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making demand for such delivery are different.
propetiy demanded by the executive of the State
« boess violated. The f;u:uvd i not made on the
. s sctually gwiddy, for the Consthution i
P—:.: eharged with treason, felony or other
delivered up ; t‘?-"!!l'! a8 h-w:& diwen Lot
jesn than o legal accwsation bakse some
% or officer. A charge of rrime I.-, mere Ll
samerthon, & CIATE it the urwspaper, oF anYy charge in “,z

Pt due Judicial procending, o oot i charge whic
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T o0 charged with orinw slinll he delivered up on
‘Jl’-:' eascutive suthority of ihe Etate from which be

hl'"ﬂ"' imjunetion ; but who ever har contended,
ey that the Executive of & sister Aiate oan nuter Lhe
New-York, and, of bis own authority, seise aod carry
Juriediction & prre thos charged  snd thet, too, witis
procrss froga an, of uur own State anthorities, sither
Judicial? Such » thing in s preposterous, snd e
vl of Stote Rights, that the uadersigned bas
bt it bas been attempted. The peteon cherged
st e delivered up by the ssseus aid the powitive
Btate where he way be frand. No Siate would
moment an invesion of its sovercign
removal of any person within ke lmits, except
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and of U.!."JU’JH,—.HQ“‘
prity Tamuissl nery wo have re-
for & decimon upfavorable to |iber

ived of the habres mftw
m delivared o Blavery
uh;hdnnbk ompe

iy treasary bes beal wynandered for par
Ty b tI: nf.gu -pd:d’mm h::

& cinimant . ™ . rven
.cl’wl’.hwhvndrhw from m-ﬁh‘-é&mr’&-m

eracy, et for avy thie grmes of the lawe of the
Btates w heee they woen bt b muse they bad i eor-
reapoudenee frends ot homee, of with Lae press io disant
Btates, vapresesd thelr dislihe of the slave o estein at the South, or
relnted somre startling fact that fell under © -y ows obarrvation.
Can it, then, be regarded as w matter of or

ment, that thees aecumalated wrong and cutrages sbould excits
sowe parthons of our own o1 Can it be matter of setoulsh-
mant, that they should appeal to the soveie on Legidatare of the
Btate of New York, by petition or by B to throw aditions)
safeguards and secnrities sround the pere ol i
itamte of & Froe State ' What, though they more we
can grart T Thes men are pot traitors, nor the snemies of rivil
ar meisl order. Our demouclations shouid be first butled a2
thome real forw to the prblie peace, and to the Conatitation aud
the Union, who, armed with power and filed with ineclence,
proudly trasuple i the dust the very priveinles of the popalar Hb
ertien, [ these petitions we may  pardon svmathing fo the apirit

The n .{ rity of this committee affizm, = their report, thet the
Lug tor the passnge of t ot Dot scting o lgoo-

partirs sa
ragww of the pationsl aws and Co ol and toere
iwuseed 19 leave room for

re tow. well Ruown sied ton pener

any wich conclusion.  But undersignen, while Iy ewterm-
g the ve ubehed ability of the b norable Senators who
have given senctiot 1o that repart. bege beave 1o differ most redi
enlly and totally from the above conclonon.  That shocid
disagree upon the meaning of the Constitution, or & sacute, 8
uot wtrarge, but comapor.  Buch dissgreement srises o our fa-
midlint diveussions efsock subjects, in cur pialstive debates, at
the firum, atd even among the occipeuts < the highest seat of
Justice.  That these reapectable petitioners should differ, on such
o pies, from the members of thie . Tany wot

by b expected

Thore nre several logal propesiticns cou'slned in the majority
regart, frown which the undervigned toully disseats ng
them more En-l{ uproustitutional thar any propesition (o be
frund in the bill which it denounces.  Ome of these errors is ewm-
Braced o the fullowing extract from that report:

“ The laugage of the Court, inone of the cases sbove ciad
that *The Constitntion of the United Staten dors pot confer, but
*wecure the right to reddeim fugitive elaves agaiue Erate inglsls-
“tiop,’ puts this question upon ite troe ground.” * ** It i no lew of
gk State, if i a0 provivon of the Conslitution that makes or

rurrenders a slave |, it is the law of the Biate where it is created,
“ with which rests alone this responaibilit,

The underwigmed believes that no seui see can be extracted
from the opiniona delivered o the Dred Beott case, by sny of the

the delivery, scoouciy: A persan who i
jwared ; and, thirdly: ‘lla- persal of tieg thet bs

10 be delivered up on demand of the Executive,
sws that there is somne person or magistrate who
10, and of whomm the demand must be made.

rto be amythlug B the letter or the nature
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ufwul in apother State, ::E:h requires of

ootatiuction us o his wery. Danlel
own opinion fo bey that this clause of the
be executed by the action aud law of the
runawsy sbould be dirovered, and that it did not
of power upom the General Government.  The
. W , aa thus declared, would resuit in this,
om on this subject is constitutional, and Con-
on the subject contrasenes the Conatitution
ueation, the construction put upon this clauss
iid seemn more o harmony with the conetito-
strlet ounstroctionists, who am very unwill
mea with a grant of power which is nowbers

ment to the Constitution declares that ** The
wd 1o the United Btates by the Constitution,
it o the Siates, are rescrved w the Biates re-
he prople.”
spparently imposaible, to extract from the
defivery of fugitives elther from justice or
t of power, even by I.mg‘[’l::dkﬂ. bn |atier
Htates—the one, from which the fugitive has
nto which be has fled. 1t aleo expressly re-
the furmer Biate, as being the tenure by which
or service is held ; and 1o the lsws of ibe latter, a8 ot
harge such tenure. It mentions the person
ot service may be dus under the laws of the
doclares that ou bis clatm the person s held shall
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or & thing on claim, most clearly shows
-rdh!;‘:;m Il umdﬁ. and m'" wome
tribuna!, which must necessarily try the question
w0 clalmed has io fact cacaped, whether be is
Iabor under the luws of the Buate from which he
hethier such service or labor fs dos o the clalmast.
haud, the clause in question doss Dot o
7 to the United States, o, uis the other baod, it
f any power to the Btates; snd ln that case, it
sw, by the very terms of the tenth ainend-
recited, that tﬂn power [ question bs reserved to the

the "

r, Webster on such & constitutionsl question
one, but one long vonsidersd and deliberately ex-
Mﬂm, with legal ¥ w"h:‘:ilﬂ the just m-l::
interpretation, wppenre o well wuppor the text

of the m.m,u, that its n-mmu --Iﬂd e & matter

Buch interpretation, also, barmonizes with the terme
practical construction of the precodiug claise, misting to
tion of perwons charged with crime.
to this view of the question, it may be replied, that
ebster afterwards surmendernd his couvictions, aud ylelded
the opposite view, that Congress doss possess the power of
loglalation o this subject. But it dows not » r that Mr. Web-
wter ever ctl:n s m:rn- convicthon, ;J.lhﬁ; 2 hnho;uul:’nnm hl“:
jndgment general comprumise of LB, for t ymeut
several other Jess enlightensd men. 11 be had in ty changed
1 wonld by 1o mesas follow thai the public should all
thetr own cpiulone, & inlly w0, if blte sbould
that Mr. Webster wan right before he bimeselfl underwent

tiop.  Thore have beeu several modern instasices
of emtvent public men chauging opinfous, while the public st
bave very obstinawely declioed to adopt sich chaugs

s quite t to the wnexeited Oliserver that it woold

bave beon far better, and more productive of puace aud kindly
sational sentiments, if the Courts bad origlually sdopted and
firmly adhered to the saine tnterpretation of the same worde in
thees two oansecutive olauses of the Coostitution, regarding the
1 ﬂnqz.dfu {tdves from Justloe wnd fugitives from servios. And
it will be ‘hmlt task to satisfy honest and sulightened pu.rln
sod sinoe the more fecent exhibitions of judivial in-

b the difference of sonatruction {:l. upon the
words s not the result of s fneerest, a'hins und & de.
b: o the wrmidue which shindd enrobe

W

whether, {15 pokut of fast, such surrender should be made
ot by the Federal suthorl o conourtently by
is wed g i this olsuse which enooureges, extends,
paturalises Blavery. 1t is not saxy to peroelve how s thing le
advanoed by belug retirued, or how its utwand K-zm. and
are guarantiod by enfaelug it back wio the Sate from
may oscaped.  This bs aue of those curious and
paradoxical notious, the -Imnti!g‘ul which nesds uo illustration.

A m {nstance will sxhibit the unsou

ciple: 1“. mm has under hls oo 5 the Gworgisn
law, sn A w, The Afriean is ** held to service snd
to the (heorgian, under 'j'lv lawn al'r;hn Brate, l‘l.'hhu;,p-;t:

1o be the proprivtor or the ow uer of the man of oolor,
m;.r-ﬁ'm loww of liberty, rune awsy from his
in like manner aa the celebrated Captaiu John Smith,
the founder of the ooble Biate of Vieginis, onos ran
from his Turkish master, whom, with much ireverence of
w, b ' Inlled"” most lterslly, before bie es-
the gootleman from Georgln pursaes bis lwototive
tmto the State of Mamschisetts, and by virtue of the
of these United States, the colored man (s delivered
up, when found, 1o the claimant ; be is taken hack, with all the
forms, to the sov of in. e all
for bis retum extended Blavery to the far Weateru
1 Has it extended ﬂl.u;i? into “any Territory what-
1 The thon is merely ridiculous, and the proffered
mu‘ olalming to be statesmen or judges cannot
redentn such vagaries frum the to which com-
sense conslgns them. 1f the return of & slave d
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recialming the person escaplig from serv- |

judees, which is more autly uncoustitutemal and more subver.
wive of the rights of the Brstes and of the poople, than this, Tt ls
thie very doctrine by whinh Slavery expec's o be rarried, .
divial leginiation, nto our entire pational domatn. I
trine by which she threstens o force herself ot the Free States.
t find & lodpment and & mart in the heart of our own metropolis.
According to this idea the right to reclaim {igitive siaves againat
Btate [onslation, mark these words—aGa! 5T BTATE LEGISLA-
rioN—{s not comferred by the Comstitution; that ls, it exists
without wven the aid of the Constitution, and thar, too, ageinss
Htare legiation. The Constitation, if thiz be true, secures that
Hpit : in other words, sanctions that right | sot it lea + which
exiate outeide of the pational compast.  Cooaegoently Biate legls-
lation could not, even if the sonstitational clsase were pot lu ex-
istence, prevent, all ita , fourte or L]
the sutry into our owt State limits of the master
et (h4s doctriu the und his

Agniust thisdoct the unde =1,/ 0 his solemn 3
i hl':’...n. name , in the m-mmum "f'.."::.
name of the Free States; in the name of Siate i in the
vame of the Constitution.

The majority report slso contaive thess wards:

“ We need niot cite authority to show ti-t the Supreme Court
of the Urited States is competent to pass = the constitutiooal-
iY of & Inweof Congress, sud that the dectaion beeomes the law
of the land. 3o far, then, as this bili seeks to overirow sopy
Erm"uh:o of Inwa of Congress held consti: .nnal by the Buprems

jonrs of the United States, it Is revoluticnary,”

To oo much of the preeeding an nssers that the decirion be-
comen the lawe of the land, the undersigned totally dissents.
derigion beoonses the end of the coutroversy betwn

ating parties | it ends thelr lawauit, and CEPCULIOT
udgment rendered | but vo declsion beeor s a law
ut::; in any "‘""';élc;“-l:-‘“ whatever ]t will A
b prod i, B 1 uhlic, sa stronger or weaker
d!l-re of what the Court :nuid be likely to do ina
sgein before the Coort; but It is not the lew of the L.
does the Constitution snywhers declare 11t the declelon of
or of any, Court shall be the law of the land. If It were
taw of the land the Court conld ot decide in other casee against
it, because toe Court caunot alter fue luw. Jus dicers non jue
dave Is the rule that binds all Courta; to doclare what the lsw ls
§n the case before them, not to make the low, A Court makes @
daciston, but does uot sake the la

vo fornes,
{u pursuft of kis

resgectively to the President, Congress and the Judy
As officers of l[lﬂl;llﬂdjﬂrmhl."ﬂm
of theirs not clearly sanctioned by the authorty by
which they are created is utterly void. In this reepect,
onr Congress differs wost essentially from the English
Pertiament, 'That hedy has ofien been prononnesd
“ompipotent.” It is absolnte; for there is po power
to cotitrul or stay its progress.  Hevee it hes beoome &
maxim, “ Parluimentum omnia potest,” Far different,
however, is the theory, whatever mav be the growing
practice, of our own, Our whole Government i &
creature of the Constitution—as much = 8s & justice
of the pesce s of the law of the State. With the
single exception of the larger powers grarted to then,
the Judges of the Supreme Court of the United Bintes
are on precisely the same footing ae our justices of the
peace.  Io this respect, Lhe Goverument of & State, in
all its bravehes, end in every respect, s infinitely so-

rior in dignity to that of the United States, The

ate Government is absolute, exeept 8o far as (ts
power is restrained by the Constitution.  The Govers-
ment of the United States is & non-epistrnce, eX0ept so
fur as power s expresely * delegated " by the Cooste
tution.

There are men, and some well-meaning men, who
are continually blurting oot their determination *' to
abide by the compromises” of the Constitution; and this
phrase has become & kind of palitical watchward and
party meke-weight, whenever the influence of Mavery
18 peeded to carry & Union election,

What do those who nse this phirase mean by it 7 1
know of nothing to which it can be applied properiy
but to those constent ** comprotnises,” by which F:ct-
dom is, little by little, slanghtered on the ahar of
Klavery. At the formation ot the Copstitntion, certain
differences of oplpion existed between the members,
the more difficult and distracting of which—the forma-
tion of & Sensie—had po relation to Slavery, These
differences were all finall u&ium-d. or, in modern
elang, “compromised.”™ H’:n e whole history of that
Convention shows that there was no ‘' compromise”
demanded or granted in relation to the clagse abont
delivery on demond ‘' pervone held to serviee,” but
that the whaole matter was dis of with entire har-
mony. The Conetitution was formed sod sdopted, and
every man who now holds, or has held office, haa
sworn to support that instrument. Does, then, the
affirmation to abide “"the eompromises” of the
Constitution mean hinr different from abiding by
the Copstitution! Certainly, in the minds of :ﬁm
whao nse it, for they would not be guilty of the folly of
using such a cireumlocution, menning nothing.  What,
then, does it mean! 1f it mesns one whit more, or
one whit less than we have all sworn—namely, (o su
port the Constitution—then it means rank treacon. To
me, the oh#_:l and dexign of the phrase scems evident
enough. e Constitution eays nothing directly of
Slavery. It gives Congress no puwer ever it, except
to supprees the traffic in slaves. But the progresa of
events bas demonstrated that the interest of that loath-
some practice peeds for its fartherance, and even for

ite anent existence, the interposition of Congress
in ita behalf. As this interposition conld not be ob-
taived, by virtue ot any delegated power of that

Constitation, which we have sworn to support, it be-
came to foist in to that instrument, by hook
or by crook, s meaning snd power which its plain lan-
gnom does not import, Hence the radicals, who
w adulterate the pure fountain of onr country’s
happiness and security, coined the smooth but treach-
erous phrase, and announced the doctrive that they
would sbide by (not the Constitution. Oh, no!) but

the ** com wes” of the Coostitntion,
In the Report, the ** Lawe of Congresa” and “‘the
provisions of the Constitution” are so jumbled together

that a plain man would !_}I{pﬂ” them to masn preity
nearly the same thing. ¢ doctrine of the report, so
far as 1 understand it, is, that the laws and the Consti-
tution are equally solen:nly binding upon us sll, and
suy resi e to any law of Congress is treason,  This

.
The Supreme Court of the Indted Birton have (o
{nwtances reversed their own solemn decimions. They have de-
cided one case oue way, and afterward Lave, ou further cotadder-
ation, decided the same case the other ws e first dacision,
though wrong, wes still the law to the pastis before the Court;
but when the second decislon cate, 1t ceased to be longer re
ted. This in what in declared in the Consitution iteelfy
This Conatitution, and the ws of the United States which
 akull b nnde i purmance thereof, and all treaties mede, or
“which shall be made, under the suthority of the United Btates,

“ ahull b the supreme law of the land."
au to the e~

We do ot fin d, o the
thow that & judicial decision between A and B fa or ever waa the
Jars of the land. This would clothe the Supreme Court with
mare than Papal infallibility, and eetablish among us & new forls-

dirtion, like the iron code of the Medos and Persinne, that ¢

nl-'

1+ in undoubtedly troe that the Fugitive Slave act bas csused
grest 1l feeling in the Northern mind. Thaee are many people
who doubt the Contitutionality of mauy of its provislons, snd
many others who doubt the whole of it. Thess o ulous are by
oo ieuns confiued 10 la; , bt _are ente by very ab
members of the legn] professdon. There s no doubt whelever
that it suspends the writ of Aabear corpus : evidence of that
finct is contained in the majurity report of tils Comumittee, [o the

followd 1

“ An‘;"lt in Furlhn declared by said sction that soeh certlfi-
cate "—referring to the Commislonen’ cenificate for the return
to slavery of the prrscn claimed—"" shall be durive of the right
of the pereon or persons lu_whose favor granted, to remove such
tate or Territory from which be sscaped, and
an or persons by any

AGISTRATE, O SUY per

fugitive 10 the
sha!l prevent all molestation of wsuch
process imvued by any Court, Juber,
sop whatsoeyer,
Language could not be made plainer than this If wo process
o reach & peison thus beld, asniied by any Court, Judge ov Mag-
vateate 'Iurw’- an the process of Mabegs corpur he brought Wnte
it
he Coustititlon, on the other hand, declares as follows: ' The
Alegn of the wilt of Labens corpos shall not be waspended,
en ol sebellion of lvasion, the public safety

"

an
" may requite it

How, then, without s violation of the Constitation, in & time of

acr, When rebellion of fnvesion docs uu e oty can the privi-
lear ot thin sacred vorit be suspended sl totally ai:ru.-h-l'

ore 15 6t Amother unooustitutious] eud most dasigerous doc

trine sdyauced in the majority report, w.dch lothia, that the
sriny aud uavy He st the disposal of the President as bis ordinary
means 1o execute the lawe, “This is boldly seserted fu the report
a0 eitahlished authority. Onthe contrary, the army and navy
oannot be this employed io the States for the execution of ju-
Afoinl provess, excopt in such emergencies as Gougress have su
thorised the use of them.  The friends of sopnblican government
may be purmitted to hope that the tme o Iar distant when us
vien or armies shisll he 3‘.-mrd to move ot the Preddential pod,
and enter within the State jurisdictions for such 8 purpose.

The supplemental report of two of the Coumittee closes with
certain words, marked as 8 quotation: ** Au irrepressible conflict
“ hetween the North sud the South ;" and the public, from thet
cAroumstance, with its evideut allusion to s dis mmiml lates
man, may be rmmll‘&-kd i attribute thet expression to him.
The two wembers of Committes are, however, mistaken
themselves v this respect.  The irmeprosiibie confliet toned
by bim was betwees (w0 privoiples, two systems of labor; and
he never said there was en irrepressible conflict betwesn the
North and the Bouth. X

igued has trested the subject in hand st fer

, then, aleo, does the return of & felon extend felony . aud
pnﬂu‘ reesuing, the return of a trsltor netiouslises

with the formation of the Constitution, the
Congress of oonfoderation, & law of
in the Territories. Every inch of the Federsl
wade free by set of Congress, and with the
nathon. members of that Congress
delegates, ho seate lu the Constitu-
& hearty cononrmanoe the
and there wus s geoersl and pub-
only in {ts territories,

cious tnfiences of
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is 88 certain fact s, or ever was, whether
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of anclent or of modern times, that Slsvery was looked upon with
P il the men of our Rev uu.«wh rind.  That
they att w it in every possible wehod, sad looked
to Jts not distant extermiuation, That sentiment o road

athy C jons, mod i every clause of it which bhes

ly, in the
-E_Hw in Bla oonnected with our Constity
. L] I ol /
tocal Y further contidered.

MODERN CHANGES.

, to be disguised the op of the
our Coustitution are not acknowledged by the men
w-&-md the Federal Goverument. The na-

wmhan!ptﬂmdkélh.lndwuﬂ
of instances by the tives. A uew
b the € b been |
without the obeervaace of those condi-
which are coutained in the o
of the chief exscitive offioe bave
of usurpations ou the one haud, sad of derelictions
rous to liberiy, ss those

bas been [n Executive (nflusnoes, the integrity of
\a members e Tarre e tomptations of oflioe ssd of
emolument.  The vest and corre which

pliug
millions of the public teasure at its disposal, bas
been exaried by the Exeoutive wm"b:
extend the inatitution of Ihwr%_ over the wi
of T b

e rribories. @ yudges  have
on guestions Dot Peguinng ::r
this ove s .

3

sidered, it ordes 10

ollos ﬂw’_‘m*‘;“ 1 eusc of the Fred

£X] lous bave departed from our shofes in

",I.tuu with the ardout coaalvauce of the Pres

sttack snd plunder the neighboriig people, with whom

m-d‘mnl prace, for the svowsd purpose of cxtending

inoorporating pew Slive States it the Lion. The

of the United Statos loft hie seat tn the Scuste aud

1 ra‘ armed bande of men, and marche i martial arvey

s Territary, to dofest by fofoe the will (ol wishes of the

ob-bas, for the sune nefarioos porposs. A grest

was clossd to Lhe passags of sl », a4

ww;u shagws 10 arrest B oa om, while botels,

and public hridges were b i destroved by

“Wm- upder the weal of State sud the
mangal of the L.

’Cﬁ B the dndignant voke of the people

thrrugh the ballonbox, bas been able sven by check the ferocity

ol the popuinr Lberiies, by depriving them of

the House of Regevesntativios to ofect wha

vy b min f0 the minds of many think

mﬂemmmt Fatos, su tense hatrad of the

bas thus exbibited ite tatuml wadencin It hae

provocations as Chewe that even wen of moders-

vent to their (repressible fudiguation. They

the lanuing dostrise e 2irm jodicially sunouncsd from

that Slaverw ke usthosal—thet the Coustite-

t:"h?m“ of ite own orce Slavery ioto all

y have withewed o rant sttempt upon

of ons awn Ilu'o'nm\hmn.t;v teunnit of slaves

metropolis sy 4 v for men Fhey have sean

the orwel aid lubsman vxecithon of the Pagi-

the indigustion of the wticeus. They bave

sieed and sugendercd to Lalwe ololmats, by

without the ordlonry Torme of law—de

—

The reater
length than be st first conte ted. Hedoes uot believe that
any serious dangers threaten the Constit.tiom or the Union. On

Jdar elections, which are sn indes of public

the wnmry';.th ek & -
sentiment, bave furuished recent proofs, n satisfactory

that both the Union and the Constitution are ssceedly n‘m
by the wses of the people in the Free States. Obndience to the
Constitution and loyalty to the Union, d. uot demand of um
sscrifics of those sacred personal rights sod liberties w
should be the first object of every Christhan goverment The
habeas corpus and a trel by j are @ part of the Constitn-
fion, aud the preservation and careful proteotion of the privileges

pri
of these two sucient mopuments of (reecom do ool evince suy
waut of fealty to the government under wiich it is our fortane to

live.

The vndersigned reports the following resnlations, wod recom-
mends their 3

Rewoived, That the blll be recommitten with power to saoend,

and mocomplete.
I:J:d.('r%-’r . ’anml Libarty bill cught to pass, contal

be Aabear and teial , with other ties u
:uuﬂtru of ;3 :i;hu and lib.r'na’:'rl the the State.
Al which is respectfully subinitted, . D. LAMONT
SLAVE-CATCI'ING—MR. DIVEN'S  RE-
PORT.
———

To the Editor of The N. ¥ Tribune

Sin: In common with the mulutude, | lisve read,
with chagrin and deep regret, the report of two of
our most eminent Senators upon the Personal Liberty
bill: and it in no degree diminishes that regret that
the sentiments of the report are ** cordially concurred
in"" by the two Democratic Sensiors who were mem-
hers of the same Committee.

In the expression of this fesling, | neither approve
or disapprove the bill before them, infurm or sub-
stance. The bill was one thing: the doctrines incul
eated in the report are quite a diferent matter, sod
must stand or fall upon their own merits,

I propose pow to review some of the positions taken
in that report, and show, if | can, that they are pot
sastained either by right, reason or authority.

The old but vearly obsolets mazim—obsoiete, 1
mean, as applied to the jrowing usurpations of oar
Nativpal Goveroment—obita priacipir, demands
vigilance, and the active cooperation of all who would
not see themselves robbed of the last vestige of Stata
Sovereiguly.

1 propose to examine, G, the propositions of the
Comuittee, and them the docisions of the Ugited
States Supreme Court npon which those propositions
seem to be fonnded,

The peculiar phraseology used hy the Uomintie in
the opening paragraph, and «lewhere in the Report,
wust strike every reader as extraondisary, when
owming from & Committee of snch dlstingnished law-
vers. [n five distinet instances in that openisg pars-
graph, ** the laws of Congress and ** the provisions
of the @opstitution’ sre blended and confounded
togethor, =0 a8 apparetly to give to the ope the same
‘bligatary forve aud binding power over the eon-
science and the action, as the other.  One would infer,
from the general tenor of the Heport, that a law of
Congress wes entitled, whether ooustitutions! or not,
1o the same reverence aud obedieges as the Coustito-
tion itself,
The Government of the Union, ia all its branches,
Fxecutive, Logislstive and Judicial, s one ol limited
snd special junadiction: and in this respect the privei-
ples which govern the copstruction of powces app 106 ke

to sheriffe, supervisors, snd jumices, are apphienble |

P wver the ties of kindred, breas the be

doctrine received extensive stteption and careful ex-
amination, in those years, when the gubservient agenta
in this conntry of au overbearing and despotic ministry
in Evgland attempted to enforce upon the people of
that day their favorite dogma of passive obedience and
poysresistance, as the true principle of buman govern-
ment.  Whether the people of to-day, after an eduea-
tion of seventy-five years in the elements of civil lib-
erty, are ready to subscribe to the servile dootrine
which their fathers rejected with such scorn remains
to be seen.

Oure is, theoretically, 8 Constitutional Government.
My conscience and my conduet are both bound by the
Coustitution—but by all the laws of Congrass—not b;
a long shot. Congress, as well ss the Judiciary, is the
creature of the Constitution. Every law coacted in
aceordance with that Constitntion 1 am bound, eonsei-
entionsly, to obey, Auy law of Congress for which no
warrant is found there [ i no more bound by than 1
am by the ecclesinstioal rescripts of the Mormon Junto.

The eighth section of the first article of the Consti.
tution confers power on Congress. It eommences,
“The Congrees shall have power;’ and then in 16
subdivisions distinetly states npon what subjects Con-
E’eu shall have power to legislate. Not s eyllable

ere ean by any contortion hmrv«tqi into & grank
of power over Slavery, except gmphca!ion; in the
District of Columbia. Where, then, is the authorit
of Congress to enact & Fugitive Slave Law foand ! {
judge from the Beport that it is claimed only under the
third subdi vigion of the first section of the fourth
article, which rcads as follows:
beld to service or labot ip one State ander sbe
ng into soother, ahall, in conseguencs of aay

from such srvies of
m of the party Lo whom

""No person
laws thereof, ene
law or regulation thereln, be discha
Iabar, but shall be delivered np on
woch service or labor may be due.'*

l'ﬁuu this provisiou the Comimitiae remark :

*The right of the master to refoke the f-'tf'l from eervice
doen not depend ou the laws of Caugress, bt is guamnateed by
the Constitution iteelt"

Indeed! will the reader look again and discover, if
he can, in what part of it this moustrous pr ition is
found ¥ If you do oot find anythiog like it thers, turn
again to the Report:

A citipen of another State from which & slase sbssands, mag
pursue end fake Lim, without warvast, wod wm o moed Lres w
18 Lecessary to carry bim back to bia i - o0

The Constitution of the United States is not pol'atad
with the name of " slave.” The Constitution of this
State ignores the existence of snch s being. The mo-
mept @& wman steps within the boundary of this State,
whatever may have been his condition before, he 19
l&rmmn; and he who calls him slave is gniliy of »
lifiel upon buman nature. Every *‘ member © of this
State is invested with the dignity of s mau; and wo
have the solemn guaranty of our own State Consti-
tution, that no such *‘member * can be distranchised
or deprived of any of the rights or privilages of any
citizen, except by the law of ihe laad, or the iudgment
of his peers.

“ Slave” is s word unknown to our lagal and coo-
stitntional vocabulary, Itanse is a soiecism which

bt to he prohibited in respectable society. A
 Member of this State” can he oo mors a slave than
& saiut could inhabit hell or 8 demon take up his abods
in Heaven. He may be a slave before he euters the
Etate and a slave after be leaves it, hut while here he
[souly s “ person” beld to service, liable to he de-

rived of any of the righ.s of & ** citizen,” only by the

w of the land,

The doctrine that avery willainous siave-unuter,
trapper and stealer may, st his own good pleasuras,
enter the precinets of this State, rove where he will,
and grab wh ver he ¢ tor clnim as his dave,
without warrant, and oarry him out of the Stals, is
atterly and irreconcilabiy” st war with the private
rights of every ** member” of the State, and subvar.
sive of all inde noe and State &wumi.

Theclause of the Constitution, which | ntad,
from the lst seotion of the 4th article, 1w oo y
the only one in that inmmhich ooufera any
power ¢n Congress to ensct & Pugitive Slave Law.

The report of tae Committes proceads:

* The Conatitution does not o e mare moen a8 ol VY
Pight of the swser to sede his fugbee ass 1t d-shyres dbad
he fugitive shall be deliversd up oo slalm of properip.

Could auy one, on reading the above guotatis,
avuid the inference, ul‘hu in the Constitution thars ars
two distinet uts er, or sasertions of right,
namely, Ist. ’H‘u the ‘?':'..'-m-r- may seite his ** fagr
tive slave ;* and 2d. That the ' rugitiee sluee’ "shall
be deliversd up on claim of  property 7 And yet
there is not, in the whole pstrumest, the remotsst
allusion to a ** sezu e’ by the ** eenec” of 8 ° fug e
slave.” The use of the torma, “owger,” and “ propect ¢
aud “'slave, in this compection, is carefully and de-
signadly excluded. There is not a word or s¥ilable in
the whale Constitution which can be made, direotly or
by implication, to sffirm the night of property ia ho-
map flesh, It in unworthy of any * member” of this
Mate to designate avy other as the “owees” of o man,
of to describe any one as ** prrpcrty” or as 8 slawe.
Snch language is vot justified hy suy orgenic law
under whiooh we live, por is it becoming 8 Uhraten w
the 1%th century.

The grand question, after all, 4. Does the clens re-
ferred to cunfer ln{;-unr st allonongress ' 1 think
poce will clsim that sach power is cooferred by the
tirst branch of the clanse:

‘Ko person, beld to eervies or labor is e Sate, sades Ue
wn thereal, eacaping ine wnother, aball, i wowegosaos of say
aws of reguistion herein, be ascharged frun eervics Talmar

In this there is allustion 1o no body polite o
corporate, but the State and Ntate logaiature, e
‘rjopction then : 8

4 Bt whal! be dabiweeed d3, om cizem of e pacty b wlew s
werw e oo kabor way bedus

Now, this is all I this doed pat Zrant the men-
strous power claimed by Conigiese gver the independ-
ence, legisiation amd sovercigniy of tne States, then
there 18 po such grast snywhere. & cannot be bol-
stored up by avy otiier provision, hot [L stands as the
uaked warrant for tha gespotic authority of Congress
to enter every mau's dwelling, kiduap bis dome-Lies,
mds of afec-
tior, srap the fingers at Niate inferference to protect
itm 1-:1;..'3.. and to trample the laws and dignity of the
State in the dust.  To my understanding, the wesning
of the Constitution is as clear a4 words can make it

It first probibite the Nface nutbomtios from discbarging,

irw, p held to service, apd then in the same
uee, aned without the intervention of & Jp#rm-l. wolon
or semi-colon, proceeds: “ But shall e elrrered up.
Whe shall be delivered up! Cenainly, the person
who has beep preved to owe service to auother,
whether be be biack or white, bond or free. Aml
who shall deliver him np ! The boug trop arm of the
Uited States 1 No, thers has been no allusion to tie
Urited States Government i the whole elause, and no
stich power is ** delegated,” but the State aatbority
where the person is found. . y
The Comiuittee say - ** The question as to the nght
“ of Congress to provide for cairyiug vut this provision
4 of the Constitation has been ton long nequiesced in,”
to be questioned at this time, Very well.  ** Acyquies-
fepee 1D A Il'. i nuppcm-. mreans fen-resistance 10
that Inw, Nop-resistance, then, to this law of 1743, e
evidence of its copstitutionality. But o large part of
the Report is made up of an argument to prove thal
Al

a'lm then,” say they, ** will be the attitade of this |
o Seate toward the tiereral (rovernment but rebellion,
“ and what the acts of the State ofcers but treason !
A law, then, is epacted by Congress, notoriously uo-
constitutional. An individual cannot resist it, for that
would be ‘‘treasor.” He therefore ' scquiseces. |
The State eannot resist, for that would be ** rebellion. * |
The State therefore * aequivsees.”  Of conrse, nobody
would be guilty of “ireason’ or * rebellion,” s,
therefore, its constitutionality canpot be tried before
the court. Hepee all “acquiesce,” and finally this
grave Committee prononnce this enforced ™ acqnies
cence " proof postive of the cowstitutionality of the
law, Quod erat demosstrandum. If there he apy
doctrine more servile than this ig the practice of the
despotic governmentsof Enrope, Ibeg to know what
it

But does this rule of constitntione! amendment, by
“aoquiescence  apply to all the sountry. ot only to
such parts as the Siave Intesostmay choose to bave it !
Nearly forty years ago, Congress enacted s law called s
H Con ise,”" one part of which secured all that por.
tion of United States Territones lviog north of 36° 30
perth, to Freedom,  After it had been scquiesced iy
maore than thirty years, the Supreme Court declared it
uncopstitational.” Why ! Because it secured Freedom
and ot Slavery, And does the mle of sequiescence
apply only whece Siavery is to be the gainer I know
J 1o such mode of enlarging the basis of our constitu-
tional rights and restrictions. If the right of Co
to enact & Fogitive Slave Law did not exist inl it
bas no existence now, and, depend uponit, this doctrine
of constitutional acquiescence, will land the conntry on
rocks and guic which will shatter the Uniou into

atome,

“ The constitutionality of this act bas been repeatadly
* decided b{ the Court,” 8o saysthe Report. Andin
support of the dictum, they refer to four cases, namely,
Stewart va, Laird, 1 Cranch, 229; Martin ve. Hunder,
Ist Wheaton, ; Colen ve. Vieginis, 6 Wheaton,
B Peivs By Law come uio gu:
er, did the i sve Law come into ques-
tion; bor was there anp decision, direct or incidental,
affecting that law, or ils constitutionality. And of this
1 sm the more certain, as in the later case of Prigg s,
Pennsylvania, Judge McLean says, *‘this clause of
“the Constitution is now, for the first time, brought
t hefore this Court for consideration.” reckisesly
do m-nlin nﬂ;’daihmd“ respousible stations dispose of

inciples and rights Qspmm importarce.
The only other case referred to ia the celebrated one
of Prigg ve. The Commonweaith of Pennsylvanis.
16 Peters R., 539. In examining this case I remark,
first, that the only question properly bafore the Court,
was the copstituticoality of s law of Peunsylvanis,
and as no opinion of & Court is of any validity, sxoept
so far as the question at issva is involved, nothing said
or dove by the Court conld, upon well settled princi-
les, be drawn in as a precedent to govern future cases

syord that particular law of Pennsylvania.
o this position | am confirmed by the remark of
J udﬁa Daniel, who n;irnd with Judge Story in the
conclusion, but differed vpon the opiuion, He said:
“ Guided by the rule just menutioned, (t sems to me *bat the
reguinr action of the Court in this case o limitad tran eraming-
tion of the Pennayleania statute, th 4 comparison of its pro-
vislona with *he third claces of the fonrth article of the Constitu-
tion, and with the act of Congress of 1763, and that 0 acconplal

thess purpoaecs, a ! definthion, & coutrast af the powers of
the State and Federal Governments, wan urither oyiiaile nor

Tt is well known that, at the time of theadoption of the
Constitution, & very large party, eomprising, unidoubt-
edly, & majority of the people in many of the States,
with Hamilton at ther Lrld. were ansivas for a
strouger government, They were not satisfied with its
democratical fentures, hut “would bave given much
more power to the Geseral Government, luto the
hands of this party, the exercise of the functions of the
Government irst fell: and wany able nod upright wen,
in the performance of their duties, in building apon the
foundation laid, felt disposed to, and did, use great
latitude in sweling the structure, sometiues much bhe-

ond the feir constitutionsl limita,

Such sentiments added to the universal convietion
which time has abundantly veritied, that ne man
attain the highest honors of our Republic, who should
acquire the 1ll.wiil of the Slave States, has seduced
many men of grest talents aud deserved consideration,
into strange avomalies in referenve to slave law.

No one holds the late Judge Story in higher s<tima-
tion than I do. and yet I think it impossible for any ons
to read his opinion in the case last 1m.-t-d without dis-
vovering the effervescense of this old F«irrl] leaven,
somewhut clouding and warping his nanally clear and
ecarrect judgment,

“ Inthe case of i’tigg va. The Commonwealth of
Pennsylvanis.  4%e ourt say.  Now this iathe
loose mapner in which solemu snd enduring prineis
ples are disposed of.

“ The Court #ay ': Surely this must mean the whole,
or & very large mjority of the Court, The quotstion
was from the .apin{un of Judge Story. There appears
to have been seven Jud ng‘resem. Of them, Wayne
agreed in opinion with Story; while five others,
pawely, Tavey, Baldwin, Thompson, Daniel and Me-
Lean, individually and distinctly declared that they
did wot wgree in the opinion with what 1 ealled the
opinion of the Court, though three of them did agroe in
bis conclusion, the neconstinaliovality of the Pennsyl-
vania law. One of them (Baldwin)dissented entirel
from the opinion of Story and from his conclogion,
ouly concurred on the gronnd that the persou claimed
hiad adinitted that e was 8 alave, Three other Ju
—Taney, Thompson sod Daniel—'eld that the

ywer of the NStates is concurrent with that of the

‘uited States, wlile Judge McLean snstained the
Penusylvania Isw on anctber ground. [t e worthy of
bute here thet tha two strong argnmeats for absoluts

wer in the General Govermnent, were given by

udges from Free States. The opinions in favor of
State rights and jurissiction, were given by Judges
from the Slave States, Now, what ia this case worth
#ven in reference to the law of 179 ' aud how infln.
itely leas, as applied to the law of 1850

Ir Mie -pinion, Judge Story says: 11, indeed, the
“ Conatitution guarsutess the night, aud if it requires
““the delivery upon the claim of the ‘wwaer  [where
“in the Constitution i+ that word or wles foundl], us
 pannot be doubted the aatural imference ceriainly 1,
“ that the National Government is clothed with lgwo-
* priste authority and functions to epforoe t.” How
waa it posaible for one as eminent s Judge Story, by &
mere infecence, to elothe Congress with a power o un-
asual and twonstrons, and st the ssme time be awars
of the provision that 4 ri not dedegated to the
“Upited States hy the t:-um-m arv resorved Lo the
“ntates or People ™ Chief-Justice Taney, in his

infou, truly says: *The obligation to protect rights

of this description « s wpeon the several States,
“as a duty which tuey are boand to perform;” s
nis Teasolng, ied to the law of 184), sermas to me
quite unanswerable, * The lan used inthe Uoosti
tution,” Le saya, * dove pot, in my jndgment, justify
' the vonstruction given by the Court” (that is the
npznfiun of Story,. It containe o words probibitieg
‘Fthe several Statos from ing laws for eoforcing
“this right; and the words of the article which direct
““that the fugitive ° shall be deliversd up ' seem evi-
“ dentiy desigoed to mpose it as & duty apon tie prople
oy the weveral Siates to pass laws to caTTY iuto execu-
“ fiom 15w compact into which they thus suleamly en-

terw. with =ach other.”

The soundness of apother statement of the Chief
Justivce bas been fully sustained hy our experienca of
the workiog of the law of 1850, He says:

At e Bate could vot suthories ite officers, upon B aueler's
aepleatiom, (s come io Gis od, the gusrant; conisines o ‘b
Loosoruthen was of vecy dttle practical relue.”

Of what practical value ia the law of 180" It was
stated recent'y in 8 Soathern paper that the last slave
had been reciaimed under that law, This may et he
Uterally su, but the law is now not practieally worth
the ;rlfgrr it is printed on.

He further asserts, what will be uew tomany, that the
Act of 1753 does not authonze Lbe Judge to meu= o
warrant ‘o arrest the fugitive; st eridently ~»licd on
the State anthorit.zs to protect the owperinm the
seizure. They legialate with sxpress reforence to Stats
anpport, and it w1l be rememberad that when this law
was passed [ 1783) the Government of the Unsted States
was administered by the men who had but recently
taken a leadiog part in the fiwmation of the Constitn-
tion, sl the relisnce obviovsly placed npon Stste
suthority, fur the parpose of exscuting this law, proves
chat the constructron wow giecn fo the Cruatrint oo bad

mbenlprd (ulo thar srade.

sSoch, then—uo nore—is
the fawmogs case of Prigg vs, the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvanie.  As a prop 1o the constitut ionslity of
(he Fugitiv e dave Law—even the ol ove, infinitely
irss axcej s utterly worthe
lesa,
T case of Jack va. Martin went up to the Coant
of Errors from our Supreme Court, where Judge Nel-
son held the Fngitive Mave Law eonstitutional. In
the Court of Errors, the case was disposed of upon
another point; but Walworth, in giving his opision,

ticnahle than the sew—it

resistapes to 8 law of Congress s treasou. |
I sity, I feel the more confident in the soundoess of my

| - —
GIDEON J. TUCKER 0N NUPPLIES

tha foece and suthoriiy of |
h

dfll‘\-lll'l]illl and bapeful ipfluence oi.irh.‘;rp-»n the
L

subject of Slavery, is quictly snderminin
Srmuces and political integrity of vur Northern slates-
men,  Nelson prodosnced an opinios in favor of the

Fogitive Save Law: Walworth against it. 1 hold
bmi gentlemen m high estimation for their many esti=
mable qualities and high legal ata nmenis—Walworth,
certainly in po re inferior to Nelson,  Both were
alike strict adherents of the Democratic party. Wal-
worth was pominated for the of Judge of the Su-
preme Court of the Usited States; but his upright
and independent opision ageinst the constitutionaity
of the Fugitive Slave Law was a fatal bar w bis con-
frmation, and Nelsoy steveeded.

How deplorable must be the infinence of one sach
ense npon the integrity of ambitions and nspiring wen !
But this is one only of many wlich bave cocarrsd,
and the lamentable results are manifc ¢
daily in the subserviency of vnr most eminect men to

the dictates of Sonthern interests,
Opposed by all the world, iny opivien wonld be as |
decided as it pow =,  Bat when sostained by the judg-

ment of such mer e Taney, Walworth and Wobster,
before his colossal mind had been shaken by adver- |
o, M. W,
Casandeigus. April M, 1658,

e

——— e
Te the Editer of Tha N ¥. Tribune.

S1r: You bave been grossly misinforned as to the
circumstapces of the refusal of the Legislature, or
sther of the Assembly Committer of Ways and
Meaps, to vote the usual sapplies for this office at the
coent session,

In your editorial of to-day. you state that 1 nsked
for §8,500, this year,” for clerk<hire. 1 asked the
Committee of Ways and Means only for §1.500 for the
remaining five mouths of this fiscal year (1o October
11, sod for $7.000 for the wezt tisoal year (from Octo-
ber, 1859, to Ogtober, 1860), 1 also explained fully,
sud a8 1 supposed satisfactorily, to the Chairman of
that Committee the necessity for this appropristion,
Wowing that the office wonld be mrp , and the
capying and publication of the Session Laws retarded,
a# s now the case, without it. 1 am informed by Geo,
lJl",u that the Chairman pever laid my =tatement
befare the wther members of the Committee, The
Legelature in 1808 had voted $1,700 for the same five
monthe of that fiscal year, For 1857 there was voted
$2,300, s that the amount | asked for and was refused
wie upusua'ly small. A refercnce to every appropria-
tion and suppiy bill for ten years past will show that |
none of my predecessors, within that period, has car- |
ried on the work of his office with only $4,200, (which
you assume to say is ** sufficrens’ ) for clerk-bire,

But you have been still more grossly misinformed if
you had any information at all upon which to base
?‘uut statement, that ** & number of clerks while draw-

* ing pay from this Department have been for months
absent from their posts, serving their party by editing
ite shabby newspapers, or otherwise,’ Linve never
bad but two editors as clerks i my office; they were
en ;-1»(«! as temporary clerks in %n-y sefsons, and
they have been smong the most farthful and Inborions
of my foree, T do not kuow how you have fallen into
this strange blunder, but & very Litle ingquiry of per-
sops who have had business with this office will con-
vince you that you have done it and me grest injuse
tice,

I sk A place for this communication in your ol
umns, Groxos 1 Teekir,

Albany, April &, 0% Hevietary of State

[Mr. Tucker does not fairly cepresent what we
said, aud does not meet the poivts raised. For ju-
stance, we did not assume to say that $1,200 was
sufficient for clerk-lire in the Seerctary's office; but
that $6,000 pught, in our judgment, ‘to be sufficient,
and based the opinion on the fact that $4,200 is the
sum fixed by statute, and that the Department had
been successfully carried on by former Secretaries with
the latter sum, even while charged with the care of the
Department of Public Tustruction. Had the Scerctary
extended hia resenrchies a little farther back than ten
years, e would probably have found the facts es
stated. Suveh men as N. 8, Benton, Samuel Yonog,
J. C. Spencer and Christopher Morgan, maunged the
office with oue Deputy Secretary of State, one De-
puty Superintendent of Public Sehools, and two
Cletks, Mr. Tucker, relieved of the Departmsut of
Publie lustruction, has secording to the Manual, ono
Deputy awd six Clerks, He is also understood to
have two or three hangersson drawing pay from the
State, whose pames do pot grace the Red Book.
Mr. Tucker's letter represents Tur Trisuxe as
making the assertion, that **a& number of clerks,
“ while drawing pay from the Department, have
W heen for mouths absent (rom their posts,”
&c. What we did say was to the effect that,
had the Seccretary given the information called
for by the Assembly’s resolutions, ** such infor-
“ mation would possibly have revealed the fact
ihat & number of elerks,” &e.

The Secretary of State must be aware (and i he is
pot, it ia because he is vot wellsinformed on the sub-
ject) that it was quite openly charged at Albany that
his clerks, or wome of them, were drawing pay from
the State Treasnry without rendering adequate ser-
vice therefor.  He must also be aware that in conse-
quence of auch charges Lis political friend, Mr.
Rutherford, introduced into the Assembly & resolu-
tion requesting the Secretary of State to communicate
to the House certain information in regard tothe
olerks in Lis offiee as follows:

Firet. The oume avd former reaidence of all the clerks #m
ploved in his arpartment from the Tot day of January, 1852, to the
Lot day of March, 1859, specifylog the name sud number iy sach
nn'idnﬂa: that tinse, sud the smuant of salary per month pald
LI I

Secoud - The time sctually cmployed by aach of sid clerke
during the time meutioued, if the pimiber of days in sack
wonth s employed, wheo they have reveived pay for whole

the
-;‘Iiird Whother auy of sald clerks have, duriug the time
the y were receiving es been sugaged in any other husiness
'lhﬂ has prevented their sttendance on theis duties ss susb
T -

Fourthe Whether auy of ssid elerke have swovived thalr mouthly
alaries without reodening any s e therefor.

Fifth The differrnce between the amouut of clok-bire in Lis
depariment doziug the yeor 1058, and the year 1838,

Atk : The amount paid, o whom, for indezing Sesslon
Laws sud dositnents, snd whether the person or pereous so ata-
ployed was in ceeeipt of a mlsiy or uot, sud [f 0, the smoust of
wain salery.

"This resolation seetiing a little invidious, ou the mo-
tion of Mr. Scholefield, a Republican member, it was
amended, so 83 10 nclude in the eall for information
the Controller, Attorney-General, Treasurer, Aaditor
of the Canal Department, State Engineer and Sur-
vevor, Superintendent of the Bank Department, Su-
perintendent of Public Instruction, Clerk of the Court
of Appeals and Canal Appraisers, and in that form it
was passed on the 14th of March. [o due time, satis-
factory replies were regeived from all the State officers
except Mr. Tucker, whe, for probably satisf
tory to himself,refused to answer these pointed queries.
If common rumor had misapprebended the true state
of the case in regard to Mr. Tucker and bis clerks, he
had an excellent opportugity for setting himself right
before the public in an official form. The fact that
5o did uot avail bimselfl of that privilege will doubts
less have its proper weight oo the public mind, not-
withstarding sll the special pleading of the Secretary
of State. The plea that copies of laws canoot be
promptly furalsbed, because of the lack of the neces-
<ary clerical foree in the Secretary of State s office, is
the merest bosh and twaddle. If there i« a fact mors
notorious than any other at Albany, it is that *sol

| the advert soments

diering  among the elerks is the characteristic foature
of the Secretary of State's office. A« an illnstration
ol the state of things in that office, while Mr, Tucker |
» cowplaiving, theongh the Albauy sorrespondent of |
the Associntied Preas and the editorial columns of Tie |
Jouenal of Cowmmeree, of the Legisature fur not |
voting larger extra supplies, his chief clerk, instead |
of attendiog to lis duties in fornishing copies of the !
recent laws, for which there seems to be such an ex- l
traordipary deoand, haa been quietly enjoying him- |
self 0 this City for & whole week past, (£, Trib,
T e ———— A

Marriasz axp Loscevitr.—Mr, Farr, & distis |
guished English statistician, has recently pubiished a
paper on the iaflnenca of marriage on the mortality o
the Frerch people. Fortunately, the Freoch vita
statistics have, for years, been collected with great
thoroughuess aod Sdelity, and the econclusivns bused
upon them are, thersfore, to be relied gpon. The
statistics show wo facts very elearly, viz: ihe svi
copsequences of Loo early marriage befure the partier
have arrived st matarity, aud the superior longevity
of the married over the single. Among the widowec
the mortality is higher than among tie married, and

denied the right of Congress to legialate o the sulject.
In (s instance, we have g sizval illustration of the

the highest mortality is among the unwarried betweor

| the ages of twenty and sixty.

THE SALE OF THE BUTLER S/ 1+
| ——
From The Loadon Ties, 4pri 13

Whenever we meet an American genthoman, wud
couversation happens to turm on the subject of Ne 10
Slavery, he is sure to inform us with much veheme.w
that Mrs. Stowe's povel was absurd, exaggersted, in
spired by the rabid Abolitionist fanaticism of & sl
sect, and unworthy the eredit of impartial men. It =
most unjust, he will say, for ae suthor to string o
gether n series of strocities aud give t s & picture 1 !
G in an actual society. What if even esch of the
horrors related bz Mrs. Stowe bad had & counterpeit
in nctual history 7 Snch isolated misdeeds might be
collocted by searching the anpals of the Southin
States tor 8 series of vears, but to bring them togethor

| and to present them as the ordivary accompanimen s

of sinveholding 1s manifestedly an abuse of tiction,
There s something in this argument, and we are ther
tore glad when history lets in its own sober ligis
on the details of Lite in the South. A« a go
eral rule, there is v better cluo W the eivid
zaton whach prevalls from Virginia to Teasa thon
1 pordinary Southery sewspaper,
, '™ or “Cash fur Ne
Kroes! g & rinawasy lave, each sdvertive
went atiraeting attention by s Lttie wood ent of & oo
gro prefixed (o it, aftorthe fashion of the |hipﬂln‘ nd
vortsenerts in o Liverpoal or Hull paper. Bat it s
a lopg tinw sivee we have seeu anything wluch, to Lse
the phraee ot the day, phe :..gra!umi the slavedealing
sy tem so evnplitey s the deseription which e
orinted yesterdny of a bz sale of siaves st Savanoa’y,
{i- vigine The whole v oly drawa of slave 1
is dosplayed boiore the rad feoun the rainof the
gpreniative Southem gentleawn, whose beredita y
ertate st be sold for the bevefit of New.York oredit
ors, to the dispersion of the slaves mmnﬁ other m =
teis, some polly grasping tyrauts, very ifferent fro n
the old custe of which the South still contirues to b
™ udl, thougli with less reason than formerly. The o 4
Mejor Butler estates’ descended to two sons of 1.2
wonlthy gentloman, whoee property was investad o
ree s cotton plastations,  Une these, Mr. Plerce
Butler, & gentleman onee we Il known in Lmhm. e
citizen of the Free State of Pennsylvavis, an inheb
itapt of the wust rl'!ts:\'lnbk' ('il)‘ of Phiiads ::-hir;
and, thuugh we koow from the constact reiteration 4
Americans that the Froe Ststes have pothiog at all to
du with Slavery, and are in no way mwible fort'a
gnilt of the Southern members of the Coutederasy,
vet Mr. Pierce Butler of Philadelphia owned * 100
% men, women, children, sod infants, being half o
“ the Negro stock retnaining on the Old Major Buthr
 Plavtations, which fell to the heirs of that estats.
“ Losse® in the geand orash of 107-8 aud other oss
“igencies of business compelled Mr. Pieree Bull ¢

*Neg
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%t realize his Southern investients to satisfy e
“ st pressing ervditors.” Accordiugly, the 18
men, women, sod children, are brought by ral

rowd from the rice plantation, not far from * the
“ Grest Okefenckee Swamnp, " snd the Soa Isls |
cotton plavtation off the Georgian cosst, both moedt
advautageously situsted properties for the growth o1
their respective produce.  The ue of uu old patis
archal plantation are well deseribed—uo light mulat-
toes in hn- whide stiwk, very small sduisture of Fu-
ropean blood !.[I{"hl ., moet of the vegroes of the
pative African blackoess. Major Butler at feast o )
pot work young men and women so fair in features thes
to any but s quick Southern eye they might pass for
white. They were all ficld hauds, regular on
uegroes, well treated, a8 might be expected on a1 h
nltr gentleman’s estate, but * put through,” as Mr,
Legree would say, in erop time, so that cocasionally
they broke up at 30 yenre of age or thereabout.  Now,
without following the writer into any sentimcotaliti s,
we sy be permitted to regret that such sales as are
here deseribed are Likely o become more b
every year. The lll‘l'lll-il}; of the old planter o
racy, the treatment of the negro less and lessas o
dependent  and  more  and more ss a8 o hate |,
the growing isdifferenee Lo negro lite, whi B
extends itsell to an indifference to all othor lito,
are signs which do not promise a very cheering future,
Enterprise lins invaded the Nouth; and, thongh the
wealth of the States sod of the whede world isenhane A
by it the unfortunste instoaments of this prosperiy
winet suffer that othersway gain, New men, of rougher
taxtire anid wore mercepary suns, succesd the lant «
of the old school, who have something of the fanlts
Irish proprietors, being genernlly n year or two hehinil-
bl in their dealings with the merchants, and oft
obliged to realizge their investments for the benefit
their ereditors, though vot. by sn suction on the scule
of Mr, Pierce Butler's.  Slaveholding, like every otl
distinetion, threatens to become Democratic; thege
will be more masters each with fewer wegrocs, and ve
fonr the consequences will be harder work tor e,
and n greater number to he desoribed like one of Mr,
Butler s hands—*" Apson, 49, nee, ruptured, one eye,”
The vegroes were sold on favorable terms for po
chasers—"* Onesthird cash, the remainder payable o
* two equal gunnal stallivents, bearing intervat teon
“the duy of sale, to be secured by Ilppl’dvﬂl mare
 puge und personal security, or approved aceeptan
“ ¢os on Savanoah, Ga., or Chlﬂt‘tunl 8 C. Pur
 vhasers to pay for papers.”  So the hidda Wrigw
gowd.  Prine young men went for $1,200 to §1,%01,
srimne voung women, $700 to $900; ola men and chil
ren, $300 to §300 ench; babies, $100, At Savannah i1
seots they do not sell these last by the pound.  Bui it
I8 ns cney it in useloss to get imfig'nnl over the de
tails ol o negro sale ned the plrassology of the trade,
Lat us rathor wee whether there are not some redoen
iy teatures in it, which give a hope that, while Slave
ry is extendiog its ares and decponing its chaysoter,
some gertns of good may be springing up. The be -t
point about this sale is that the families were not sepi-
rated. The Philadelphisn, Mr, Butler, nsde this eon
cession to the feclings of those swong whom Le
lir al. The old men and women were sold wi'h
their grown-up progeny, the husbands with their
wives, and the little chiliren with their parents, Tle
writer hints that by this means more was made out of
the stock; but we nre willing to belie%e that it s the
result of 8 dawning conscientinusness among the mes
ters. The revnes which took place at every auction,
when uegroes were ruthleealy separated, the remon-
strances of the North and of the world in gomnnl‘ﬂm u

the efforte of some of the clergy, in whom the spirit o1
Christianity has not been entirely quenched by the
habit of looking ou blacks as infe uge, have | A
1o the practice of selling the familles as mach 8= por-i
ble together, and the slnveowners of late have iak n
no little credit for their progress in human Butt''s
is the only element which at all pallistes the sad ool
degrading spectacle, If any one wishes to see how
low the white man may be breught by unlimited pow-r
to nse human beings for Ieibhn udlhalmliko
description of the Southern planters, and sce into wi it
a class the increase of the cotton trade bas changed the
glutlemen of the Carolinas and Georgia,

Exvinimests: o8 Dicesrion.—Dr. Harley, in &
communication to the Hritish Association, has statod
that, contrary to sn opinion lately published by M.
Bernard, the distinguished French physiologist, he
had found that the bumas saliva contains both sulphs
cyanide of potassium and iron. The latter substance,
however, can only be detected after the organic mat-
ters contained in the secretion are destroyed by bure-
iug. Dr. Harley has n certained that s person of
nine stone secreted between one and ten pounds f
saliva in twentyfour hours, The gastric juice, he
says, does not destroy the power possessed by the
saliva of transforming starch intosugar; consequently,
the digestion of amylaceous food is continued in the
stomach. The gastric juice has the property of
changing cane into grape suger. Inregard to the
causs of the gastric Juice not digesting the liviog
stomach, experiments sLow that it is not the epithe-
linm lining the organ which prevents its being d'-
gested, but the layer of thick mucus which covers ‘ta
walls. When the latter substance in abseat, the gne-
tric juice sttacks the walls of the living stomach, aud
digesta them, eausing perforation and death, As re-
gards the bils, it takes an sctive part in readsring the
fatty portions of food capable of being sbeorbed +te
the rystem.

Tuz Sxar or Tax Tasre.—The Chinigus Eu. o
penne: contains an sccount of cerlain experimevte
=ade by MM. Klaatsch and Btich, to sscertain the
real seat of the sense of taste, whics is generally and
erroneously supposed Lo exist on the whole surface of
tiie tongue. It appears, on the contrary, from these
experiments, that the ooly portion of thatorgaa
which is sensible to taste is & sarrow space all round.

' The breadth of this sensible zoue varies in differcnt

sibjecta—in some it is not more than two lines, in
others double that breadth, and it rarely extends to
the interior surface. In the experiments alluded to,
a substance having a strong taste was first placed on
the center of the tongue, where it produced no effect;
it was then gradually spread out until the perceptiin
of taste was d, this cceurring generally on
the border, but in some individualy beginning at the
distance of & line from it. The velum peadulum of
the palate s also sensible to taste, but the pharyox
and tousils are deprived of the gustative facnity,
This is proved by the fact that it tiey be toucied
with rtick coustie the patient experiences o tgsts,
provided he keep his tougne sud the cclom = 100
awey o the spet,




