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CIVIL RIGHTS.

BY PREA. B, H. PAIRCHILD,

Ir Tre INDEPENDENT of Dec, 24th is an
article on the * now civil zighits bill* which
astonfshes ana distresses me. Had it been
an article from some correspondent, it
would not have disturbed mo; but, appear-
ing as editorial, it seems to commit the dear
old paper, which has been our hope and
pride, to a political ana civil policy which
scoms to me exccedingly erroncous and
dangerous, It declares that ** the queatlons
which both bills undertake to decide are
not within the jurisdiction of Congress”;
that the question ‘‘as to the peraous who
shall compose juriea in state courts is pre-
eminently a matter which belongs solely to

thoe juriddiction of the statos”; that “if we

concede to Cougress the powor to pass any
law tbat in any way relntes to life, liberty,
or property, to the equal protection of the
laws, and also. the exercise of the elective
franchiso, then we have made a concession
which carries with it the power to do any-
thing which a state legislature can do";
and that ‘what the Bouth needs more than
anything else, 8o far as the Federal Gov.
ernmeont {8 coucerned, is to be let alone
and left to the management of its own
local affalrs.”

Iu the proclamation of emancipation the
whole power of the United Btates was
pledged, as it should have been, to the
maintenance of the freedom of the emaucl-
pated. What does this mean? Docs it
mean that the states which exhausted thelr
power in the effort to maintain slavery,
and which now regard themselves as having
beou robbed of two billion dollare of prop-
erty and still look upon the negroes as
better fitted for slaves than for oitizens,
should be left alone to manage the ques-
tlons of the life, liberty, protection, apd
the elective franchise of these people in
their own way? It is perfectly preposter-
ous. I can hardly concelve how a man who
believes in equal rights and has any knowl-
edge of the situation could suggest auch Y
thing.

Buppose a state should nuthorlze the aell
{ug of colored people, and not white people,
for debt, has the General Government noth-
ing to do in ths matter? Buppose colored
people should be prohibited from going off
from the plantation where they are em-
ployed, and white people were suthorized
to arrest them as vagrants and return them
and recelve thelr reward from the wages of
the person arrested, has the Federal Gov-
ernment nothing to dot BSuppose colored
people should be denled the right to vote,
tobo tried by juries, to act as jurors, to
testify when & white man is a party, to hold

- office, to educate their children, to receive

any portion of the school fund raised by
general taxation, to travel freely. by public

- conveyances; suppose they might legally

be shot down for insulling white people;
might be whipped when white people would
boe fined and killed when whites would be
imprisoned, is notbing to be done about it?
Any of these things are liable to be done,
most of them have been done since eman.
cipation, all of them were enacted into law
for fres colored people before emancipation,
by the same states which the writer claims
sliould now be et alone to manage these
matters in thelr own way.

It is undoubtedly-the provlnoo of the
state legislatures. to eetablish common
schools, regulate hotels, theaters, ceme-
terles, aud public conveyances, to prescribo
the qualifications of jurors and other
offiters, of voters and feachers, and to pro-
tect the lives; llbartleo, and property of the
people, All that we maintaid Congress
should do on theso questions and sl that
the Civil Rights Bill undertakes to dois to
prevent unéqual leglslation and-uneqia;
exeoutlon of laws oh sccouat of raca er
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oolor, Thls, too, 1s-“the duty of ke states,
24 It is also the legitimate busindes o Con.
gresi.  To leave thees’ stateato to hke thelr
own courss in thées mattérs ia to léave
them to distotd, distraction, and debtruc-
tion. It ant hope of legal'distinctions on
neeount of color weré entirely romoved by
the action of Congress, I bollave the South
would econ settle into permanent peace.
And such legislation, instead of tending *“to
divide the politics'of the tworaces by any
race Mne,” would tend to obliterate all such
distinctions, It is the effort to keep up
these legal distinctlons which' unites "the
colored people in one parly; and this
is the cause of our trouble. Lot the
colored  people be equally divided
between the political parties and all diff*
cultles on account of color would be ended.
Bat such a .division will never take place
atid nover ought to take place while one
pariy 18 determined to perpetuato and in-
crease theae distinctions.

But we are told in another article that
these questions belong to the courts, and
not to Congross. Why is it less dangerous
for the Federal courts to Interfero with
state nffaira than for Congress? But what
can the courts do without law, except to
decide that certain siaie laws are uaconstl.
tutlonal? Aund what would such decisions
amount {0 when those lawa and thelr execu-
tion were the result of en Inveterate preju.
dice aud In designed contempt of Federal
interfcrence? I can concelve of no way to
defeat the operation of such laws except
by tho infliction of penaltles upon those
who maliclously enact or exccute them.
This is what the Clvil Rights Bill proposes
to do. It the states were in the main doing
justice by the colored people, and there

~were little or no occasion to Interfere for

their protection, I would say, Let the bill go.
But it is because there Ia abundant occa-
slon for it that the colared people and their
Jong-trled friends eay, Glve us the law.

But for the interference of Congress there
would not to-day be a state In the South
where oolored people could vote, bold
office, act as jurors, sue or be sued, testify
where a white man wes a party, share
equally in the common school fund, bave
equal advantages with other tsxpayers in
poor-houscs, asylums, or cemecteries, or
suffer equal penslties wilth white people for
equal crimes.

I canuot see how the United Btates Qov-
ernment can redeem 118 pledges, or support
the Constitution, or promote the general
welfare without prohibiting and prevent.
ing oivil distinctions on account of color,

I know that before the war all states
made these distinctions; but they were the
legitimato incldenta of slavery. They have
no place in the condlllon of unlversal free.
dom.

It is important * to remember that there
are such realities as states”; it s equally
fmportant for the states to know that there
18 & natloo and & constitution.

* BERRA COLLEOR.
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