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- MroMivuee. Yeés, sir. . In 1698 she passi
. 8'1aw prohibiting the purchasing goods of slavei |
- under suspicious circumstarces.  In 1703 she
-~ miade & law probibiting masters from'emancls |
- pating thelr slaves unless' they gava security.
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- briuging - slaves to Bostor and selling. them
" there, just as they brought them to”South
- " Carolina and sold them there. " And ddivn.to

-~ the adoption of their bill'of righta ‘in’ 1780,
. there appear numerous’ statutes‘ upon the

- ‘statute. books ‘of . Massachuselts,  protecting
- thig institution: bf slavery, just ag it was prd:
- tected in all the'other colonfes, * = ' 7

. Mr. " Srocxesivok. ' Will the fgehqér&a&’
.cite one of thoae numerous statutey 2. -~

that they.should’ ot become’ town ‘paujers,
In’ the aame. year anotber statuts’ prohibited

- any Indian,’ negro, or 'mulatto’ servant or
- - slave being abroad afier nine 6'clock at night,’
- unless on errands for their,masters of swners.’
-~ 18{1705,.by another -act, slaves wete, for cer-
..tain offenced, to be sold out of the province; | 41

- any negro or mulatto who should 'strike any'|
- of the English' or Christian-nation was to be
_~.severely whipped ; 'an unjust duty on negroes’
- of £4 per head was Impoded, but the duty. was
10 be piid. back, if; the negro wat
| bona fids e0ld in ‘any other plantation,” and
.- thelike advantages of the drawback were'to
. beallowed *tlie purchaser of any negro sold
 within the ‘province,”” " In‘17u7 ‘an’ Ret was
- passed punishing . free négroes’ or mulattoes |
.. Jor Adrboring any negro or mulatlo servant.
“And in 1718 an 'act imposed a penalty on
‘every master of a vessel who should carry
- away any perfon under age, or botigAl ot hired
- servant, without the masler’s or; parent's con-

was éxported and’

gent, The provincial congress of. Massachu-

. gotts prohibited the enlistment ‘of slavés n

‘the army, thus showing that slavery.legally

- existed there .in. May, 1775;  ‘and the Teason
~ given for this prohibition is"thut they were
 contending for the'liberties of ‘thé colonies,
-and the admission into the' army of any others

. but freemen would ‘be ‘inconsistent with the

principles 'to ' be supported, and " reflect ‘dis-

* hotor on the colony. * Can’ anyother. proof
- ’quﬁ!{mnw of slavery in Massachusetts be
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1| It existed ‘in‘alf‘:iﬁ'e(éb]:)ni_&c"lﬁ the' fsa’m‘é:

- way, and ' notwithstanding the decision in
the S0

merset case, I say It existéd at common*

_ Iaw, for after that decision, - which simply.
~-went to the extent’ that a'man-conld not Aold
~ his'slave in Rogland, slaves' were botight and

sold in market overt in London, just as guch

.- a8 _cotton, sugar, . indigo, ‘0F anything “olse,
~ - Not only.that, but fron) 1804 to 1807, during
.~ . thelast three yeirs when thé' importation of
~ - African slaves into’ this country was allowed

- by ‘our coustitation, thete were at Yeast 20,000
- 8laves brought into the ports of Sotith Caro-
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- Iind alone, in. British’ vessels, under the' pro-
[ tection’ of British law, consigiéd.to British
.. Sousiguesa; and dold by them to the. people of

. Scuth Carolina'and other Seates of this Union. | the ledst oF it,a perversion of that legal torm.
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"a short time there, en ,
| carried down for his ambsement a flb of old -

tirb t the master of 1}
fgot him’back ‘into the English colonies. If
So

‘quently decided by Lord Stowell, w
effect that'ifthe master got his slave’into a
‘British colonlv].'.where,; slavery was tolerated
:by law, his title od, -

‘nuisdiice, ‘this gredt evil ? ] ~you hav -
held 'this property by virtue of the laws of - -

" Mr. Jonzs, of Somersat, - If my friend will
allaw re, 1 will state dd_addition to what he
has said {h reference to thé Tegislition of Mag:
sachasetts upon this siibject, that many years
‘ago, At a faghionable vy'atering place on . the -
codst of Massachiugetts, while -1 ‘'was spending
8- ¢itizen of Boston; who -

colonfal’ newspapers, -published” in' Bostor -
from {1740 or 1750, "and along some thivty or
forty years; pointed out to me i thoss,news-

papers numerous advertisements of ‘slaves for . .

-public zale in Boston. ;"

. Mr!MmniLgs. Yes, sii,”'qixjd‘ffioi“oﬁ]_v{i’ths‘t' v
but Chief Justice Parsons, In'a case reported

in 4 Massachusetts, makes the explicit decla=

ration that slavery did exist in Massachusetts

'ag it d1d in‘all ‘the other colonies. The case
‘was :the settlement of a manumitted " slave .

under their pauper laws, - And the title deeds

.to that slave, half a'dozer of thém in number,

éﬁé-rﬁl-finted in that réport. There hnd beena
half a' dozén distributions of ‘estatesof which
the slave formed & ‘part of the assets, and
soles fmado'of that”slave by, the respective.
- In the Somiérset cise, Lord Manafield simply

in England. Bitthat decision did not dis- -

»d'ecid?l'tbat“a,inah could ‘not‘hold hig slave.

; e.title of the master of that slave if he .
mérset’ ad been taken'on’ board the vessel

‘and carried’ back 'to the West India Islands,

thie British sabject, by virtue of British law,

‘would’ bave held his slave. in that’ British =

‘colody. The éise of the slavé Grace, subse- -
ag to the -

1o hig'slave ' wag good, . - -
_Slayery a nuisance? ' When our constitu- -
tion was adoptéd, every one of these States

held slaves. “The provision in the constitds

tion' for ' their rénditivii, whien' theyshould
escape from thelr ‘masters into a State' where

' slavery might not be tolétated ; ‘and the pro=

vision -in"tha’constitition’ allowing the con-.

tinuance of the Affican sluvé trade until'1808,
| for ‘twenty years: after its' adoption, recog-

nized the right ind' the propérty of the mas- =
‘ter in {tl;q:jqegvim of his slaves; or else the
constitution and’ the’ coricurrent testimohy of _

Conteniporaneous history upon’ this subject is

all'n’Broad lis, "

~Slayery s nuisdtce? 'Hiveyou beea hold-.
ing a nuisance all yourlives? Have you, gir, .
and othér slavéholdérs ‘in’; this' convention, - .
now iu your pockets the)proceeds of this great -
t'evil? No, sir; yna have. -

yoir ¢ountty. 'You haye Beld your slaves,.

‘andyot hold thim to:duy by virtiie of the

laws of ‘your State, ddd by virtue of ‘the con-
stitation’and laws of your country. - And to
call that 4 nuisance, it sebms to me, is, to say’




