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Mr. CALHOUN made the following

REPORT,

WITH SENATE BILL NO. 122.

The select committee to whom was referred that portion of the Presi-
dent's message which relates to the attempts to circulate, through the
mail, inflammatory appeals, to excite the slaves to insurrecti(m, submit
the following report:
The committee fully concur with the President as to the character and

tendency of the papers which have been attempted to be circulated in
the South, through the mail, andl participate with him in the indignant
regret which he expresses at conduct so destructive of the peace and
harmony of the country, and so repugnant to the constitution and the
dictates of humanity and religio-i. They also concur in the hope that, if
the strong tone of disapprobation which these unconstitutional and wicked
attempts have called forth, does not arrest them, the non-slaveholding
States will be prompt to exercise their power to suppress them, as far as
their authority extends. But, while they agree with the President as to
the'evil and its high!v dangerous tendency, and the necessity of arresting
it, they have n.ot been abie to assent to the measure of redress which he
recommends--that Congress slao l1d pass a law prohibiting, under severe
penalty, the transmission of incendiary publications, through the mail,
intended to instigate the slaves to insurrection.
-Mter the most careful and deliberate investigation, they have been con-

strained to adopt the conclusion that Congress has not the power to pass
sucha law; that it would be a violation of one of the most sacred provi-
sionsofthe constitution, and subversive of reserved powers essential to thepreseration ofthe domestic institutions of the slaveholding States,and,with
thefn,their peace and security. Concurring, as they do, with the Presi-
dent, in the magnitude of the evil and the necessity of its. suppression, it
hould have been the cause of deep regret to the committee, if they thought
the differences of opinion, as to the right-of Congress, would deprive the
slaveholding States of any portion of 'the protection which the measure re-
commnende4 b, the President was intended to afford them. On the con-
trheyblieieall the protection intended may be afforded, according
Qiles Beiton, print.]
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to the views the) take of tfrl power of Conlgress, without iiifring-ing on any
proviSionI of tihe colnsti tit.iol onl o01 I Si C, or the reserve(l riglts of the
States oil tile other.

1Thgel. ninittee, with these preliminary r(nmarlCs, will now proceed to
eSfahl)isl -thle positions which they hlve assimiled, bewinnirliwith tile
first---that tilc 1);isfle ol a lVw would be a violation of all express provi-
Sion of thle constit ution).

In thedki"ussioi of' this point, the committee do not deemll it necessary
to inquire whe1the( tile rigilt to pass SLuchI ;tIala can lie derive(l from the
power to establish post offices and post roads, or froin the trust " of pre.
serving the crIltionl (crate(l lbv the constitution between the States," as
s511 posc dl thite I'lCrsi' Iellt. iI owever illgelliol0s or plausil Ie the argu.
nIIAuts lzla 1)(!, by wlichii it Inl y be ac ted to (iCdrivye the right from
theco, or a;) otolie I sources, thevy must fiall si)ort of' their object. The
Jealois spirittf' lilberty w hii eli araeteriz((l our alleesatc-s at .the period
vh ell tle coivllsitiltioll was ad opted, forever closed the door fly which the
right lni"ilt h).e ii uplird frolii any of tllhe -raie(l Opw'ers, oliany other
usourc, it t lere h antiy (thier. TIeicommiiittee re Ier to the amended
articlVe o' 1c (0stitiutie-ii wiili el, a hong other thlings, prolsidesthat
GColgress shall pass 11o law which shall abridge tle liberty of tile press-
:1 pI(visioiI which inlterposeS!, as wNill he hereafter Shown, an insuperable
objection to the ineasuLre recommended by the President. That the true
Inealliing of this provision mnay lbe fully conmprehended, as bearing on the
point uI(ler consi(dcration, it will be necessary to recur briefly to thelhis-
tory of the adoption (if tile constitution.

It is well known that great opposition wvas made to the adoption of the
constitution. It wvas acknowledged, on all sides, at thle timle, that the old
conflderationl from its weakness, had failed, and that something must be
(1one to save the country fronm anarchy and convulsion ; yet, so high was
the spirit of liberty-so jealous wvere our ancestors of that day, of power,
that the utinost efforts were necessary, under all the then existing pres-
sure, to obtain the assent of the States to the ratification of' the constitution.
Among the many objections to its adoption, none were more successfully
urged, than the absence in thke instrument of those general provisions
which experience had shown to be necessary to guard the outwvorks of
liberty; such as the freedom of the press and of speech, the rights of con-
science, of trial by jury, and others of like character. It was the belief
of' those jealous and ivatchiul guardians of liberty, who viewed the adop-
tion of the constitution with so much apprehension, that all these sacred
barriers, without some positive provision to protect them, would, bythe
power of construction, be undermined and prostrated. So strong was
this apprehension, that it was impossible to obtain a ratification of the
itistruinent in many of the States, without accompanying it with- the
recommendation to incorporate in the constitution various articles, as
amendments, intended to remove this defect, and guard against the danger
apprehended, by placing these important rights beyond the possible en-
croachment of Congress. One of the most important of these, is. that
which stands at the head of the list of amended articles, and which, among
other things, as has been stated, prohibits the passage of any law abridg-
ing the freedom of the press, and which left that important barrier against
power under the exclusive authority and control of the States.

That it was the object of this provision to place the freedom of the press
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beyond thc possible intcrferen c of Congress, is a doctrin-e iiot nlow ad-
vancedl for thle first tine. It is IhC ground taikcn, and so ably sustailled
by Mr. Madison, in his celebrated report to the Virginia Legislature, in
1799, against the alien and sedition law, and which conclusively settled
the principle that Congress has no right, in any form, or in any manner,
to interfere with tlie freedom of' the press. T11he establishment of this
principic not only OVeCrtllrCew the sedition act, but wvas the leading cause
of the great political IevolutioII which, ill 1891, brought thle republican
party, with MAr. Jefferson at iDs head, into )owver.
With these reniarks, the committee wvill turn to the seditiOn act, ill

order to show the identity in principle between it anid the act which tile
message recoinhiien(ds to be passed, as far as it relates to the freedom of
the press. Anmongr its other provisions, it inflicted punishlment on all per-
sons who should publish any false, scandalous, or malicious writilng allaillSt
the Government, with intent to defamne the samc or bringr it into con-
tempt or (lisrepute. .Assuning this provision to be unconstitutional, as
abrid-iniI, the freedomn of thel less, which no one now (loutbts, it will not
le dillicult to show ]that if, instead of inflicting pullishirielit for publishing,
the act had inflicted p)UnIislInICIlt fbi' circulaCtiIng th'routi1 the ilmail, forl thze
same offence, it would haveC been equally uncolistiultional. Tlle one
would hlave abridged the freedom of the pIrcss as cllectually as thef otier.
The objcct of publishing is cilculatiol ; and to prohibit circulation is, in
(lect,to plOhli )it publication. Thiley both have a comimion object-the
communication of sentiments and opinions to the public ; an(I tle prohi-
bition of one may as effectually supl)lress such communication as tho pro-
hibition of the other, and, of course, vould as effectually interfere with
the freedom of the press, and be equally unconstitutional.
But to understand more fully tile extent of the control which the right

of prohibiting circulation through the mail would give to the Government
over the press, it must be borne in mind, that the power of Congress over
the Post Office and the mail is an exclusive power. It must also be re-
membered that Congress, inl the exercise of this power, may declare any
roadl or navicgable water to be a post road ; and that, by thle act of 1825,
it is provided "'that no stage, or other vehicle which regularly perIormns
trips on a post road, ot' on a road parallel to it, shall earry letters." The
same provision extends to packets, boats, or other vessels, onl navigable
waters. Like )I'ovision inay be extended to newspapers and palmlpillets;
which, if it be admitted that Congi'es3 has the right to discriminate irl
reference to their character, what papers shall or what shall not be transilit-
ted by the mail, would subject the freedom of the press, on all subjects,
political, moral, and religious, completely to its will and l)lea5sure. It
would, in fact, in some respects, more eflectually control the freedom of
the press than anr sedition law, however severe its l)enalties. The
mandate of the Government alone would be sufficient to close the door
against circulation through the mail, and thus, at its sole will and pleasure,
night intercept all communication between the pless and the people

The article is in the following words:
"tongress shall make noIlaw respectinii an establishment ot. religion, or prohibiting the

free exercise thereof'; or abricdging the I'reeclom of speech, or of tlh press; or the right of
the people peaceably to asiemrjle, and to petiLion the Gov'erz'nmv'nt for a redress of griev-
ances."1



while it would require the intervention of courts and juries to enforce the
provisions of a sedition law, which experience has shown are not always
passive and willing instruments in the hands of Government, where the
frecdomn of the press is concerned.
From these remarks, it nmust be apparent that to prohibit publication

on one side, and circulation through the mail on the other, of any paper,
on account of its religious, moral, or political character, rests on the same
principle, and that each is equally an abridgment of the freedom of the
press, anid a violation of the constitution. It would indeed have been
but a poor triumph foi the cause of liberty, in the great contest of 1799,
had the sedition lawl] cen put down on principles that would have left
Congress free to suppress the circulation, through the mail, of the very
publications which that odious act was intended to prohibit. The authors
of that memorabic achievement would have had but slender, claims on the
gratitude of posterity, if their victory over the encroachment of power had
l)een left so imperfect.

It will, after what has been said, require but few remarks to show that
the sanic principle which applied to the sedition law, would apply equal.
ly to a law punishing, by Congress, such incendiary publications as are
rcfcrrel to iln the inessage, and of course to the passage of a law pro
hibiting, their transnm ission through the inail. 'rhe principle on which
the sedition act was condemned as unconstitutional, was a general one,
and not limlited in its application to that act. It withdraws from Con.
gress all right of interference with the press, in anJy form or shape what.
ever ; and the sedition law Was put down as unconstitutional, not be.
causU it p)rohibitecd publications against the Government, but because it
interfered, at all, with the press. 'T'he prohibition of any publication on
the ground of its emina immoral, irreligious, or intended to excite rebel.
lion or insurrection, would have been equally unconstitutional; and from.
parity of reason, the suppression of their circulation through the mail
would be no less so.

But, as conclusive ras these reasons are against the right, there are
others not less so, derived from die powers reserved to the States, which
the committee will next proceed to consider.
The raessage, as has been stated, recommends that Congress should

pass a lawv to punislh the transmission, through the mail, of incendiary
publications intended to instigate the slaves to insurrection. It of
coursee assumes for Congress a right to determine what papers are incen-
diary and intended to excite insurrection. The question then is, has
Congress such a right? A question of vital importance to the slave.
holding States, as will appear in the course of the discussion.

After examining this question wvith due deliberationn, in all its bearings,
the committee are of opinion, not only that Congress has not the right,
l)ut to a(imit it, vould lie fatal to those States. Nothing is more clear
than that the admission of the right, on the part of Congress, to determine
what papers are incendiary, and as such to prohil)it their circulation
through the mail, necessarily involves t'e right to determine what are
not incendiary, and to enforce their circulation. Nor is it less certain
that to admit such a right, would be virtually to clothe Congress with the
power to abolish slavery, by giving it the means of breaking down all
the barriers which the slaveholding States have erected for the ipro-
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tection of their lives and property. It would give Congress, without re-
gard to the prohibition laws of the States, the authority to open the
gates to the flood of incendiary publications which are ready to break
into those States, and to punish all who dare resist as criminals. For-
tunately, Congress has no such right. The internal peace and security
of the States are under the protection of the States themselves, to the
entire exclusion of all authority and control on the part of Congress. It
belongs to them, and not to Congress, to determine what is, or is not,
calculated to disturb their peace and security, and of course, in the case
under consideration, it belongs to the slaveholding States to determine,
what is incendiary and intended to incite to insurrection, and to adopt
such defensive measures as may be necessary for their security, with
unlimited ineans of carrying them into effect, except such as inay be ex-
pressly inhibited to the States by the constitution. To establish the
truth of this position, so essential to the safety of those States, it would
seem sufficient to appeal to their constant exercise of this right, at all
times, without restriction, or question, both before and since the adop-
tion of the constitution. But, on a point of so much importance, which
may involve the safety, if not the existence itself, of an entire section of
the Union, it will be proper to trace it to its origin, in order to place it
on a more immoveable foundation.
_ That the States which form our Federal Union are sovereign and in-
dependent communities, bound together by a constitutional compact, and
arc possessed of all the powers belonging to distinct and separate States,
excep)ting such as are delegated to be exercised by the General Govcrn-
inent, is assumed as unquestionable. The compact itself expressly pro-
vides that all powers not delegated, are reserved to the States and the
people. Tpo ascertain, then, whether the power in question is delegated
or reserved, it is only necessary to ascertain whether it is to be found
among the enumerated powers or not. If it be not among them, it belongs,
of course, to the reserved powers. On turning to the constitution, it will be
seen that, while the power of defending the country against external danger
is found among the enumerated, the instrument is wholly silent. as to the
power of defending the internal peace and security of the States, and,
of course, reserves to the States this important power, as it stood before
the adoption of the constitution, with no other limitation, as has been
stated, except such as are expressly prescribed by the instrument itself.
From what has been stated, it may be inferred that the right of a State
to defend itself against internal dangers is a part of the great, primary,
and inherent right of self-defence, which, by the laws of nature, belongs
to all communities ; and so jealous were the States of this essential right,
without which their independence could not be preserved, that it is ex-
pressly provided by the constitution,* that the General Government
shall not assist a State, even in case of domestic violence, except on the
application of the authorities of the State itself; thus excluding, by a
necessary consequence, its interference in all other cases.
Having now shown that it belongs to the slaveholding States, whose

institutions are in danger, and not to Congress, as is supposed by the
messageto determine what papers are incendiary and intended to excite

*See 4th article 4th section of the constitution.
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insurrection among the slaves, it remains to inquire, in the next place,
what are tilo corrCsponding duties of' the General Governmllent, and the
other States, from within whose limits and jurisdiction their institutions
are attacked ; a subject intimately connected with that with which the
committee are inmediately charged, and which, at the present juncture,
ought to be fully understood by all the parties. The committee will be-
gill %with the first.

It may not he entirely useless to premise that rights and duties are
reciprocal; the existence of a right always implying the corresponding
duty. If, consequently, the right to protect her internal peace and secu-
rity belongs to a State, the General Govermimnent is bound to respect the
measures adopted by her for that purpose, and to co-operate in their
execution, as far as its delegated powers may admit or the measure may
require. Thus, in the present case, the slaveholding States having the
unquestionable right to pass all such laws as may be necessary to main-
tain the existing relation between master and slave in those States, their
right, of course, to prohibit the circulation of any publication or any in-
tercourse calculated to disturb or destroy that relation is incontrovertible,
In the execution of tie nicasures which may be adopted by the States
for this purpose, the powers of Congress over the mail, and of regulating
conmnerec with foreign nations and between the States inay require co-
operation on the part of the General Government; and it is bound, il
conformity to the principle established, to respect the laws of the State
in their exercise, and so to modify its acts as not only to violate those
of tile States, but, as far as practicable, to co-operate in their execution.
The practice of the Government has been in conformity to these views.
By the act of the 28th. of February, 1803, entitled "An act to prevent

the importation of certain persons into certain States," where, by the laws
of those States, their importation is prohibited, masters or captains of
ships or vessels are forbidden-, under severe penalty, "to import or
bring, or cause to l)e imported or brought, any negro, or mulatto, or per-
son of color, not being a native, or citizen, or registered seaman of the
United States, or seamen, natives of countries beyond the Cape of Good
Hlope, into any port or place which shall be-'situated in- any State which,
by law, has prohibited, or shall prohibit, the admission or importation of
such negro, mulatto, or other person of color." This 1)rovision speaks
for itself, and requires no illustration. It is a case in point, and fullyem-
braces the principle laid down. To the same effect is the act of;the
25th of February,- 1799, respecting quarantine and health laws, Nyhich,
as belonging to the internal police of the States, stand on the same
ground. The act, among other things, directsts the collectors and all
other revenue officers, the masters amid crews of the revenue cutters,and
the military officers in command on the station, to co-operate faithfully
in the exCcution of the quarantine and other restrictions which the
health laws of the State may establish."
The principles embraced by these acts, in relation to the commercial

intercourse of the country, arc equally applicable to the intercourse by
mail. There may, indeed, be more difficulty in co-operating with the
States in the latter than in the former, but that cannot possibly affect
the principle. Regarding it then as established both by reason and pre,
cedents,the committee, in conformity with it, have prepared a bill, and
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directed their chairman to report the same to the Senate, prohibiting,
under the penalty of fine and dismission from office, any deputy j)ost-
master, in any State, Territory, or District, from knowVingly receiving
and putting into the mail any letter, packet, pamphlet, paper, or pictorial
representation, directed to any post office or person in a State, Territory,
or District, by the laws of which the circulation of the same is forbidden;
and also prohibiting, under a like penalty, any deputy postmaster in said
State, Territory, or District, from knowingly delivering the same, except
to such persons as may be authorized to receive theni by the civil au-

thority of said State, Territory, or District.
It remains next to inquire into the duty of the States, from within whose

limits and jurisdiction the internal peace and security of the slaveholding
States are endangered.

In order to comprehend more fully the nature and extent of their du-
ty, it will be necessary to make a few remarks- ol the relations which
exist between the States of our Federal Union, with the rights and obli-
,ations reciprocally resulting from such relations.

It has already beeIn stated that the States which cofll)ose our Federal
Union are sovereign and independent communities, united by a consti-
tutional compact. Among its members the laws of nations are in full
force and obligation, except as altered or modified by the compact; and,
of course, the States possess, with that exception, all the rights, and are
subject to all the duties, which separate and distinct communities possess,
or to which they are subject. Among these are comprehended the obli-
gation which all States are under to prevent their citizens from disturb-
ing the peace or endangering the security of other States; and in case
of being disturbed or endangered, the right of the latter to demand of
the former to adopt such measures as will prevent their recurrence, and
if refused or neglected, to resort to such measures as its protection may
require. This right remains, of course, in force among the States of this
Union, with such limitations as are imposed expressly by the constitution.
Within their limits, the rights of the slaveholding States are as full to de-
mand of the States within whose limits and jurisdiction their peace is
assailed, to adopt the measures necessary to prevent the same, and, if
refused or neglected, to resort to means to protect themselves, as if they
were separate and independent communities.
Those States, on the other hand, are not only under all the obligations

which independent communities would be, to adopt such measures, but
also under the obligation which the constitution superadds, rendered
more sacred, if possible, by the fact that, while the Union imposes re-
strictions on the right of the slaveholding States to defend themselves,
it affords the medium through which their peace and security are assail-
ed. It is not the intention of the committee to inquire what those re-
strictions are, and what are 'the means which, under the constitution, are
left to the slaveholding States to protect themselves. The period has
not yet come, and they trust never will, when it may be necessary to
decide those questions; but come it must, unless the States whose duty
itis to suppress the danger shall see in time its magnitude and the obli-
gations which they are under to adopt speedy and effectual measures to
arrest its further progress. That the full force of this obligation may be
understood by all parties, the committee propose, in conclusion, to touch
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briefly on the movements of the abolitionists, with the view of showing
the dangerous consequences to which they must lead if not arrested.

Their wpofessed object is the emancipation of slaves in the Souther
States, wnich they propose to accomplish through the agency of organ.
ized societies, spread throughout the non-slaveholding States, and a
powerful press, directed mainly to excite, in the other States, hatred and
abhorrence against the institutions and citizens of the slaveholding States,
by addresses, )eetures, and pectoral representations, abounding in false and
exaggeratetd statements.

If the mag iitude of the m-scbief affords, in any degree, the measure
by which to judge of the criminality of a project, few have ever been de-
vised to be compared with the present, whether the end b.e regarded, or
the means by which it is proposed to be accomplished. The blindnessof
fanaticism is proverbial. With more zeal than understanding, it con-
stantly misconceives the nature of the object at which it aims, and towards
which it rushes with headlong violence, regardless of the means by
which it is to be effected.. Never was its character more fully exempli-
fied than in the present instance. Setting out with the abstract principle
that slavery is an evil, the fanatical zealots come at once to the conclu-
sion that it is their duty to abolish it, regardless of all the disasters which
must follow. Never was conclusion more false or dangerous. Admitting
their assumption, there are innumerable things which, regarded in the
abstract, are evils, but which it would be madness to attempt to abolish.
Thus regarded, Government itself is an evil, with most of its institutions
intended to protect life and property, comprehending the civil as well as
the criminal and military code, which are tolerated only because to
abolish them would be to increase instead of diminishing the evil. The
reason is equally applicable to the case under consideration, to illustrate
which, a few. remarks on slavery, as it actually exists in the Southern
States, will be necessary.
He who. regards slavery in those States simply under the relation of

master and slave, as important as that relation is, viewed merely as a
question of property to the slaveholding, section of the Union, has a
very imperfect conception of the institution, and the impossibility of
abolishing it without disasters unexampled in the history of the world.
To understand its nature and importance fully, it must be borne in mind
that slavery, as it exists in the Southern States, (including under the
Southern all the slaveholding States,) involves not only the relation of
master and slave, but, also, the social and political relations of two races;
of nearly equal numbers, from different quarters of the globe, and the,
most opposite of all others in every particular that distinguishes one race
of men from another. Emancipation would destroy these relations-
would divest the masters of their property, and subvert the relation, Sol
cial and political, that has existed between the races from almost the fist
settlement of the Southern States.

It is not the intention of the committee to dwell on the pecuniary as-
pect of this vital subject; the vast amount of property involved, equal at
least to $950,000,000; the ruin of families and individuals; the impoverish-
ment~and prostration of an entire section of the Union, and the fatal blow
that would be given to the productions of the great agricultural stapleson
which the Commerce, the navigation, the manufactiiresand thexrevl;.
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of the country, almost entirely depend. As great as these disasters would
be, they are nothing compared to what must follow the subversion of the
existing relation between the two races, to which the committee will
confine their remarks.
Under this relation, the two races have long lived in peace and pros-

perity, and if Dot disturbed, would long continue so to live. While the
European race has rapidly increased in wealth and numnibers and at the
same time has maintained an equality, at least morally and intellectually,
with their brethren of the non-slaveholding States, the African race has
multiplied with not less rapidity, accompanied by great improvement,
physically and intellectually, and the enjoyment of a degree of comfort
with which the laboring class in few countries can compare, and confess-
edly greatly superior to what the free people of the same race possess in
the non-slaveholding States. It may, indeed, be safely asserted, that
there is no example in history in wbhieh a savage people, such as their
ancestors were when brought into the country, lhave ever advanced in the
same period so rapidly in numbers and improvement.
To destroy the existing relations, would be to destroy this prosperity,

and to place the two races in a state of conflict, which must end in the
expulsion or extirpation of one or the other. No other can be substituted,
compatible with their peace or security. The difficulty is in the diver-
sity of the races. So strongly drawn is -the line between the two, in con-
sequence of it, and so stengthened by the force of habit and education,
that it is impossible for them to exist together in the same community,
where their numbers are so nearly equal as in the slaveholding States,
under any other relation than which now exists. Social and political
equality between them is impossible. No power on earth can overcome
the difficulty. 'The causes rexisting lie too deep in the principles of our
nature to be surmounted. But, without such equality, to change the
present condition of the African race, were it possible, would be but to
change the form of slavery. It would make them the slaves of the com-
munity, instead of the slaves of individuals, with less responsibility and
interest in their welfare on the part of the community than is felt by their
present masters; while it would destroy the security and independence
of the European race, if the African should be permitted to continue in
their changed condition within the limits of those States. They would
lo6k to the other States for support and protection, and would become,
virtually, their allies and dependents; and would thus place in the hands
of those States the most effectual instrument to destroy the influence and
control the destiny of the rest of the Union.

It is against this relation between the two races that the blind and
criminal zeal of the abolitionists is directed-a relation that now pre-
serves in quiet and security more than 6,500,000 of human beings, and
which cannot be destroyed without destroying the peace and prosperity
of nearly half the States of the Union, and involving their entire popu-
lation in a deadly conflict, that must terminate either in the expulsion
or extirpation of those who are the object of the misguided and false
humanity of those who claim to be their friends.
'He mustbe blind indeed, who does not perceive that the subversion of a

relation which must be followed with such disastrous consequences, can
only be effected by convulsions that would devastate the country, burst
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assunder the bcnds of the Union, and ingulf, in a sea of blood, the in-
stitutions of the country. It is madness to suppose that the slaveholding
States would quietly submit to be sacrificed. Every consideration; in-
terest, duty, and humanity ; the love of country, the sense ofwrong
hatred of oppressors, and treacherous and faithless confederates, and
finally, despair; would impel them to the most daring and desperate re-
sistance in defence of property, family, country, liberty, and existence.
But wvicked and cruel as is the end aimed at, it is fully equalled by the

criminality of the ncans by which it is proposed to be accomplished.
These, as has ' een stated, consist in organized societies and a powerful
press, directed mainly with a view to excite the bitterest animosity and
hatred of the people of the non-slaveholding States against the citizens
and institutions of the slaveholding States. It is easy to sec to what
disastrous results such means must tend. Passing over the more obvious
effects, their tendency to excite to insurrection and servile war with all
its horrors, and the necessity which such tendency must impose on the
slaveliolding States to resort to the most rigid discipline and severe
police, to the {great injury of the present condition of the slaves, there
remains another threatening incalculable mischief to the country.
The inevitable tendency of the means to which the abolitionists have

resorted to eifect their object, must, if persisted in, end in completely
alienating the two grcat sections of the Union. The incessant action of
hundreds of societies, and a vast printing establishment, throwing out
daily thousands of artful and inflammatory publications, must make, in time,
a deep impression on the section of the Union where they freely circu-
late, and are mainly designed to have effect. The well-informed and
thoughtful may hold them in contempt, but the young, the inexperienced,
the ignorant, and thoughtless, will receive the poison. In process of time,
when the number of proselytes is sufficiently multiplied, the artful and
profligate, who are ever on the watch to seize on any means, however
wicked and dangerous, will unite with the fanatics and make their move-
ments the basis of a powerful political party, that will seek advancement
by diffusing, as widely as possible, hatred .against the slaveholding
States. But, as hatred begets hatred, and animosity animosity, these
feelings would become reciprocal, till every vestige of:attachment would
cease to exist between the two sections, ashen the Union and the con-
stitution, the offspring of mutual affection and confidence, would forever
perish.

Such is the danger to which the movements of the abolitionists ex-
pose the country. If the force of the obligation is in proportion to the
magnitude of the danger, stronger cannot be imposed, than is at present,
on the States within whose limits the danger originates, to arrest its fart
ther progress-a duty they owe, not only to the States whose institu-
tions are assailed, but to the Union and Constitution, as has been shown,
and, it may be added, to themselves. The sober and considerate por-.
tions of citizens of the .non-slaveholding States, who have a deep stake
in the existing institutions of the country, would have little forecast not
to see that the assaults which aire now directed against the institutions
of the Southern States miay-be ver; easily directed against those6which.:
uphold their own property and security. A very slight modiflcation of
the argumeWts used against the institutions which sustain the property

10[ 1}8 ]
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and security of the South, would make them equally effecual against the
institutions of the North, including banking, in which so vast an amount
of its property and capital is invested. It would be well for those in-
tcrested to reflect whether there now exists, or ever has existed, a
wealthy and civilized community, in which one portion did not- live on
thelabor of another; and whether the form in which slavery exists in
the South, is not but one modification of this universal condition; and
finally, whether any other, under all the circumstances of the case, is more
defensible, or stands on stronger ground of necessity. It is time to look
these questions in the face. Let those who are interested remember
that labor is the only source of wealth, and how small a portion of it,
in all old and civilized countries, even the best governed, is left to those
by whose labor wealth is created. Let them also reflect how little
volition or agency the operatives in any country have in the question of
its distribution-as little, with a few exceptions, as the African of the
slaveholding States has in the distribution of the proceeds of his labor.
Nor is it the less oppressive, that in the one case it is effected by the
stern and powerful as ill of the Government, and in the otl;. r by the more
feeble and flexible will of a master. If one be an evil, so is the other.
The only difference is the amount and mode of the exaction and dis-
tribution, and the agency by which they are effected.

v

A DILL prohibiting deputy postmasters from receiving or transmitting through the mail to
any State, Territory, or District, certain papers therein mentioned, the circulation of
which, by the laws of said State, Territory, or District, may be prohibited, and for other
purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Usnited States of qmerica in
Congress cassembled, That it shall not be lawful for any deputy postmaster, in any State, Ter-
ritory, or District, knowingly to receive and ptut iifto the mail any pamphlet, newspaper,
handbill, or other paper, printed or written, or pictorial Representation, touching the sub-
ject of slaverny, addressed to any person or post office in any State, Territory, or District,
where, by the laws of tle said State, Territory, or District, their circulation is prohibited.
Nor shall it be lawful for any deputy postmaster, in said State, Territory, or District, know-
ingly to deliver to any person any such pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, or other paper, print-
ed or written, or pictorial represtentation, to any person whatever, except to suchI person or
persons as are duly authorized, by the proper authority of such State, territoryy, or District,
to receive the same.

Szc. 2. dind be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That it sball be the dutv of
the Postmaster General to dismiss fronm office any deputy postmaster ofiintdin- in the prem-
iscs, and such deputy postmaster shall, on conviction thereof in any court leaving competent
jurisdiction, be fined inI any stim not less than-- dollars, aud not more than
dollars, according to ulte aggravation of the offence, at tie discretion of the court.

Sic. S. dind be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, [lhat it shall be the duty of
deputy postmasters, mail carriers, and other officers and agents of the Post Office Depart-
ment to.co-operate, as far as may be, to prevent 1th circulation of any pamphlet, lnewspa-
per, hrandbill, or other paper, printed or written, or pictorial rXpresestation, as atfresaid, in,
any State, Territory, or District, where, by the laws of said State, Territory, or District,
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the same are. prohibited, and tlat nothing in the acts of Congress to establish and regulse
The Post Office Depirtment, 5ihaNl be construct to protect any deputy postmaster, mail W.
ricr, or other officer fir agent of spid Department, convicted of knowingly. circulating in aa

State, Territory, *r District, :s aForcsad, any such pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, or other
paper, printed or written, or pictorial representation, forbidden by the lavs Of such State,
Territory, or l)istriet.

S£c. 4. Ind be it furtlter enated, That it shall be the duty of the Postmaster General to
furnish to the deputy postmasters, and the agents and officers of the Department, copies of
the laws of the several States, Territorics, and Districts, prohibiting the publication or cir
culation of any pamphlet, newspaper, handbill, or other paper, printed or written, or pie.
torial representation, within the limits of said States, Territories, or Districts, for their
government in the premises; and make such regulations and give sluch instructions in rm.
ing this act into efTect as may not be contrary to law.

Sic. 5. .qnd be it further enacted by Ilic authority erforesaid, That the deputy postmaiers
of the offices where the pamphlets, newspapers, handbills, or other papers, printed or
written, or pictorial representations aforesaid may be deposited, shall, unqer the instructims
of the L'ostmaster generall, from time to time give notice of the same, so that they nay be
withdrawn by the person depositing them ; and if not withdrawn in the spacc of one mewia
thereafter, shall be burnt or otherwise destroyed.


