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Iy been go warmly agitated there ; and what, do

‘duct of the abglitionists—that it has sent a

| leaving an abiding heart-felt concern for the

e

 authorize them to receive 2nd lay such a de-

! do the same thing, as to one of the granted
. powers. What would be the course of a State

- should receive & petition asking a [aw regulat-
L ing discounts sv as to reatore the right of pri-

Fromthe Stote Dizchs Sentinel.
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The accompanying letter contains such ade
mirable views and sentiments, that 1 think it
due to the South to publish 1. [ czunot be- |
lieve that the wiiter will have uny objre ions to
this disposition of it, and therefore [ have not
waoited to ask his permission.

Yours truly,

-

Athens, Jan. 2, 1835.

To :

Dear Sir—You 2sk me for my opinion on the
course of certain politicians in Congre:s rela-
tive to the abolition question whicti has recent

1 suppose, is their object? Every man who
has read the late debat®, and who has watched |
the progress of political events for the last
twelve months, must bave formed some opinion
on the very singularly curious direction attempt- |
ed to be given the subject by the professed
enemies, hut secret friends, of ubolition. T will
very frankly give you mine. [ am well acqueaint.
ed with Mr, Beardsley, of New York; asa
private gentleman T have nn right to speak of
him ; indeed, if{ did, it would be in hiis fav 1,
for his deportment is marked by a courteousness
and urbanity altogether respectful and pre-
posessing. Butas a public man, of whoem it is
lawful to discourse, he is in all itnparts, 8 New
York politician of the Van Buren schoal. He
is more devoted to Van Buren than any other
member in Congress, and it is my op'nion has
a deeper interest in his success than any man
now livipg, for I have no doubt some higb
office witll devolve on him in that event. 1
mention these facts now, that they may be kept
in view during the progress of my future re-
marks.  You are apprized what n deep
gensation pervoaded the Seuth on the enn-

tremor to every heart and shaken the very
foundations of every Soutbern government
—in many instances it has suspended the
laws —whole communities bave heen convulsed

has been interrupted —doubt and suspicinn have
a0 controjled the public sentiment, that the

very charities of social Tfe have heen broken|

up and safety was no where felt but in the
most unsleeping vigilance and the application
of the most rigorous discipline, Thia state of
things aronsed the sympathies of the considerate
and reflecting portions of the Northern popu-
lation, and we had their assurancea that this
mad s¢heme of the fanatice received noe counte-
nancr from them. Thus rested the matier
awaiting fulure developments, but evidently
producing a new era in the slave question, and

shape it was to assume hereafler in 119 dark

and stealthy progress. The next place we see

the monster lifing his hvdra head in the Halls

of Congress, the place of all others the mo-t

dreaded and deprecated, in the shape of pe- |
titions to abolish slavery in the District of Co-

lumbia. These are from the very quarter

where we were assured all wes safe for our in-

tereat. and what 18 worge, they pour tn upon

Congress at the very beginning of its session,

destroying all the harmony and sobriety of re-

flection necessary to the other vital business of
the country, and notwithstanding too the throes

and convulsions througk which the whole

country has just passed. Had we not a right

to expect that this artful _destroyer would be
crushed at once? Was it not due to the in-

tegrity of the constitution, the justice of com-

pacts, the rights of the South, the faith of the
North, and tho peace and quiet of the whole
country to lay this evil spirit at once? But in.

atead of that, what do we find ?  Jurisdiction
given to Congrese over the subject which we
have so strenuously denicd, by a most deep-
laid treacherous manauvre. Mr. Beardsley,
the leader of the Van Buren party in Congress,

expresscs himselfl opposed to the object of the
petitioners, on the mere simple ground of
conrlenuss expediency, but that he is equally op-
posed to the prompt rejection of their un.

warranted petlition because it will violate, as he
says, the constitutional right of the people to
petition Congress for o redress of grievances !

Now let us examine this richt and sce how

artfdly the constitution is to be perverted
whenever the Stares are to be robbed of their
rights by the Federal Government. This is a
plam case of State rights, and I am aware that
its force can only be evaded by the scurn and
ridicule of the friende of power, and of patron-
age, their accusiomed ibstraments to blind the
pL"oplE.

Tho Federal Constitution which conferred
upon the people the right *“ peaccably to as-
semble and to petition the government fora re-
dress of gricvances,” meant, and could mean,
no other grievance, than such as Congress had
a rigght to redress. No man can ask what ano- |
ther has no right to give. The right to petition |
implies the right to grant; for it would be a
mockery without a parallel in point of ridicu-
tous folly grarcly to confer the r ght of suppli-
cation without at the same time co‘ferring o
power to relieve, Then, as the Constitution
contains a definite and special enumeration of
powers, o1t of which Congress dare not go,
the richt of petition mentioned in the Consti
tution must renge within those powers—it can-
not travel beyond those boundaries, because
they are the prescribed limits of the jurisdic-
tirn of Congress. Within the granfed powers
of the Federal Government the right of petition
belongs.  Within the reserved riglts of the
Slates it is wholly inadmissible. Congress can
no more listen to a petition affecting one of the
reserved rights, than a State Legislature could

Legislature to whom a petition should be pre
ferred praying the right to coin moncy ? Weuld
it not, and ought it nof, to reject it, at ance fur
the want of jurisdiction? What if Congrees

mogeniture 7 Can Mr. Beardsley seniously be-
lieve that Congress is bound to eniertain in any
shape, even s0 {ar asto iay it on the tab'e, such
a petition, uuder the notion that a coutrary

eourse violates tho right to petition ?  Nosw, if|

laying a petition on the table was tantamoun? to
a courlesus rejection of it, thene are some cases
where | wonld have no objections 1o that course,

The slavery qQuestion .s,-boewever, very fur|

from being one of them; but rccollect, Mr.
Beardsley dues not conceive it to be a rejection
e*’all ; for he says he will vote (o lay it on the
table, but he will nof role for rejecting it—and

R WU —

- . P

o el » il .

[ N

i i

why ? He gives the reason, becruse 18 will vio.
lete the right of petition. Then as I will shew

ou preseatly, this clothes Congress with thel
jurisdiction of the question, and we of the South
are to hope for n rejection of such petitions, if
rcjected at all, not on the grourd of unr:onsl.i-l
tutionality, but that of mere expediency. A
matter of ever varving complexion, and a fit
subject for political agitations through all fu-
ture time, so that our peace, interests and hap
piness, are to become the foot-balls of every
nresidential aspirant and his myriads of de-
pendents.,

To come back to my jllustrationa: BUppose
a petittoner (and what ia good as to one is
cqually 50 as to onc million) should present
himselt' in person, at the bar of congreess and ask
that body to manumit all the slaves in the sputh. |
ern states ? now this has been universally ad.
mitted every where during the past excitement, |
even by Mr. Van Buren himself, to be uncon.
stitutional and beyond the powesr of Congress
to grant.  Well, what ought Congress to da in
such a case! Would *the right to petition” |

mand, for one single moment, on their table?
Wou'd it nout be their daty as well as deo to us,
aot only as a matter of right, but more especi-
ally under the late alarming and dangerous
dis:usbancea to reject tnslanty such a request,

and holding up the eonstitution say to the de-



ma-dant, % what you ask is not within ovur
power, because it is not within this iustrument,
by which alone we live, move, and have ourt
being ?’ Now, we of the South contend, and §
have ot all our public mertings an declared, that .’
what Congress can not dadirectly, itcan not Jo
indireetly. £ it cannot manymit the Slaves In
the States, it can not do s0 in the Dissrict of
Columbia, or the ‘Territories; for every one
must perceive the former follows as a conse-
quence of the latter, and noman is so lest to
common discerament as not to see that there
is as much warrant for the one s the other in
the cons’itution. |

All this cry therefore sbout the sacred right
of petition, is the veriest flummery—a shallow
artifice, and a most hollow hearted pretence, |
designed by Mr. Beardsley and the Van Buren |
party, to evade p.vote upnn the right of Con-
eress to aboligh slavery in the District of Co-
lumbia. A vote we must have, we should
never rest uatil we do obtain it. No bLlinking
the question. Tt is one which Van Buren has
Leen asked over and over egain to answer, and
which he as constantlyilludes, coming no near-
er toa clearand definite reply, than that as
| ““against the rroPaIEY Y (MCaNING EXFEMENCY)
of agitating the question in the District of Co-
lumbia,’” he is opposed. And who thenks him
for his tnexpediency at this fime? We want lo
clese the account against all fulure time, if we
are to live together cs o united people. Does
not every man perceive that Mr, Beardsley’s
i doctrine completely inves's Congress with the ju-
risdiction of the question ? What does it amount
tc ? He say« he cinnot reject the petitions,
becauna it will ¢ violate the right of petition ;¥
then if they have the right to petition, ON
TIIS SUBJECT, Congress has the power to
grant or refuse their prayer at pleasure; forif
the right to petition is not an idle and unmean
inr privilegre, it is impossible to separate it from
the carrelative right to vouchsafe tho ohject of
the supplicants, ‘To confer the favor, to ask
without the means to give, is 102 small a busi.
ness for the sapres who framed the Constitution.
Hence, I consider all those whao voled o lay the
petitions on the table, intend that Congress shall
retain jurisdiction of the guestion to be excr-
cised hereafter, ns circumstances may require.
{1 believe further, there was n special objectin it.
Van Buren is in & dilemma Letween the Scuth-
ern people and the Northern abolitionists, and
this is too well known to admit of the shadow
of a doubt. He wents to please both., To =ay
it ig tnexpedient to act on the subject, he thinke
will pleasc the former —to give Congress power
over the question to be acted on when their
strength will justify it, he hopes will satisfy the
latter. ‘The Southern members who have aided
in this treacherous scheme deserve our most
indignant animadversion. '

A.S.CLAYTON.



