,
theie is. Such must have been the construction which twen¬
ty-four States, out of the thirty-one which constitute this
Republic, placed upon it, as their constitutions discriminate
between colors and races *o far as to admit to the higher pri¬
vileges of citizenship only white malt persons. And of the
eighteen new States that were admitted into the Union since

w
C°n6ti,Ution WM ^ranned» ' can find but one (the State of

Maine) which has not the discriminating cliuse in her funda¬
mental law. All the others presented themselves to Con¬
gress for admission with that clause in their constitution.
California herself, whose accession to the United States was
so fiercely resisted by Massachuaetts, but whose admission into
the Union was so warmly supported by her representatives in
this and in the other end of the Capitol.California came in
with this obnoxious clause in her constitution; and for the
salvation of my soul I cannot recollect that she, no more than
her preceding sisters, was ever opposed on that ground.

Mr. President, I do not wish to trespsss too long on the
pai ience of the Senate, nor to arrest, by too lengthy a disqui¬
sition on this part of the subject, the vote ao anxiously looked
for by the friends of the bill upon your table. I desire, how¬
ever, to place belore the Senate, ere I am done with it,
another authority, showing that the discrimination between
race* and colors was not limited to the State constitutions,
but has been sanctioned by the wisdom and policy of the whole
country. That authority is no less than the law of Congress
approved January 29th, 1795, being "An act to establish a

uniform rule of naturalization," and which provides that none
but " a free white male person can be admitted to become a

citizen of the United States."
I come now to the facts stated in the letter from which the

honorable 8enator from Massachusetts read on yesterday,
and to the legislation under which they are said to have oc¬

curred. I am happy that I have it in my power to lay such
facts before that Senator as will enable him to correct the
misapprehension under which be evidently labors, and to

quiet bis philanthropic scruples. I take upon myself to assert
that the acts set forth in the letter are unfounded and untrue.

Sir, they cannot have occurred under the i«*s in force in
Louisiana 5 the people of New Orleans are too orderly and

| well behaved to suffer such gross violations of those laws
within that city as the facts stated would imply. I will say,
without fear of contradiction, tbat there is no place in the
whole Union where the police is more active in protecting
the stranger, and in seeing that justice be done to him. We
sc rn there all those petty prejudices which unfortunately
prevail to' such a deplorable extent in other places, and we
tender to the stranger who visits ns a still surer protection
than that of the law, the shield of a warm heart and of an
unaffected hospitality. Sir, such things as those described in
the letter would not b* tolerated a single day, nor a single
hour. They cannot have happened ; they have not happen¬
ed ; and there is not, I am sore, a shipmaster who would
endorse them except the one over whoe* eignatur* they are

TJLS'T?* Thai the Senat. may judge of th* degree
of credit which they de**rve, it will suffice to read from the
ststute book of Louisiana the provisions which regulate the
very matters in controversy. By a law of the Territorial
Legislature of Louisiana, passed in 1807, which, like all
other laws emanating from that body, mast b* presumed to
hare received th* section ol Congr£, ft bprovST 1

, " That no free negro or mulatto shsll emigrate to or setti*

aarrtTOW °f tw° 5 .dn .ritro ^ Satto who shall refuse or neglect to pay the fioenegro or raeiait
give such security to anyimposed by this aet, or wno smu^ g .^ ^ ^̂judge or jortiee ot t l>

territory within two weeks,betound.for
shall be eommit-M^e.T "^1 <?»he itarith and may be aold therefrom by the

rr»
in the territory after the two weeka alureaaid.
Such was th. legislation which obtained in 1MtaJJP*1830. The statute bad remained a dead letter. Huml ed

of those whom it was intended it should exclude from that
State, had been suffered to remain and to settfo *". « "d
it was not until fresh provocations were offered to the slum¬bering suspicions of the Legislature that they thou«ht of
revising the existing laws. Nor did the proton, then
enacted to correct an evil which had grown to the mo*
alarming proportions, show any want erf tenderness for the
interests and convenience of tho« who had .ucceed.d .n in¬

troducing themselves into Louisiana in violation of the law
of 1807. They ware nearly all aMowed a full amnesty ; s»
the new provisions were only made to apply to such *®h
immigrated since 1828. Here are the prov»aions of the act
of 1830:

^ ,"Sec. 1. AU free negroes* mulatto**, or other free person*of ttolor, who have eome into-this State since the first Jay o
January 1845, in vidtatlfeofaa aet ot the territory of Orleans,naasedi tfcslfeh dt AMHI, 1»7, entitled Jto act to preventfhe imnutr ation of firtWn**4 W&>Roes into th* territory
of Orleant, shall and mayle srrested andp^eef>edap.inK
bv warrant before any judge, justice c# the pease, or mayorin5 ThiTstata! and ujon lue proof of the viotat.onqf said
act, &c. kc., shall be ordered to depart therefrom within sixty
dtt- Sec. 2 Any free negro, mulatto, or other free^perwnofcolor, who, having been ordtered to depart from ti.is State,
pursuant to the provisions of the flrst section of dirs aet,.shall,jyfeer the period assigned for h»a departare, be foand in any
pariah in this State, all, such free negroes, &c. found withinthfa State, in disobedience of such an order of departure and
removal therefrom, ahall be liable to be bet^ any
court of competent jurisdiction,.or before any J«dge,
of the peace, or mayor, and upon due conviction ot h*T,°S
disobeyed an order of departure or removal, as providedfor
in the first section of this act, all such free uegroes, mulattoea,
and other free peraons of color, shall byaaid court, judge,
iustice of the peace, or mayor, be sentenced to one year s im-

«h.rf l.b»r>
free person of color, ordered to depart from this state pursu¬
ant to the provisions of the first section of this act, shall be
convicted of a disobedience to: si*horderjmdimprisonment as hereinprescribed, all .IfKiVtvshall be held aud bound to depart from this State in thirty
dav s after the expiration ot their imprisonment -r and on failureS'd.^Ti.khia'Uid t)tirt, *»%
ob due proof of a failure to depart from the State, aa herein

court,judge, STmavor be sentenced to imprisonment at hard labor lor lite.
S. AmK.negroet,mulMoei,other

of color who ahall come into this State as seamen attaohed to
.««1 or m cook, steward, or in any other capacity, and

who shall not depart with said vessel, provided she
for an outward voyage, and if not, or is from any circumstance
incapable of or not destined for departure, shall not depart
withm thirty days from '.his State, all such tree negroes, 6tc.,
so coming into this State, and not departing therefrom as con¬templated in this section, shall incur tKer.11'^section of this act, and be proceeded against aa directed by tne
first and second sections of this aot.
" Sec. 4. If among the free persons ol color who are sub¬

ject to depart from this State there are any who hold property,
6cc they shall, on proving the same before the acting governor
of the State, be allowed from him one year from the promul¬
gation of this act," kc. ks.
And now, Mr. President, what is there in the provisions

which I have just read that cannot bear comparison with the-
statute passed in 1788 by the Legislature of Massachusetts
Upon whatground could that State complain that the Legis¬
lature of Louisiana had transcended her constitutional powers
in passing her prohibitory laws * Are the gnewnces stated
in the letter introduced here basedion any f>actv'h',t J*borne out under the provisions of those laws Where is ihe
least authority conferred on any body to takeseamen, cooks.
and stewards out of ships lying sixty feet from the °f
Louisiana? Why, sir, they are allowed to remain as long
as the ship on board of which they came remains in port, if she
be bound for an outwaid voyage ; and if not destined for such
a voyage, or in any way prevented from performing it, such
colored persons as may have been brought on board of them
are allowed thirty days before they sr. required ^depart, andthen only, and in default of their duing so, can they^be sub¬
jected lo the penalties denounced by the rtatute. Besides,
even when found delinquent, they can only be arrested and
proceeded against by warrant. And, in connexion with this,
kst me remark also that it is no part of the duties of the harbor
mastois to issue or to execute warrants of arrest, and that,
therefore, the statement that hundreds have been taken out
of ships by them, handcuffed, and taken \nto custody, is aa
unfounded as the other allegations in the same paper are ma¬
licious and untrue. I deny them all. I deny them most em¬
phatically. The letter contains no reliable statement; fonts
author stand# convicted of unmitigated falsehood, as far as tka
facts by him Bet forth are made to rest on the actual legialation
of Louisiana, and on the manner in which it is enforced in
New Orlesns.

It has also been said, upon the authority of I know not
what certificate, that twelve hundred colored aeamen were
taken out annually from ships arriving at the port of New
Orleans and thrown into prison. May I not be permitted to
cast a glance over that certificate ?

Mr. WINTHROP. I said nothing about any certificateto that effect. I merely said that a statement of that sort had
been mude to me some years ago, which I hsd fo°n^ "Vmy files. It was msde to me by the keeper of a " Seamenus
Home" in New York, who seemed to be very »>teM««eot on
the subject, and stated doubtless that which he thought to
be true.

. , .

Mr. SOULE. And is thst the source whence the honora¬
ble Senator would expect to find truth, and which he disdains
not to cover with the folds of hi. Sens.orial mantle There
ia not a word of truth in these statement..not a word. I pro¬
nounce them absolute untruths. The honorable Wor muK
now percei*e how grossly he has been deceived; and. while Iexonerate him fully from all intent to propagate these abject
calumnies, knowing them to be such, he will thank me, I am
sure, for redressing his judgment upon them, and foi. rehe -

ing his sympathies from the agony which they seem to have
¦uttered on their account.

.

Sir, I had not intended to dwell so long on this most un¬
welcome topic of debate, and I will end what I have to «?
by expressing my deep regret that it ha. at all been intro¬
duced here. That Massachusetts should revive at this day,
under the circumstances that surround us, what constitutional
scruples she msy have entertainfd with respect to the matters
alluded to, after she had suffered them to slumber all the time
while seventeen new Slates were coming into the Lmon
with that most obnoxious discrimination, and when she might
so appropriately have indulged them in procuring the repeal
of such of her own laws as were blotted with it, betrays, I
am afraid, that there are yet latent and sore energies in the
spirit of hostility so long entertained against the bouth by cer¬
tain portions of the North, which no hecatomb of our r.ghts
would moderate, nor even the passage of the so called peace
measures entiiely consume and exhanat.

Mr. BERRIEN. Mr. President, in consequence of a
statement made yesterday, by the Senator from Massschu-
aetts, I find myaelf under the necessity of offering a brief ex¬

planation to the Senate. That statement relates to the laws
of certain Southern States, to which he has referred. At e

having denounced the proceedings under these lsws as

abuses, he proceeded to speak of certain evidence m » pos¬
session of the facts stated in the paper, to which 1«. referral.
Among this evidence, the Senator either produced or '

to a certificate given by a keeper of a house for co or

men, or colored persons, affirming, if my recollectio
as to numbers that there were annually impnsone

^Orleans twelve hundred colored seimen. Th
correct me if I mistake.

. .t:m-teMr. WINTHROP. I believe that was Ithejstimrt .

^Mr. BERRIEN. In Charleston, tbewf were
^five hundred imprisoned annusHy;!"-.* '|jw. j*owdred , and in Mobile a number woich I d-otjeco.l« . No^,sir, that statement, *

M,ion which is now corn-States in .he di-cu-ion of*.
by lhemanding univer* .ttentio , j^vowbi .f ,he authority,from Mas*chusett^ i

^ the indl,iJuai making theot question as to
affirmance of that authority--""S bv the act of .reaeotation. For. «r, unle« th.

c
°r

f m Massachusetts gave credit to the statement, it"""SnJrJISS** he would have offered it to the
consideration ^>1 the Senate of the United States, iuth.|da-of a question so grave as this. I am required. Own.
on the pert of that people.my constituency.to me*t th«
statement presented by a Senator in his P^e. and which
coes into circulation throughout the United States under theiLlied sanction of that Ssnator. This is to me a very un-nlJasant task. I have pleasure in vindicating my constituents
from any imputation so faH foul, and calumnious asthiai*»


