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S P E E C H

MR. HUBBARD, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE,
IN SENATE, MARCH 7, 1836.

The memorial of the Society of Friends upon the subject of the abolition of 
Slavery in the District of Columbia, and the question as to the proper mode 
of disposing of it, being before the Senate—

Mr. HUBBARD submitted the following remarks:

Mr. President: The Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
Swift) who has just resumed his seat, has inform-
ed the Senate that anti-slavery societies within his 
own State—particularly within his own immediate 
district—have greatly multiplied since he left his 
home in November last. It may be so. I pre-
sume the fact to be as stated by the Senator; but 
whether these societies be few or many, does not 
disturb my conviciiois; it is matter o f little con-
cern to rue. 1 cannot for one believe that they 
can contain such a portion of the good, the 
wise, the prudent men of any nonslnvcholdivg 
State, as to endanger the order and repose of the 
community. There will be no occasion, Mr. Pre-
sident, for the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Brown,) as he stated, to leave this capitol 
with any apprehensions that the moral and intel 
lectual power of New England is not sufficient to 
correct and to maintain correct public sentiment 
there upon this all absorbing subject, f

It is, s r, upon the moral principle, upon the ge-
neral intelligence of the North, that i place my 
confiding reliance. It will prove abundantly suf- 
fioient, unless 1 gready mistake the signs of the 
times, U> put down excitement, to restore tran- /jo llity.

Yet, sir, I cannot, l will not say, that these 
things are not calculated to give alarm to southern 
men—the owners of slave property—those who 
live in the midst of a 6lave community. The very 
statement of the Senator from Vermont does not 
tend to calm their fears—i.o bring pence to their 
troubled winds. The daily occurrences—the in-
formation aoming to them from various sections— 
the events which have transpired since we have 
assembled in this city—the very agitati n of this 
subject here, growing out of the proceedings of 
our constituents, one and all, arc calculated more 
or less to disturb the confidence of the South in 
the security of their rights, 1 his very morning, 
Mr. President, I have received information that the

Presbyterian synod of Ohio ha?, by a majority of 
the presbytery, determined to shut their pulpits 
and to close their churches against preachers 
and professors who are not the avowed friends of 
abolition. These passing events cannot fail to 
produce a most unfavorable effect upon the own-
ers of slave property in slaveholding States.

In those sections, every thing is involved in 
the issue and final determination of this question. 
Their peace, their prosperity, their safety i.s put 
injeopardy by the movements of the abolitionists.
I am not then, Mr. President, at ail surprised at 
the feeling, the alarm which some of our southern 
friends have manifested upon this subject. Yet, 
sir, 1 cun assure them that all will end well—that 
their rights cannot in reality be endangered 
through all the influence which can be exerted by 
all the force which the abolitionists can command 
in all the free Slates. There is an abiding virtue 
among the People, which will come to the rescue. 
The sentiment of the North is sound upon this 
subject; ami whenever occasion shall demand— 
whenever duty shall call for action, our southern 
friends may rely upon the force of that sentiment 
to put down all opposition.

Mr. President, the remarks of my honorable 
colleague in relation to this matter, and which 
met with mv entire approbation, seemed to ren-
der it unnecessary fur me to add any thing more; 
and it was my intention to have given a silent vote; 
but since this subject has been under the con-
sideration of the Senate; since the question as to 
the fit mode of disposing of this memorial has 
been under discussion, i have received a petition 
purporting to be signed by sundry persons resi-
ding in one of the interior towns in New Hamp-
shire, asking for the abolition of slavery in this 
District. And, from this circumstance, \ have 
been induced, with all the attention, with all the 
consideration which it was t/i my power to bestow, 
to examine this whole subject. I have endeavor-
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i  ed to examine it with candor and with fairness* 
certainly with a mind free from any prejudice 
against the petitioners. Although I have no ac-
quaintance with a single individual whose name is 
affixed to this petition, yet I know they are a por-
tion of my constituents, ai d as Mich are entitled 
to my respectful consideration. Certainly as such 
they have a right to demand at my hands a deli-
berate examination of, and attention to, their re-
quests when communicat. d. And, Mr. President, 
with a knowledge of the relation which sub-
sists between the representative and the con-
stituent, and of all th£ -obligations of duty 
growing out of that relation, 1 have fully ex 
amined this subject, and have satisfied my own 
mind what course l ought to pursuej how 1 
ought to treat this petition, and how I shall 
feel myself bound to act witft reference to the 
petition which I hold in my hand, and which 
has been forwarded to me fiom a portion of my 
constituents; andJ to all others of a simihff charac-
ter. 1 cannot sgKee tb lend my aid in any way, 
directly or indirtclly, in furtherance of the object 
contemplated by the petitioners. To abolish 
slavery in this District, in my opinion, would be 
unjust, impolitic, inexpedient, even if the mea-
sure itself were practicable. But in my opinion, 
the object contemplated would be found alto-
gether impracticable. What I mean to say is 
this, that if  you should be able to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia by a positive enact-
ment, you would not thereby emancipate those 
who are.now held in.bondage in this District. My 
position is, that we never, can by-our legislation 
make-the alajve a free naan, without the consent 
[>f the owner, within the Jimitsof this ten miles 
iquare. I *hall endeavor to illustrate this posi-
tion, before 1 conclude my remarks. As 1 have 
>rought my mind to the conclusion that l ought 
jot upon any principle to grant the prayer of the 
jetition of mv constituents, I must state at length 
he conddera'ion* which have induced that con-
dition, It is due to them, it is due to myself, that 
he grounds of nriy objection should be fully and 
explicitly stated.

What is the prayer of the petition now before 
is? What do these memorialists ask at our hands’ 
The fallowing extract from the paper itself clearly 
hows:

“ That, having long felt deep sympathy with 
hat portion of the inhabitants of the&s United 
Mates, which is he’d in bondage, and having no 
loubt that the happiness and interests, moial and 
>ecuni«ry, of both master and slave, and our 
photo community would be greatly promoted, if 
he ine«timable right to liberty was extended 
equally to all:”

“ We therefore earnestly desire, that you will 
•naot such laws as wilj secure the right of free- 
lom to every huinau being residing within the 
lonstitutional jurisdiction of Congress, and prohi-
bit every species ol traffic in the persoas of men, 
rhicU is inconsistent in priacipl-, and inhuman 
a practice, as the foreign sUv© trade.'*

In the petition committed to my charge, the 
ame le-tding ideas are advanced.

44 They consider the toleration of slavery in the

Distinct of Columbia as inconsistent with justice, 
humanity, and Christianity.”

And tbq petitioners ask, “ That Congress will, 
without delay, pass a statute to aboli h imme-
diately, slavery in the District of Columbia: to 
declare every person coming into the District 
free.”

The manifest object, the direct purpose of a'l 
these petitioners h , to emancipate the slave-:—-to 
liberate those who are held in bondage within this 
District. The first inquiry is,can this purpose be 
accomplished? can this object be effected by the 
llgUMive power of Congress’ In other words, 
will the abolition of slavery in this District—will 
the destruction of the slave trade by an act of 
Congress,make one less slave in thecountrv? My 
answer is no;you cannot,by destroying that traffic in 
this District, destroy the relation of master and 
slave: you will not-, by abolishing slavery in this 
District, thereby diminish the ^number of slaves, al-
though you may possibly lessen the number of 

: master*. Admitting for argument, that the to!-’ 
eration <>f slavery in this District is inconsistent 
wi*h justice; admitting that it is the bounden 
duty of Congress to p:\-s, without delay, a statute 
to abolish slavery within its limits: admitting 
that the slave trade is opposed to every feeling of 
humanity; yet, by doing all that the pefrioners 
ask, they will not thereby “ secure the right of 
freedom to every human being residing within 
the constitutional jurisdiction of-Congress. They 
will still have occasion to feel deep -sympathy for 
that portion of the inhabitant* ofthe United Sta’fes, 
which is held in bondage.” The petition rs have 
not asked fi r any inteiference of Congress with 
slavery, as it exists in the States. th e y ’disclaim 
every intention of any such interference. They 
do not hesitate to deny to Congress, the constitu-
tional power over this subject within the States.

If then the grounds which are assumed by the 
•petitioner* for the abolition of slavery and of the 
slave trade within the District of Columbia he 
lrue—if every consideration which they have urg-
ed be matter o f fact—yet tile object which they 
have in view cannofibe obtained, if all is done 
which they rcqnire.

It woul 1 seem, from the zeal which charac- 
teriz.:* the proceedings of the abolitionists, that 
slavery in our country is confined to the District 
of Columbia; that it exists in no other parts of 
this confederacy ; that if slavery can be abolish-
ed here, the slaves of our country become at once 
freemen; that their involuntary servitude is at 
once changed for the blessings of constitutional 
liberty.

According to the official enumeration, the slaves 
of our whole country amounted in the year 1790, 
to 697,697; in 1800 to 896,849; in 1810 to 
1,191,364; in 1820 to 1,538,064; in 1830 to 
2,010,436 Between 1790 and 1830, this de-
scription of our population has more than trebled-

The whole population of the country in 1790, 
was 3,927,827; in 1830 it was 12,856,407; having 
a little more than trebled within those periods. 
And it appears that the iucrease of the slave po-
pulation of our country has been nearly equal to 
the increase of the free population within the 
same periods.
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In 1830 the slave population of the District of 
Columbia was 6,050. The whole population of 
the District was at that time 39,858, leaving a free 
population of 33,808. . •

In 1810 the s'ave population of this District was 
5,595. The whole population of the District was 
at th it time 19,783, leaving a free population ,of 
14,388 at that time. It follows from this state-
ment, that while the free population of this Dis-
trict has mure than doubled, the slave population 
has been only increased a few hundreds.

H6w has this been produced! The general in-
crease through the country of the slave population 
has been equal to the increase of the free popula-
tion within the same periods of timo.

This effect has been in s >me degree produced 
by the (re qoent agitat on of this subject in other 
sections of the Union—in the free States of this 
cor.fede a y. The reiterated applications to Con-
gress for the abolition of slavery in the District of 
Columbia, has given to slave property here a 
character of insecurity; a degree of uncertainty, 
both as it respects its tenure, continuance and du-
rability, which must prevent its increase to any 
great ext. nt. Is it not most apparent that by 
abolishing slavery you will not emancipate the 
slaves of this District? Is it not also clear that 
by the destruction of the slave trade you can pro-
duce no such effect’ We may compel,by our le-
gislation, masters to sell their slaves; we raav drive 
from ibis District those whs are held in bondage to 
less desirable sections of this republic; we may 
change the p ace of traffic from Al-xandria to Rich-
mond; but we shall not set free one solitary indi-
vidual now bound to servitude; we shdlnot bet-
ter the condition of the slave. No; we shall make 
his condition worse; we shall rivet still stronger 
his chains; we shall, as it respects the present 
slave population of this District, do an essential 
injury to them. I!y the abolition of slavery here 
we shall unavoidably, hut inevitably, coerce the 
slaves from their friends—from all those early asso-
ciations which are near and dear to them. Can 
any one suppose that if we should abolish slavery 
in this District, without the consent and against 
the will of the owners of slaves, that they will ac- 
•quiesce and submit to s ch a proceeding? No, 
Mr. President, the action of Congress upon this 
subject would induce every slaveholder to sell 
that description of his property to the planters of 
Mississippi or of Leu siana. I am no advocate of 
slavery; for nearly (orty years it has entirely 
ceased to exist in New Hampshire; but it does 
exist, and constitutionally exists, in other States 
o f this confederacy: it also exists within the limits 
of this District; and it is h?re that the memorial-
ists seek to effect the abolition of slavery. Under 
the clause of the constitution giving power to 
Congress “to exercise exclusive legislation in all 
cases whatsoever over this District,”  it is contend- 
cd that we ought, against the consent and without 
the will of the owner, to deprive him of his pro-
perty Slaves a.e held here as individual, per-
sonal property.

It is far from my purpose to go iu'o any conside-
ration of the extent of the legislative power of 
Congress over this District. It is upon the ground 
of expediency that 1 oppose this proceeding. It

is because the people of this District, whose inte-
rests are to be affected by this movement, ask no 
legislation of us upon this subject, that I oppose 
it. It is because I regard it as an officious inter-
ference on the part of the abolitionists with the 
rights of others, with which they have no com 
certi, that 1 oppose it. It would be regarded ai 
the worst species of tyranny for Congress to anni 
hilate, in auy one of the States, any one desci ip 
tion of property, without the consent of the owner 
And is it not equally so for Congress to interfen 
with slave property in this District, against,thc wil 
of its proprietor? It was this principle which pro 
duced the American revolution. It was the en 
aclment of laws—the imposition of parliamentar; 
edicts without the consent ot the colonies—it wa 
taxation without representation, tin t first put th 
ball of the revolution in motion.

1 cannot entertain any doubt that the measure 
proposed by the petitioners are fraught not onl 
with the most imminent danger to public peace an 
to public order, tending, in my judgment, not onl 
to undermine the foundations of this confederacy 
to rend -sunder the bonds of this Union, but al 
tending to destroy the rights of individual prone 
ty—to jeopardize the safety, the security, th 
happiness of the slave population within this Di 
trict.

1 would say to the petitioners—to the pe> 
p'e of the north— to my own constituen 
who seek the abolition of slavery in this Di 
trict, that every consideration of public pnlic 
every sentiment of common justice, every leelir 
of just humanty, call upon them to consider wi 
their ways; to stay their dangerous course; to aba 
don that which cannot be obtained, but tne agit 
tion of which, at a time like this, is productive 
the most deadly and destructive consequences.

“  The evil that men do, lives after them; T 
good is oft interred with their bones.”  .

By abolishing slavery in this District, which 
all the petitioners ask; by providing that slave 
shall no longer exist within its liarils; we sh 
not, we cannot effect the emancipation of t 
slaves w ill In the District; but tile effect whi 
would be produced upon slave property, in t 
States of Virginia and Maryland, could not fail 
be of the most injurious character.

The States of Virginia and Maryland gran 
to the United States tiie territory now constant 
the District of Columbia. They are both sla 
holding States. At the time of the cession, 
slave population of Maryland exceeded one h 
dred thousand, while that of Virginia was nei 
thr e hundred a id fifty thousand. Ar.d can it 
supposed that those States would set apart a I 
tion of their domain for the seat of Governmi 
if they had supposed that under the clause of 
constitution to which I have referred, Cong 
would ever undertake to abolish slavery.in 
District, so long as slavery shou'd continue to 
ist within their limits’ Never, sir; no, never.

Such an interference on the part ol Cong 
wou’d be ill bad faitli—against th". spirit ol 
compact—a violation' of that understanding w 
must have subsisted in those States which c< 
to us this territory. On that ground 1 will op 
this proceeding, so long as I shall have the at
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between the master and the slave; if they are in-
tended to exhibit the general conduct of the 
one, and the sufferings of the other; if they are 
intended to paint the weal of the master and the 
woe of the slave, they are most deceptive and 
most libellous. It has been my fortune to have 
formed some acquaintances with slaveholders, 
both in Maryland and in Virginia. 1 have visited 
their plantations. 1 have seen with my own eyes, 
and heard with mv own ears, sufficient to enable 
me to sav, that these prints are most deceptive. 
Sir, it would be but an act of justice to add, that 
more warmth of feeling, more ardency of attach- ' 
ment I have seldom seen exhibited in my own 
section, than 1 have ssenupon these plantations 
between the master and slave. It has been my 
privilege, since 1 have been in Congress, occasion-
ally to have visited a plantation not ten miles from 
this District, upon which lived two bachellors, 
the only white persons I believe upon the plan-
tation, surrounded by forty or fifty slaves of 
different ages and sexes; and from the oldest to 
the youngest, I never discovered the slightest dis-
content; all was confidence—all was peace. I 
asked how this general appearance of happiness 
anil contentment could Be accounted for? The re-
ply was, all their wants are supplied: they are all 
well fed, well clothed, well taken care of in sick-
ness and in health, that no instance of cruel 
and barbarous treatment would be tolerated; that 
public feeling,common sentiment would put down, 
render execrable and odious, that master who 
should attempt to exercise any undue severity 
over his slave. There is then a false philanthropy, 
an unwarrantable feeling governing this whole 
matter.

There is more poetry than truth, more fancy 
than fact, in the tales and pictorial representations 
of the abolitionists.

to understand, and physical power to enable me 
to act. Abolish slavery in this District, and you 
make it the asylum for every runaway negro 
in the country. You change the character of 
the black population from better to worse—you 
make this also the resort of free blacks, the 
abiding place of that colored population, who 
readdy could be excited to do every mischievous 
work to the safe enjoyment of slave property in 
the adjoining States. They would be employed 
as fit instruments by the designing and mad fa-
natic, to carry distress—dismay—desolation— 
among the 'people of Virginia and Maryland.— 
While the owners of slave property in the ad-
joining States would be greatly annoyed and es- 
sentiilly injured by the abolition of slavery in this 
District, yet, if it has ever entered into the calcula-
tions of the abolitionists that this would become a 
safe and secure retreat for the fugitive slave, such a 
calculation would prove vain and delusive. The 
framers of the constitution have been more just to 
the rights of individuals, than to leave this descrip-
tion of property at the rr.ercy of such fanatical 
T his District can never become the den of fugi-
tive slaves fi om any- of the States. The consti- 

' tution provides that, “ persons held to service or 
i labor, who shall Hee into another State, shall be 
1 given up on claim of the party to whom such ser-
I vice or labor may be due.” If the constitution 
1 has watched so cautiously to prevent the protec- 
( tion of runaway slaves, it couid not have intended 
i to vest Congress with power to establish an asy- 
■ lorn for such persons in the District of Columbia. 
'  Will any man assert, be be abolitionist or anti- 
F abolitionist, that, in comparison between the free 
F blacks and slaves in a slaveholding country, the 
" advantage in condition is in favor of the former*
1 Can any man say with truth, that the present state 
• of the free negro population of the north is more 
1 desirable, unless it be in the enjoyment of per- 
1 sonal liberty, than the slave population of the 
jsouth? Mr. President, it will not be pretended 
‘by any man acquainted with the subject, that li:e 
‘character, the condition, the comfort of the free 
blacks are superior to that of the slave. It cannot 

'be pretend 'd  that, in the adjoining States, they 
are as well fed and as well clothed as the slaves 
‘themselves. The race of free blacks in a stave- 
Iholding country is more debased, more degraded, 
"less controlled by the sympathies of our nature, 
more desperate, and more abandoned than the 
blaves themselves. I well remember of once 
being told that you could nof use language, in 
la slaveholding country, conveying in terms a more 
•severe and humiliating reproach to a slave him- 
Welf, than to call him “as bad as a free negroe.” 
l\nd as fir as my ow n observations have extended, 
a would not blame the slave for resenting the in- 
ult.

tl To excite our engagedness in this matter—to 
Simulate our r e d —to induce our speedy action, 
Ve have had sent to us the most gross and sharne- 
kil pictorial representations of slavery, as it is 
taid to exist in this District. Sir, I w ll not stop 
*> inquire, whether individual cases exist, or have 
xist. d, meriting the character given to them by 

fcjese prints. Ilut if they are designed to give 
true representation of the relation which subsists

“ Oh! judgment, thou art fled lo brutish beasts,
" Aud men hate  lost their reason.”

Aboli-h s'avery and the slave trade in the Dis-
trict of Columbia—w e shall not thereby diminish 
the number of slaves in the country; we shall not 
in the slightest degree check the traffic in that de-
scription of property; but we shall not only bring 
evils upon the slave population, but we shall 
bring evils upon the free w hite population of the 
country.

Mr. President, one of the great evi's to be ap-
prehended from the agitation of this subject; cer-
t ainly from any action of Congress upon it, is, that 
the slaveholding States will find it necessary for 
their owu security, to drive, by positive enact-
ment, or by the f  ree of public opinion, every free 
black from their own dominions. They will find 
that population dangerous to the peaceable and 
secure enjoy men: of their slave property. Ano-
ther effect to be produced by the w ished for ac-
tion of Congress in relation to this matter, is, to 
fill the rich valleys of New England with the 
free black population of the sou'll, and there to 
compete with her free labor. This, sir, is an un-
avoidable consequence, if this course is pursued, 
if tlijs project be not abandoned—a consequence, 
sir, which would be most deeply lamented—a 
consequence which every son and daughter of 
New England would regret.
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Such a state of things would lead to great poli-
tical evils; would put to hazard our dearest and 
our freest institutions. I hope never—never to see 
the time when the hardy yeomanry of New Eng-
land will find themselves surrounded by a black 
population, in no respect congenial in habit, in dis-
position, in principle. Can it be possible that we 
can contemplate such an event with any other emo-
tion, but that of deep sorrow?

“ Breathes there a wretch, to shame so dead,
Who never to himself hath said,
Tills is my own— my native land?”

Mr. President, I would conjure the abolitionists 
to let this subject alone—to be at peace—to give 
up their policy, fraught as it is with mischiefs, 
dangers, consequences, of the most alarming cha-
racter. Tlu-y can gain nothing: they may lose 
much that is dear and most precious to them, and 
to us all.

In the course of this debate, we have been often 
reminded of the importance of this subject. Im-
portant, I admit it to be, in every point of view; 
important in its character—important in its conse- 
sequenc s—important to the tranquillity of the 
South—no 1: ss important to the honor of the 
North—important to the slaveholder—equally im-
portant to the holder of any and of every other 
description of property. In my opinion, it is a 
subject of the highest and deepest importance to 
the perpetuity of our free institutions—to the 
preservation of the Union itself.

It has been sa'd that this question must and 
would mingle itself with the politics of the day. 
It has been said by a distinguished Senator that it 
would be mixed with the approaching public 
elections. Sir, l was sorry to hear that declara-
tion. It too plainly asserted, that those who hap-
pened to live north of a given line would be re-
garded as unworthy of political trust, from the 
mere fact that they resided in anon-slaveholding 
country ? Such a sentiment illy compot ts with the 
magnanimity, the love of justice which has uni-
formly characterized the South. What would have 
been said, Mr. President, by our southern friends, 
i f  we o f the north had objected to those who have 
filled the highest office in the republic for forty 
out o{forty-tight years of our constitutional ex-
istence, that they wt re not entitled to our sup-
port, to our confidence, because, forsooth, they 
were slaveholders, and live d in a slavehold ng 
country? I leave it for them to give the answer.

The question then put to the American people, 
was, “ was the candidate qualified for the high 
trust?” And notwithstanding the evil forebodings of 
some,the same question will be repeated to the 
American people so long as the confederacy shall 
exist: Is the candidate honest, capable, worthy of
confidence? Upon the answer to be given, will 
depend h:s success, be his residence where it 
may—north or south of the Potomac.

Mr. President, the sentiments of my own State, 
the sentiments of all New England upon the sub-
jec t of slavery in the abstract, are well known. I 
do not, on this occasion, deem it necessary to ad-
vert to them. I cannot regard it as matter of im-
portance to make them the subject of discussion 
at this time. My purpose is to allay an excite-
ment which has already become fearfully dange-

rous. It is no objeet of mine to add fuel to the 
flame. It is the leading desire of my h art to 
bring back repose, to restore peace to the trou-
bled mind of the public. 1 would not then, un-
necessarily bring before the Senate, matters w hich 
are foreign from the subject immediately claiming 
its consideration.

Mr. President, I have said all that 1 have to say 
upon the character of these petitions; the object 
of the abolitionists; the entire inability on the 
part of Congress to accomplish that object, even 
if all is granted that they demand at our hands. 
I have offered all I have to offer upon the conse-
quences which would result from the adoption of 
the measure demanded. I have stated the effects 
it would produce upon the slave population; 
upon the slaveholding States, and upon ourselves; 
the inhabitants of the free States of the Union. 
One question remains. How shall the Senate dis-
pose of this and of all similar memorials? The ho-
norable Senator fiom South Carolina has moved, 
in effect, “  that this memorial be not received ” 
This he regards as the best course; as (he one 
more calculated than any other to check the 
course of the abolitionists; to do away—effectual-
ly to destroy, this spirit of fanaticism. His gene-
ral object and my own are the satue; and that is 
to silence this restless, meddlesome, interfering 
disposition; to induce the abolitionists to be con-
tent; to mind their own business, an t let the busi-
ness of others alone. But is the mode suggested 
by the Senator from South Carolina the best 
mode for accomplishing these objects? I think 
not. What are the grounds upon which the Se-
nator rests his motion? First, that the Senate 
has no jurisdiction of the subject-matter.

I will not undertake to discuss the question as 
to the right of Congress to legislate upon this sub-
ject within the District of Columbia. T h it is not 
my purpose. It is foreign from my object. No 
such discussion could have any profitable tenden-
cy; no Mich discussion would tend to produce, 
here or elsewhere—in the south or in the north— 
harmony, confidence, submission. A directly con-
trary effect would he the inevitable result of de-
bate and ofaction uponthis proposition. I« not the 
honorable Senator perfectly aware that this is de- 
bateable ground? The petitioners themselves 
think differently. They believe this subject is 
clearly within the jurisdiction of Congress; and 
among the members of this Scmte a difference of 
opinion prevails upon this subject It is perfect-
ly manifest that there does not exisk among the 
people of the country a union of sentiment on this 
point. But even if the memorial c mtemplatcd an 
object which, in the opinion of this body, infringed 
the constitution, it would be<i want of policy to 
r& fuse to receive it. On this ground, then, the 
petition ought not to be kept oftt.

A second ground taken by the Senator why 
this memorial should not be received wa*, that its 
language is not respectful to a portion of this 
Union. 1 admit most frevly that whenever peti-
tioners undertake to attack the integrity of this 
body, whenever they presume to reproach the 
Senate, jt becomes our duty, the common 
principle of self-preservation demands, that we 
should at once refuse to receive such a memorial*
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whether its object be constitutional or unconstitu-
tional, reasonable or unreasonable. But this is 
hot that case. The memorial speaks not. of per-
sons or portions of the Union, only as connected 
with the subject matter; it uses no language re-
proachful to this body; and 1 would not ou that 
ground refuse to receive it. A third giound taken 
by the Senator is, that the memorial speaks of a 
grievance with which the memorinlUts have no 
concern; that they are not residents within the 
District of Columbia, and are in no way injured 
by the existence of slavery in the District. The 
memorialises think otherwise; they believe that 
this District’is peculiarly under the jurisdiction of 
Congress; that it is the seat of our national Go-
vernment; that the citizens from every portion of 
the confederacy resort here for the transaction of 
their business; they know that slavery exists 
here; they believe it to be their duty to ask for its 
abolition within this ten miles square.^ I would 
not then, on this ground, refuse to receive the peti-
tion.

What reasons should induce the Senate to re-
ceive this memorial?

First, a refusal would impair and abridge the 
right o! petition—an inherent, an inalienable right; 
a right existing before the conf deration, guarded 
and protected by our constitution. It U not my 
purpose to discuss at length the right of the 
People to petition Congress for h redress .of what 
they regard as grievances. That right has been 
fully considered and most ably sustained, by those 
who have preceded me in this debate. It has 
been regarded, and justly regarded, as the founda-
tion of popular governments—governments de-
pending for their support on the virtue and intelli-
gence of the People. This inherent, this inde-
pendent right of the legitimate sovereigns of our 
country, has been viewed as essentially necessary 
to preserve in purity the true relation between the 
representative and the constituent. I can add 
nothing to what has been offered upon this subject. 
I fully concur in the views which have been ex-
pressed upon this point by the S en io r from New 
York, (Mr. Tallmadge.) But, sir, it is contended 
that this right of petitioning would not be im-
paired—would not, in eff ect, be abridged by the 
adoption of the motion of the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina.

The Senator from Georgia (Mr. Cuthbert) says 
that it is not proposed or contemplated to pass 
any law inhibiting the right of the people to peti-
tion Congress; and hence he argues that a vote 
not to receive the petition cannot affect that right. 
Can this be so* h i t  notan infringement of the 
right of the people to refuse to take their peti-
tion? '1 he people may assemble peaceably—may 
discuss their grievances— may talk over the 
grounds of their complaints. They may come to the 
door of this hali.with tlu ir petition asking relief. 
They may have it placed upon the table of the 
Secretary. They may have it read in the hearing 
of this body: and although its language is unex-
ceptionable, yet the Senate by the exercise of 
its power, will refuse to receive it, to place it on 
our files. It may direct its officer to carry back to 
the people their petition, and to say to them, tee 
cannot receive it. But would it be possible to con-

vince the American people that such a course 
would be no abridgement of th tir right to peti-
tion? Would it be possible to satisfy the plain, 
common sense yeomanry oftlie cou ntry ,that i t would 
be no violation of their right, for us to refuse to 
receive from their hands their petition? We can* 
not do it. ;

Say not to the people, if we would have peace 
within our borders, that they shall not come up 
here with their complaints—that tin y shall not 
a-dc their public servants to receive the expression 
of their will—that we, their representatives, 
will turn a deaf ear to their addresses. No one 
thing could be clone more fraught with danger. 
Sucii a step would be more fat-d to pubFc order, 
more destructive to public peace, than any other 
step which we could take. Such a decision would 
be most disastrous in its effects—would add fuel 
to the flame—would multiply these visionary fa-
natics—would enkindle a spirit which all the pru-
dence and power of the Government could not 
control. 1 would not, Mr. President, refuse to re-
ceive tlvs memorial. I would never say to peti-
tioners, we will turn a deaf ear to your complaints— 
no matter whether well or ill founded—real or 
imaginary—feelingly or unfeelingly de?c*ibed.
It will never do to drive from the doora*f our le-
gislative halls, the sovereigns of this land; it would 
be unjust, impolitic, and contrary to the spirit of 
our institutions.

The Senator from Louisiana says that there is 
no essential difference between the motion of the 
Senator from Carolina and the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. Sir, there is a very 
great difference, in principle and in practice. 
The one notion seeks to keep out of the Senate 
this memorial, while the other puts it iuto the 
possession and under the control of this body. 
Both of the Senators from Mississippi will rote, as 
they' say, for the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina, because it is the strongest measure. 
The strongest measure! Sir, what is the strong- j
est measure? Is it not that measure which pro-
duces the strongest effect? Is it not that measure 
which makes the greatest possible imprecsion 
upon the public mind* Is it not that measure 
which tends more than any other to influence the 
human conduct?

Mr. President, I wish to vote for the strongest 
measure. I wish to give such a direction to this i 
subject as will produce an abiding effect upon the 
public mind—as will check this spirit of fanaticism; 
and willingly woul 1 I vote with the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, did not his motion, 
in my judgment, infringe that inherent, that inde-
pendent right of the people to petition Congress 
for redress of grievances—could 1 regard it as the 
strongest measure. But, sir, it is not so. The 
vote of the Senate last year declaring that, in the 
then posture of our affairs,with France, “ no legis-
lation was necessary,” the vote of .the House of 
Representatives, declaring “ that the terms of the 
treaty ought to be insisted on,” were strong mea-
sures. They produced a strong eftVct from the 
unanimity which prevailed in both, branches; and 
the influence, the effc ct, the impression upon the 
public mind in relation to the matter now before
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us would be greatly increased by the united, com-
bined and undivided vote of the Senate.

The motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania is, 
“ that the prayer of the petition ought to be re-
jected ” And is not this the strongest possible 
measure? What do we say by agreeing to this 
voie? Your petitions we have received; we have 
well considered your requests; we have weighed 
the reasons for and the reasons against your ob-
ject; and we have come to the conclusion that we 
cannot grant the piayer of your memorial; that 
you ask wnat we cannot give; that considerations 
of public policy, of justice, and of right, have 
convinced us that we ought not to lend our aid in 
the accomplishment of your purpose. Would 
not this be a strong measure? and if it could be 
sustained by the unanimous vote of this body, 
would it not be the strongest possible measure? 
Clearly so, sir.

Mr. President, the lime has arrived when there 
must be something done, and done by us, the re-
presentatives of the States and of the people, upon 
this all-absorbing amt difficult subject of slavery. 
We are cal led upon by every consideration of 
public policŷ  and of public duty; we are called 
upon as the constitutional guardians of the rights 
of the people, to act—to act prom tl) —to act effi-
ciently. It will no longer do to remain passive. 
Memorials, addresses, petitions, come from too 
many sources for us any longer to refuse action 
upon them. 1 am free to admit that there is im-
minent danger involved in the principles and in 
the ptact ce of the abolitionists; l am free to ad-
mit thit their course and their conduct merit the 
severest reprehension; yet, sir, if we receive their 
petitions; if we consider their subject matter; if 
we vote to reject their prayer, I cannot doubt that 
they will he deterred from prosecuting furtl er 
their purpose. There are moments when delu-
sion itself will lo e its control over the mind;

t

when morbid philanthropy will fail to stifle the 
voice of judgment; when argument will produce 
effect; when right reason will govern human con-
duct.

A portion of the abolitionists are governed by 
religious fanaticism, or pushed on by a love for 
distinction. A much larger portio i of them are 
honest in their views, but ignorant of the tenden-
cy and effect of their movements. The latter 
class are desirous of doing thei** duty, but by 
an undue influence, and from a want of informa-
tion, are prevented. Uy adopting the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, we cannot fail to 
satisfy this class that they are engaged, if not in an 
unholy, in a most unjust crusade against the 
rights of others.

Mr. President, I will close my remarks by giv-
ing to tjie Senate an extract from the oroceed- 
ingsofa respectable meeting of my fellow-citizens 
in my own immediate neigi.borhood. I offer it as 
the best evidence of public sentiment and of pub-
lic feeling in my native State.

“  Much excitement has prevailed in this St^te 
in relation to the existence of slavery in the 
southern portion of the Union. And, in the opi-
nion of ih's convention, the Constitution of the 
United States reserves to the slavehoMing States 
the orig na! right to the exclusive control of the 
servile portion of their population- And the pre-
sent excitement in the northern states, got up by 
fanaticism and morbid philanthropy, and based 
upon an ignorance of the true condition of the 
slave, the cha-aorer of the master, and of the rela-
tive rights and dudes of the origin*! members of 
the confederacy, has b cn seized upon by wicked 
and corrupt men with a-view to divide the demo-
cracy of the worth and south, and sever tl e union 
of tile States: and, in nor belief, the course of the 
abolitionists, if persisted in, will le i l  to a di solu-
tion of the confederacy. ”
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