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BY GRORGE T. DOWNING.

My excuse for again asking the privilege
of a apace in your columns is, that they are
opened against us in the controversy about
foderal action to secureto us our civil rights,
and because we need the moral support of
your host of Christlan reuders, You admit
we are subjects of injustice fn states; that
what we demand may and should begranted
by the states. We thank you for the ad-
misslon. But the states do not protect usin
our rights. Bealdes, the grievances in somo
cases are under such circumstances as to
present a doubtasto s particular state’s in-
terposition; and, I would add, thegrievances
refer to rights that are national in thelr
character, and which the siates, as I have
gaid, fall to protect. )

You labor under a misapprehension a3 to
any intent to violate any state right. ‘We
who urge federal action donot design to
Invade etates, havé no intention to .control
their affairs. The moat Mr. Sumuer aims to
¢ffect through his bill is that the states, in
controfling thelr affars, d6 not war withi
national law; that they have regard to ceér:
tain fundawental principles Which tlié na;
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tion has declared, adopted, and eografted in
its, constitution, to be the supreme law of
the land—principles, of & genoersl nsture,
sffecting all alike; that infringe no mav's
rights, no state right. Ethlcslly, no sute
has the right to do an actof injustice: iv
this view also no right is invaded, ‘Cho
very nice concern you manifest for dfate
rights might receive more conaideration did
it not oppose efforts iu behail of peranal
rights. The late Henry C. Wright used to
say, ‘*The hat was made for the mun, not
man for the hat” Q@Qovernmente are made
for the people; they are importent and oi
value as they protect the righte of the peo-
ple; they are a burden without thia virtue.

If the John C. Calhoun state right theary
ever had any support in the Conatitution, the
prop was taken from it in adopting the Iate
smendments. This atate right theory, edopt-
ed by you, was in reality the isaue of tha wur,
The war decided—yes, scaled ita doom in
blood ; decided that etates may pol outrage
individuals within their bounds a¢ willy
that the federal arm may intsrpose (o pro-
tect. Otherwise the blood and ionvy
poured out like water in the )ate civil atrifs
flowed in vain,

I must express my surprisz that Tne Ix.
DEPENDENT should voluntarily, tc have
regard for a fancied right of a atatz, lahor
80 hard against an effort designed to havs
regard for what it aduits are the first richts
of persons; that it should lsbor and retutn

to the work 8o eainestly as to feel forced to
make this point. 1quoteita words: ** 'Y'lierd
is a long distance betwcen the dacleration
fn the Constitution that ‘noc eiate nhall
make or enforce any law which sghali
abridge the privileges and immusitive of
citizens of the United States' and ibe da-
claration in the bill” (Mr. Bumuer's) ** that
no inn-keeper or manager of & thearsr shall
make any discrimination botweer citizens
of the United Btates on account of race,
color, or previous condition of servitude.
How the former declaration is to be made
the constitutional basis ior the latter i
more than we can see. On this poiut our
friend, Mr, Downing, gives us uo light”" I
am pot a lawyer; but may I remind you of
the admitted -principle in law that what &
party having the power to act permits to
be done, in effect itself docs? 1 aflirm that,
when a state, having the regulsting by inw
of matters, allows such ratters 10 be done
so a8 to oppress and outrage, to alridge
privileges, the siate virtually does the
oppressing, the outraging, tbe abridging
Tbat, if an inp, having its right (o axist
by virtue of state authority, being & creaturo
of the state, in fact regulated by it, *‘rhail
make any discrimination between citizens
of the United Btates on mccount of race,
color, or previous condition of servitnde”
it may be said the sfafe docs the discrimiva-
ting; and Congress may, under tbe four-
teenth amendment to the Copstitviive, it
not by virtue of any other seclion, legisiuto
against the same. The Civil Rights Law
now in force presumes this. No one takes
exception thereto, The supplementsry il
proposed by Benator Bummer only moia
definitely particularizea and specifically ap-
plies the principle and power. If it e
fashionable to play on words, the thing
being suggested, I might do 50 n@ suy the
proposed law, 88 quoted, does net proposs
to invade the rights of a state; that il inere
{s to be any invasion, it wiil be an in7asion
of the rights of an ‘‘inn-ke2per or manager
of a theater,” and not of a etate: but it vould
lower the dignity of the controveray to play
oh words.

It 1s no complimentary fact to humaniiy
for the last Congresas to bave ecnected o
Jaw agaiost your state right theory,alaw
to protect the life and comiart of beasts
fo states; while a Republican cougress now
balts, hesitatcs, and & humane fournal &;-
courages 1t in not acting; alieging that it
has notthe right to ge in*o iheas same
states to protect the life, rights, and com{ort
of cltizens—human belnge. .

Allow me to add one mere parspraph,
You present the point, to restrain actioy for
the right, that, if this so-called izvacion of
state rights to effect & juet end bs assentod
0, i may cover a complote invsalrn. [
deny the correctness of the trferenca; and
simply add as an offset, that; if ths pecpie
of astate bo lefs, in' de{zreuc§ to'a vaved
sentitnent, to outragé rights, may they nok,
on oot princlple, go to sy exteitin 2is,
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re.,md of ul} rcpuohcam prineiples, viofa
tive of =l rigits, in opposition to’th
eniug of Amerlean  fréo: instilutidﬂa' and
the Fedaru) Ztovernment siill be mt‘rained

from inteclering ¢
WAPLINGYON, Febroary 2th, 1674
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