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The Minority in the Virginia Legiflature
to the People of that State; containing
a Vindication of the Conftitutionality
of the Alien and Sedition Laws.

THE awful crifis which has arrived muft be 5[elt by us all,
however we may differ as to the caufes which have pro-
duced it, or the meafures which may avert its calamity.

That our fellow-citizens may be fully informed of the part
taken by their public funlionaries, in all the meafures
touching this [[ubjcﬂ, it is deemed far and proper, to
Submit the following refolutions offered in the Houfe of
Delegates, by the Member. from Prince George, as a
Subfistwte for thofe adopted, which are fubjoined. Nor
can it be deemed improper to notice the prevailing dif-
tinlion between the refolutions. In the latter, declar ations
of uniting in the common defence are mingled with infinu-
ations of diftruft in the Government of the United States, *
the only political mean by which ¢fficacy can be given to
refiflance againfe an invading foe.

Having paffed the refolutions, it would feem that the General
Affembly had finifhed their deliberations on the fubjell,
but a novel courfe was purfued, alike ouiraging the
rules of the Legiflature, and derogating from the dif~
cernment of their coyh'tucnts, by a laboured detail of the
reafons which induced the legiflative adopiion of the refo-
tions. © It became mneceffary, therefore, to meet this
Jecond paper, by counter arguments, but this was done
with reluflance, and after cvery atiempt to arrefl the

prt:fq]itior had failed.  Qur fharing in the impropricty

of departure hfram ufage, muft be atiributed to the imperious
necgj’ty of the cafe.

The counter arguments are difplayed in the following addrefs
Submatted to the committee of the whole by the Member from
Weflmoreland. An effort was made in the Houfe, to
obtain the circulation of the counter addrefs among the
people, by fubjoining it to a ‘compilation jf pa-
pers, i which 15 inferted the addrefs adopted, diretled
to be publifhed atb the public expence ; this requeft was
denicd, as will appear by reference to the Fournals,
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To the liberality of indiviluals, who have fubfcribed
Sufficient fund for the purpofe, is the minorily indebted
Jor the publication of thetr opintons on the very interefling

bie€ which has cngaged the altention of the General
AfJembly, and cannct fail to engege the fulleft deliberation
of their conflituents, whd alone can apply a 1adical remed)
to the polisical difeafe.

Frriow-Citizrys,

OPPOSI\'C, as we did, refolutions of theé

General Affembly, patled on the 24thday of December. we cannot
remain filent under the unprecedented example exhibited in fup-
port of them, by a dctailed dilplay of thole reafons which influ.
euced their adoption.  We lament their exiflenc:; and we de-
precate the deviation from our legiilative ufage, which their adop-
tion has produced. If this was the only evil refulting from the
fyftem of which they form a confpicuous feature, we fhould in
filence wait your application of the conftitutional corre€tive, which
you annually difpenfe: but confidering the happinefs united
America enjoys, and forefeeing the evils which difunited America
muft inevitably fuffer, we canrot fhrink from the difcharge of the
momentous duty to which we are unexpefledly called, ard on
which we relu€antly enter,

To place the prefent crifis plainly before you, it is neceflary 1o
recur to paft tranfaélions.

For the purpofe of perpetuating the bleflings of our national
independence, the peeple of united America were induced to ex-
change their firlt political affociation for that now exifting, The
will of the mujority produced, ratified; and condu@s it, This
firft principle 1n our faederal pat cannot be impaired without
proportionate irjury to the body politic,

The fallibility of man, prohibits the hope of perfeftion in his
works; and the beft rule for freemen to adnpt, in the opinion of
our anceftors, was that which inculcates obedience to laws,
enalted by a majdrity of funflionaries appointed by the people.
Forefecing the terrible eflefls which enfue from diffcrences of
opinion on national fuhjeéls, they added to this firlt principle two
others, which promiicd immortality to the work ortheir hands ;
they declired tlie compalt amendable, and plainly pointed out the
ways: thev limited power to fixed periods ; recurring to the choice
of the people for the delegation of authority. Under a conflitution
thus formed, the profperity of America was great and unexamnpled.
War broke out in another quarter of the globe, the government
and the people of the United States bemoaned alike the diftreffe-
incident toa vaft portion of the hurnan race ! diftrefles not within
their controud, and in the termination of which they did not pofici-
oven a remoate influence, Avoiding the exifting carnage, the con-
tinuance of ur exilling happinels, became, as was proper. the
primary objc& of the attention of government, The chﬁdem of
the United S1 1+~ 1 ¢.tiicn the moft tried, and the moft beloved,
weighing all thz citliculiics to v hich our relation to the bells.
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rent powers expefed us, promulgated by proclamation the ex.
iting ftate of things, and warned lus fellow-citizens of the per.
nicious confeqrences which would follow the dereli€tion of their
ncutral condition, An adherence to this fituation was enjoined
by law, and aprmved by the general plaudit of our country. Yet,
unfortunately for America, and foraepubiican gevernment, o few
wpenly, and more {ecietly, hifted their voice againft their country’s

will. A foreign minifler’s contuineiious appeal from the «&s of
governmert to the people, whole honor and comfort, al.ke com.
manded their fupport of that government, was maintained with
affection to the foreign agent, and with acrimony againft the confli.
tuted authonities of the mation. ‘The fubjeét became familiar to the
whole people; and their voice fpontaneoufly uttered, funk into tem.

vrary nnd contemptuous oblivion, the abettors of this wicked effort,
Emothered for a while ouly, the unextinguithed fire rckindled as
occafion affurded fuel.

The treaty which terminated our revolutionary war, although fol.
lowed by the immediate poflcflion of the miin good, yet held fome
fecondary obje&ls unfettled. The confequence of war is a flate of
mental ire, which yields only tn a&ts of mutual bencficence, and to
time. ‘The ftite of mental warfare had not ceafed, when the un.
Jultifisble conduét of our late foe, cipecally on the ocean, rekindled
our ardor for hoftility and revenge. ‘lI'he Executive of the United
States, uninfluenced by the paffions of hatred or affeftion, contis
nuing to vicw peace, fu long a3 1t was to be preferved without dif-
honor, as his higheft duty, 1n a moment incnacing war, made his laft
cffort to avert its mileries froin our land, H= fent a minifter to
Great-Britain, for the purpofe of icitling the exifling difcord,
Peace was preserved, with honor.  This event, initead of confirming
our internal tranquillity, was tuined with much dexterity io the
1enewal of paft animofities ; the views of Genet were re-aéled in a
d:fferent drefs, and the Executive of the Union was brunded with
cvery epithet of opprobrium, becaufe 1u preventing war, every good
wifhed for by one of the parties to the contra& of peace had not gan
obtained, lere the indignation of the A:nerican mind wasaddrefled
with confiderable eficdd, At Jength the people, roufed by felfs
attention, fpoke—all was tranquil; and error, whether refulting
from miftaken countidence, or vicious ntention, funk again inta
eblivion,  France, our ally, to whom our goveinment had, from
the berinning of their war, prelented repeated proofs of fincere
fhienifiup, wught by the bLicherings among ouifelves, on the
fubjc@ of the Bt treaty, re-echoed American 1eproaches with
French viewsand French objetts,  Siilitude of fentunent, too often
begets umon an delign—our commerce pecame a prey to French
cratlersy wur citiaens were captured, and all the injuries heretofore
1eceived from the Britth nation, were 1epeated on our defencelefa
countiv, with this ftriking difleicnce. A former foe, claiming un.
vaecuted flipulations, inflicted the firft; while the latter proceeded
from the hand of a surmer fr1end, bound to us by the tics of a folemn
tieaty, and recciving fiom us every gaod in our power to beflow,
without violating our neutrality, and ihereby comuntting fuicide om
our national and mdividual happinels, :

Influenced by the lame pacinc primciple, the Prefident, (the fame
tried and hiloved Wihingion  attempted, os before, by 3 timely
Wi ferenge to avert the impe..ding war,  [le ieat & minifter to
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France, with full pewers te remove by candid explanations miflaken
opinions, to renew ancient friendfhips, and to perpetuate the blef-
fings of mutual peace. This minifter was not even received, but
was ordered to depart with marks of contumely and threats of impri-
fonment,

The {ucceflor of Wathington, aftuated by the fame principles. and
anxious for the fame beneficent end, made 2 fecond effort to reftore
geace, and paid an unufual compliment to the French government,

y fending three envoys extraordinary, with ample powers to hear,
to explain, to redrefs, and to bury every complaint in a fair, ho-
norable and friendly adjuftment. This renewed teftimony of our
defire for peace, was returned by increafe of infolence and affront.

Thrs fituated, we had but to choofe between {fubmiflion to the will
of a foreign nation, and the maintenance of our independence. What
American could hefitate in the opinion? The choice being made,
felf-prefervation commanded preparations for felf-defence. With
this view, and to this end, various defenfive meafures were adopted
by the laft Congrefs, the moft effe&ual of which were, the equip-
ment of a fleet, the raifing of an army, a provifion for the removal
of dangerous aliens, and for the punifhment of feditious citizens.
The two firft are charged with tl]:o atrocious defign of creating a
ionarchy on the ruins of our free government, and the two laft are

clared to be ufurpations of power, in violation of the conftitution ;
while all of them are viewed as parts of a fixed fyftem, tending to
the cftablifhment of defpotifm. This ferious accufation, if true,
commands your effefual interpofition; if untrue, it ought to guard
you againft the warnings of thofe who from error, or with the moft
pernicious defign, invite you to the adoption of meafures baneful ta
American happinefs and fatal to American liberty.

When the moft powerful nation in Europe, by whofe infidious
policy aad rumerous armies, populous, warlike and wealthy ftates
have been overturned; whofe luft of dominion is infatiable, and
whofe only rule of conduét is her will; has demanded tribute at our
hands, and menaced us with the fate of nations conquered and de-
bafed, what means could have been adopted more convenient or more
likely to fecure our defence? The equipment of a fleet guards the
remains of our commerce from their privateers, enables us to incom-
mode any offenfive attempts which their enmity might diftate, and
to facilitate our exertions for felf-defence, by facihitating the con-
veyance of the requifite fupplies for military operations 1n our ex-
tenfive country, Important already have been the beneficial con-
fequences to our commerce, flowing from this wife meafure, and
cvery benefit to trade in an increafed ratio, enlivens and invigorates '
agriculture: more important will be its effefls in {ecuring our pro- -
teftion, thould we be forced to the laft achal in defence of our
liberty and property.

Upon fo lglcmn an occafion, what curfes would be adequate to the
fupinenefs of our government, if militia were the only refort for
fatety, againft 1he invafion of a veteran army, flufhed with repeated
viflories, ftrong in the {kill of its officers, and led by diftinguifhed -
commanders? Should not the American citizen be prepared to meet
the eventual combat, by thofe acquirements which place him on an
cqual footing on the day of battle? Or, is he fo little efteemed as
to be defignedly fubmitted to an unequal conf{lit ? What more than

__placing him oh an equality with his fae is prepofled, by raifing an
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stny ?  Thus our anceftors afled in the revolutionary war: and fuf.
picions perverting their intention, like thefe now diffeminated,
would have been treated with contempt, or punifhed as the {chemes
of men devoted to the enemy., Where 1s the change in our fituation
which authorizes condemnation of a meafure now, then admitted to
be wife and indifpenfable ? Does it argue a love of country, to pa-
ralize means adopted for its defence ? Does it demonftrate affeftion
to our fellow citizens, to reprobate eudeavours which beftow upon
them cquality of fkill with their antagonifts? Daes it evincea
wifh to difregard and diftruft our militia, when an army is formed of
citizen foldiers, for that very militia to rally around, and hand 1n
hand to march to attack the foe ? Can that army be called merce-
niry, which is compofed of our brothers and our fons, levied by
law, paid by law, and embodied to defend their and our common
rights? Wculd your Wathington lead a mercenary army ? Is he
nct again your General 7 Why, then, thele unfounded {ulpicions,
snd this opprobrious, unwarranted epithet, butto inflame vour paf-
fions, and to miflead your judgments ? Paule, refle&t, and fay, whe-
ther counfel thus adminiftered, can have your good for its objeét ?
And whether, under the pretence of oromoting vour happinels. it
does not lead to an iflue difaftrous to America, and calamitous to Vir-
ima?

¢ Alike erroneous, and alike deftruftive of the common weal, is the
diftorted conftruétion of the Alien and Sedition Laws.

Neverthelefs, thefe alts are confidentlv pronounced unconftitu.
tional, fo much fo, that to manv of our fellow citizens the queftion
may appear to have been completely decided, -

In the opinion of fome, to deliberate on this fubjedl is criminal,
snd to paufe before we declare that the eenftituted authorities have
knowingly and intentionally violated that facred charter by which
they hold their political exiftence, is to be inimical to that repub-
lican liberty, which conftitutes the pride and happinefs of our
country, and which can only be preferved by preferving that go-
vernment which is now fo boldlv arraigned. Had the meafures
which profefs their origin fromthefe laws, been confined to ordinary
peaceable and conftitutional efforts to effet their repéal ; had a decent
re{pett for the real majority of the American people been maintained,
no oppofition would have been made by theie who now addrefs you.
—~But when a partial irritation, in fome degree produced by mifcon.
ception, is fought to be excited into general hoftility againft the go-
vernment of our country, is feized as affording a l);ir occafion for
proceedings which may {ap the foundation of our union, we muft in
obedience to that duty which gave birth to :his reply, fubmit to our
fellow citizens, fome refle@ions on thele laws,

The a&t concerning aliens, makes it lawful for the Prefident of the
United States, to order all fuch aliens as he thall judge dangerous to
the peace and fafety of the United States, or fthull Fave realonahl:
grounds to fufpeft are concerned in anv trealonable or fecret macii:-
nations againit the government thercof, to depart out of the territ 1y
of tlhc United States within fuch tine as thall be expreffed 1 tuc
order.
~ Ths law has been declared tn be unconftitutional, becaufle—3y i,
it tranicends the powers of Congrels: 24, 1t viclates that a:ticie
which reftrains the prohibition of migiatzon 1l 186%: 34, [t un tes
lcg-ﬂw-u'-,_., executive and jud:cal pewers i the chied magriliate;
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4th, It deprivesaliensof the conftitutional right of the trial by jury,

Time will not allow a minute inveftigation of this fubje&, tha
feveral objetions will be but briefly reviewed.

1ft, Itisalledged to be an exercife of a power not delegated. The

" conflitution of the United States, 1s in its organization diflimilar to
any feheme of government which has been heretofore devifed.

It prefents to us for many purpoles an eatire nation, and for other.
purpofes feveral diftintt amr perfeft fovereignties—Perpetual peace
among eurfelves; a complete participation of privileges through all
the ftates, and above all fafcty from abroad, were perhapsthe firong
motives which induced America to unite under one government,
All obje&is which are general in their nature, which intercft all Ame,
rica, which are corne@ed with thz general fafety ; all external obje&s
€an only be obtained by the co-operation of the whole, and therefore
the powers neceflary for their attainment would be naturally vefied
in the government of the whole. The vaft mafs of local and interior
regulation can be moft beneficially attended to by the ftate fove-
reignties, and therefore the government of the union 1s, and ought
to be excluded from participating in their formation.

When we examine the fituation of the U. States, and the objeéls
for which its government muft neceflarily havebeen formed, the mind

- 1s irrefiftably led to the demarcaticn of a plain line of partition be-
tween the general and particular fovereignties,  Since the general and
flate governments equclly reprefent the people, and are alike depen-
dent on them for their origin and their continuance, and are alike
accountable to them for their mifcenduét, thofe powers which are
eflential to our happinefls and prote&ion, may, with equal fafety, as
to their abufe, be trufted to the one or to the other, ]t is therefore
rationa) to fuppofe, that they are placed where they can be exercifed
moft beneficially, and that theyare given to that government which
1s deflined to effe& the particulir obje& for which thofe powers are
calculated, This obvious principle icems to havea&uated thofe who
framed our conflitutions; the powers of peace, war and commerce,
of external intercourfe in 21l its variety of forms, of calling out.and
dire&irg the force and wealth of the nation, are placed in the general
government ; they are rightly placed, becaufe to that governmeng
we look for prote@ion from enemies of every denomination,

With refpe& ta thefe objefts, America is one nation, and therefora
the flate governments are refirained from interfering with thele greas
alts of fovercignty s The power of protedting the nation from the
intrigues and eonfpiracies of dangerous aliens who may have intro-
duced themielves into the bofom of our country, feems to be of the
<lafs with thofe neceffarily delegated to the general government:
tecurity to the union from their wicked machinations, cannot other-
wifc be enfured, and this fecurity is effential to the common good,
I'he means of obtaining intelligence of their plots are in poffeflion
only of the general government, nor ¢an any one ftate do more than
cxpel them from its territory; their right of reidence is not unfre-
quently provided for in treaties, and treaties can only be formed or
diffolved by the general government, Ifin the altof removing them
unjuftifiable injuries be committed, reparation is demandable by the
tovereign of their nation.

This reparation is demandable not from the flate, but from the
United States’ government.  All America is therefore intereticd in

the manner in which th's power fhall be egerciled, and would
——— :
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confequently choofe te place it in hands which all America controls,

In conformity then with the general theory of our government,
the power of protefting us from the confpiracies of aliens fhould be
affociated in the fame hands with the force cf the nation and the ge:
neral power of protettion from hoftility of every kind, Yet it is
-admitted, that iEin the formation of our conftitution a different ar-
rangement is made, that arrangement, however inconvenient, muft
be facredly obeyed till conftitutionally chanﬁed.

. It behoves us, however, -to fatisfy ourfelves completely on this
interefting point, 't _

The government of the United States is indubitably limited as to
-jts objets, however it may be as to the means of obtaining thefa ob-
Je&@s. It poffefles only delegated powers, and it is proper to snquire
whether the power now under confideration be delegated or not.
It #s neceffary, in purfuing this enquiry, to bear in mind that we are
inveftigating a conftitution which muft unavoidably be reltri@ed in
various points to general expreffions, making the geat outlines of 2
fubje&, and not a law which is capable of defcending to every mi-
nute detail,

If we conftrue the former by rules ftritly applicable to the latter,
the power of fortifying our ports and harbours might well be qluef-
tioned; nor ¢ould the utility of the claufe authorifing Congrels to
make all laws neceflary and proper for carrying ingo execution all
gowers vefted by the conftitution in thé government of the United

tates, or in any department or officer thereof, be readily pointed out.
It would be difficult too to amgn a reafon for omitting, in the iz2th
amendment to our conititution, which is evidently €opied from the
2d article of the ancient confederation, the very material word ex-
orefsly,  That article of the ancient confederation, and the amend.
ment of our conftitutiony, were defigned as a plain and explicit ad-
miflion of the principle, that the powers not delegated are retained.
In the confederation all powers not expre/fsly delegated, are retained ;
but in the amendment this very operative word is wifely omitted.

In reviewing then our coaftitution, to decide on the powers vefted
for general purpofes, in our general government, we muft examine
the whole paper, we muft examine it fairly, but liberally.

Congrefs has power ¢ to declare war, grant letters of marqué and
“ reprifal, and make rules concerging captures on land and water.””
To make reprifals is a power ditin& from, and which not unfre-
%ucntly precedes war; as a branch of this power, thofe members of

ongrefs who are decided in their declarations againit the alien law,
united in 1794 in fupport of the bill for fe uc%tcring Britith pro-
perty. But reprifals may be made on the fcs}ans as well as the pre-
perty of aliens; and as fequeftration is the exercife, in an inferior
degree, of the general power of reprifal on property, fo may the
removal of aliens be confidered as the exercife, inan inferior degree,
of the general power of reprifal on perfons. If the whole power of
reprifal be delegated, the particular degree or manner in which it fhall
be exercifed, is a queftion of particular dilcretion, and not of confti-
tutional authority. '

Congrefs has power ¢ to define and punifh piracies and felenies,
'* committed on the high feas, and offences againft the law of nations.™

By the law of nations, or by particular treaty, an alien acquires a
right of refidence in a country at pease with his owa, and 1t is an
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effenee againft that law to'become dangerous tothe peace and fafety,
or to be concerned in any treafonable or fecret machinations againf{t
the government of the country in which he refides. Thele offcnces
congrels may both dedxe and pun:fr.

Congrefs may call forth the intlitia, ¢ to {uporefs infurreftions and
¢ repel invafions;”” and further,  the United States fhall guarantee
*“ toevery flate in the union, a republican form of government, and
¢ fhall proteit each . " them againft tnvafion.”’

By this latter cl. e, fomething further was intended than merely
to repel invafion, Invafion altually made is to be repelled, and for
that purpole the militia may be called out. But congrefs is to do more
than merely to repel the aétual invafion, 'This power having been
granted by the 8th fettionof the frlt article, the conftitution n the
4th fe€ion of the fourth article, gives the additional power, and
makes 1t the dutv of Congrefs to proteél each {tate againft invafion,
To protedt againft an evil, includes the right of taking proper and
neceflary fteps for its prevention, OfF thele proper and neceffary
fteps, the government pofiefled of the power muft judge. To caufe
to depart from our territory the individuals of a nation from whom
invafion was apprehended, is moft obvioufly a meafure of precaution
diftated by prucence and warranted by juftice. It appears then to
be fairly deducible, from the theory of the conftitution, and from a
correét view of its particular parts, that the power of protefting tha
American commonwealth againit dangerous aliens, whether di{perfed
through the interior of our country, or embodied in arms againit us,
1s an exifting efficicnt power placed like all others neceflary for the
common fafety, in the only hands which can bring it into complete
and beneficial operation.

2d. The exercife of this power is fuppofed to have been fulpended
until the year 1858, by the gth {e&ion of the 1ft article of the con-
ftitution,

The words are ¢ the migration or importation of fuch perfons as
“ any of the flates now exifting fhall think proper to admit, fhall
““ not be prohibited by the Congrels prior to the year 1808, but a
 tax or duty sy be impoled on {uch importation, not exceeding
““ ten dollars for each perfon,”

This is obvioufly defigned as an exception to fome given power.
It would be extravagantly ablurd to reftrain until the year 1808, the
exercile of apower which could not beexercifedafterthat year. What.
ever then is fufpended by the article juft recited, was cenfidered as
an exifting thing on which the fufpended claufe could operate. 1t
1s the importation and migration of fuch perfons as any of the {tates
then exifting fhould think proper to admit, But for this claufe

" then, it would be in the power of congrefs to prohibit the migration
of aliens into the United States, It will not be eafy to find in the
eonftitution a grant of power competent to forbid their entry, which
is not equally competent to forbid their continuance in our country,
But while this clanfe furnithes a ftrong argument in favor of the
general power of Congrels over the fubjeét, it is neceflary to fhew
that the exception to that general power which it fpecifies, does nor
fo modify it as to expofe us to the machinations of aliens, who, in
vur bolom, may be conlpiring our deltruétion.

To forbid indifcriminately theadmiffion of certain clafles of perfons,
and to order individuals of thofe clatles to depart when they become

~Sargerous, are certainiy two diitinlt ats, which may be performed
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foparately, and which de net necollarily intetfere with each” other,
This cannot be queftioned—Dbut it faid that the power of ordering fuf-
pelted aliens to leave our cobniry may be fo ufed as to deftroy fubftan-
tilly the power of tolerating their migration ; and it is granted that i
may be fo ufed, but the poflibility of abufing 2 principle is never fug;
pofed to be a correft argument againft its ufe. That the miliviz may
kept in the field throughout the year is no argument nﬁtinﬂ: the power
of training them, mor can it be admitted that the zﬁbi ty of -extralling
the IaR fhilling from the purfe of every individual, is a fufficient ob-
jelion to the exiftence of the power of taxation. The right of ordering
aliens to depert from the United States is confined to thofe who are
deemed dangorous ; and fuch s conftrulion of the law aswould fubfian-
tislly deprive the ftates of the benefits refulting from the migration of
fuch peefons as they might think proper toadmit, would be a perverfion,
and net an executian of it. , : ' e

It may alfo be faid with refpol to Virginis, that fhe ag not thelen
% adwit the migratian of fuch perfons 'as tiie slien law enjoins to de-
part. No law of this flate authorifes the migration into it of perfons of
the defeription ecomprehended in the a& of the United Statss : on the
contrary, our laws exprefsly authorife she executive to apprehend and
fecure, or campet to depart this commonwealth, sil fufpiescus peifons,
being the {ubjells of any foreign power or ftate, from whom the pre-
fident of the United States fhall spprehend hoftile deffigns againft the Taid
fiates. If then the pewer of ardering certain perfons te depert i to be
esnnclied with that of admitting their migration, the Rate of Virginia
does not ademit, but excludes from her terrivory all thofe who are con-
cm 4 by thealien h;v'. be le“ hpﬁi

¥. is law isslfa objefted to, becanfe it unites legiflutive; exe-

sutive and judiciary powersin the Prefident of the United States.

Legifhtion is thes& of anking or giving laws, Congrefs therefors in
waking this law, performed the part of the legiflature, nor isthete any
thing legiflative in the executionof it. 1f indeéed Congrefs by itlelf, or
perheps by conmiffioners :zpmu& by itfelf, had execited the hawy,
the charge would have worn fome femblince of truth ; but the commiflien
of the execution of this law to the b ‘oharged by the copfirution
with the exscution of all tire Jaws of the union, 18 certeinly in it{elf un-
excoptionable. Nor does this aft tramsfer to the Prefident pawers be-
longing psoperly to the judiciary. It does not involve s decifion that
its objeft has commitied a crime. It is a meafure of gonernl fafoty, in
1ts nature political and not forenfic, the exccution of which is properly
trufted to the department which reprefents the nation inall its interior
relations—Every law, in its execution, requires fome judgmant, but
the execution of the law is not on that account judicial, - :

sth. This 2 deprives thealien of his right of trial by jury. Te this
extrsordinary sllegation, it hassgain and agein Beew anfwered, that this
13 a2 mex{ure of preventivaand not of punifking jultice. Who would
require that 2 jury fthould be igwpannelled, in-order 10 desids whether
a natiow had or had net caufe to fn[re& a’ particilar olien of dangerous
defigns aguinft its peace? who would require that the Prefident fhould
unfold to juriesthvoughemt the United States all the intelligence he may
have received, perhaps from perfons within the resch of thofo employ-
mﬁlu: sliens, and which eftablifhes in his mind.the reality of the danger
tobe apprehemded.. Certainly » vefted right is to be taken frem.no in.
dividual withaut a folewin trisl, but the right of. remsjning in' enr coun-

‘ . B -
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try is vefted in ne alien; he enters and remains by the ceurtefy of the foves
reign power, and that courtely may at pleafure be w:ithdrawn. That Vir-
ginia confiders the two laft obje&tions groundlefs, is demonftr.ted by her
own & en the fame fubje&t. ‘By the 2d {eftion ofthe fixiy-fecord chapter
of our laws, it isenafled, that ¢ it {hall and may belawful for the Gover-
“ ner, with theadvice of the council of ftate, to apprehend and fecure, or
“ caufctebeaprrehended and fecured, or compelled to depart this common-
¢ wealth, all fulpicious perfons, being the fubjeéts ofany foreizn power or
¢ ftate who fh=1l have madea declaration of war, ora@ualiv conrmenced hof-
¢ tilities again{t the faid {lates, or from whom the Preiidert of the United
¢ States thall apprehend heitile defigns againft the {aid ftates; provided
¢ information thereof fhall have been previoufly received by the ex.cutive
* from him. And in all fuch cafes the Governor, with the advice of the
* council of {tate, fhall, and heis hereby empowered to fend for the perion
¢ and papers of anv forzigner within this ftate, in order to obtain fuch in-
¢ formztion as he may judge neceflarv,”

If the alien law of the United States be an union of legiflative, executive
ard judiciary powers, {o is that of Virginia: if cne is unconftituticnal by
depriving an alien of trial by jury, fo is the other. This isa queftion en-
tirelv {enarated from the powers of the different goverrments; becauie the
provifions of the one conftitution, are imn thefe refpe@s as explicit as thofe
of the other, This at of our legiflature was not pafled haftily or inceuair-
derately—It was originally enafted in 1485 under the aufpices of fome of
the moft ze:lous oppofers of powers of the act of Congrels—It was reviled,
corretled, and reported by the judges and others appointed to coll:te and
digeft all thelaws of the ftate. It was then re-enaéted in 1792,

Never, during this inveftigation and re-inveiftigation, did it occur to a
fingle individual, that to order an alien to depart the commonwealth, firft
under the {uggeltion of Congrefs under the old confederation, and after-
wards on the fuggeftion of the Prefident under our improved conftitution,
united legiflitive, executiveand judicial powers, or deprived an alien of a
trial to which he was entitled, viz, trial by jury.

That this meafure thould originally have been fuggefted as neceffary for
national fafety, that it fhould have been preferved through along courfe
of refle&tion, that it fhould be deemed free from the objeftion of uniting
the powers of diffcrent departments in the executive, as alfo of depriving
an arien from his refidence without a trial by jury, and yet thzt it fhould
for the fame caufes preduce a ferment in fome flates, as {oon as the prin-
ciple was adopted by Congrefs, might warrant refle@tions which we will
not permit ourfelves to cxprefs,

The att entitled ¢ An aét in addition to the at entituled 2n a&t for the
¢ punifhment of certain crimes ageainft the United States,”” and which is
commonly called the Sedition Law, fubjefts to a fine not exceeding two
thoufand dollars, and toimprifonment not exceeding two vears, auy perfon
who fhall write, print, utter or publifh, or caufe or procure tobe wr:tten,
printed, uttered or publifned, any falfe, fcandalous, malicious writing or
writings againft the government of the United States, or cither houfe cf
Congreis of the United States, or the Picfident of the United States, with
intent to dcfame the faid government, or either houfe of Congrefs, or the
faid Prefident, or to bring th=m, oreither of them, into contempt cr dif-
repute, ortoexcite againft them, or either or any o them, the hotred of the
good people. of the United States, or to ftir up fedition within the United
States, or te exciteany unlawful combinations therein for oppoling or re-
fifting anv law of the United States, or any a& of the Prefident of the
United States, done in purfuance of fuch alaw, or of the powers in him
vefted by the cenftitution of the United States, or to refift, eppolc or de-
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feat any fuch law er a& ; or to »id. encourage or abet any hoftile defigns,
of any foreign nation, againft the United States, their people er govern-
ment ; the perfon acculed is to be tried by jury, and may give 1n svidence
the proof of the matter contained in the libel. ,

To conftitute the crime, the writing mwuft be falfe, fcandalous and rr'mh-
cious, and the intent muft be te effe&t fome one of the ill purpofes defcribed
ia the a&t. .

To contend that there does not exift 2 power to punifh writings coming
within the defcription of this law, would b to affeit the inability of our
naticn topreferve its own peacs, and to protctt theinfelves from the atiempts
of wicked citizens, who incapible of quiet themfelves, are inceflantly em-
ployed in devifing means to difturb the public 1epofe. ]

Government is infltitute ! and preferved forthe general happinefs and fafe-
ty; the people thercfore are intercfied in its prefervation, and have a right
toadopt meafures forits fecurity, as well aghin{t fecret plotsas open hoftility.
But governmer:t cannot be thus lecured, if, by f:llehood and malicious flan-
der, itistobedenrived ofthe confidencec and affvétion of the people, Itisin
vain to urge that truth will prevail, and that flander, when deteed, recoils
on the celunniator.  Thecxperience of the world, and our own experience,
prove tiat a continued conrfe of defamation will at length fully the faireft re-
put:tion, and will throw lulpicion on the pureft conduét, Althouc'h th:
calumnics of the fa@ious and difcontented may not poifon the minds of a ma-
joriiy of thecitizens, vet they will infe& a very confiderable number, and
prompt them to deeds deftrutive of the public peace, and dangerous to the
geweral fatety.  This the people havearight to prevent: and therefore, inall
the nationsof the earth, where preflesare known, fome correétive of their
licentioulnefs has been deemed indifpenfible. But it is contended, that
thongh this may be thearetically true, fuch is the peculiar ftru&ure of our go-
vernme::t, that this power has either never been confided to, or hasbe:n with-
drawn fromthclegiflature of theunion. We will examine thefe pofitions.
The power of makingall laws which fhall be neceffary and proper for carrying
into execution all powers vefted by the conftitution in the government of the
United States, erin any department or officer thereof, is by the concluding
claule of the eighth feftion of the firft article, exprefsly delegated to Congrefs,
This claule is admitted to authorife Congrefs to palsany a& for the punifbment
of thole who weuld refift the execution of the law, becaufe fuch an a& would
be inconteftably neceflary and proper for carrying intoexecution the powers
vefted in the government. 1t it authorifes the punifbment of a&ual refift-
ance, doesit notalfoauthorife the punifhment of tholc acts which are criminal
in themlelves, and which obvioufly lead to and oreparerefiftance? Would
it not be ftrange, if, for the purpofe of executing the legitimate powers of the
government, a claufe Lik. that which hasbeen cited thould be fo conftrued
as to permit t}lc pailage of laws punifhing open refiftance, and yet to forbid
the patlage of laws puniﬂ)ingags which conftitute the germ from which re-
fitince {prings? That the government muft look on, and fee preparations
for refiftance whica it fhall be unable to control, until they fhall break out
inopen fprcc? This would bean unveafonable and improvident conftruétion
of thearticle under confideration. That continued calumnies againft the go-
vernment have this tendency, isdemonftrated by unintezruptetf experience.
They will, if unreftrained, produce in any fociety, convulfions which, if
uot totally deftruive of, will yct be very injurious to its profperity and
welfare. It is not to be believed that the people of the weftern parts of
Pennf{ylvania could have been deluded into that unprovoked and wanton in-
furreion, which called forth the militia of the neighbouring ftates, if thev
had not been at the fametime irritated and feduced, by calumnies vrith whicl:
certain predics ingeliantly teemed, inte the opinien that the people of America.
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inftead of fupporting their government and their laws, would join in theis
fubverfion, Thefe calumnies then, tended to prevent the exccution of the
laws of the union, and fuch feemsto be their obviousand neceffary tendency. !

To publith malicious calumnics againft an individual with an intent to de-
fame him, is a wrong on the part of the calumniator, and an injury to the
individual, for which the laws afford redrefs. To write or print thefe ca-
lumnies is fuch an aggravation of the crime, asto conftitute an offerce againft
the government, and the author of the libel is fubje 1o the additional punifh.
ment which may be infli&ed under an indi@ment.  To publith malicious ca.
lumnies againft government itfelf, is ¢ wrong on the part of the calumuiator,
and a0 injury to all thofe who have an interelt in the goveenment,

Thofe who have this intereft and have {uftained the injury, have, the na-
twra! right to an adequate remedy. The peoole of the United States have a
common intereft in their government, and (ulta’n in commonn the injury
which affefts that goverament. The people of the United States therefore
have a right to the remedy for that injury, and are fubftantially the party
tecking redrefs. By the 2d fe&ion of thethird article of the conltitution, the
judicial power of the United States is extended 10 controverfies to which tha
United States fhall be a party ; and by thefamae article it is extended to a1l cales
inlaw and equity arifing under the conftituiion, the laws of the United States
an.l treaties made or which fhall be made under their authority, What are
cafes arifing under the conltitution, as contraditinguilhed from 1hole which
arife under the laws made purfuant thereof 7 They muft be cafes triable by a
rule which exifts independent of any a&t of the legifl sture of th: uninn. That
rule is the common or unwritten law which pervades all America, a-d which
d«claring ltbels again(t government to be a punifhibiz offence, asp'izs itlelf
to, and prote&ls any government which the wiil of the people may efllablifh,
‘The judicial power of the United States, then, being extended to the punifh-
ment of likeh »gainft the governiient, a3 a3 common law offence, arifing under
the conflitution which creates the government, the general claule gives to the
tegiflature of the union the right to make fuch taws as (hall give that power
effedt.

That fuch was the contemparancous conftrution of the conflitution, isob.
vious from ones of the amendmsnts which have been made to it. The gd
amendment, which declares that Congrels fhall make no law abridzing the
liberty of the prefs, is a general conltiu@tion made by all America on the ori-
ginal inflrument, admitting its application to the fubjeét: It would have been
certainly unnece(fary thusto have modified the legiflative powers of Congrefs
concerning the prefs, if the power itfelf does not exift.

But although the original conftitution may be fuppofed to have enabled the
government to defend itfelf againft falfe and malicious libels, endangering the
peace, and threatening the tranquillity of the American people, yet is is con-
tended the gd amendment to that inftrument, has deprived it of this power.

The amendment is in thele words. ¢ Congrels fhall make no law refpeét-
‘ ing an eftablifament of religion, or prohibiting the free exercife thereof,
 or abridging the freedom of fpeech, or of the prefs.”

In a folemn iaftrument, as is a conftitution, words are well weighed and
confidered, before they are adopted. A remarkable diverfity ef expreflion is
not uled, unlefs it be deligned to manifelt a difference of intention. Con-
grefs is prohibited from making any law refpefting a religious eftablifhment,
but not from making any law relpe&ing the prefs. Whaen the power of Con-
grels relative to the prefs is to be limited, the word rofpefling is dropt, and
Congrefs is only reftrained from pafling any law abridging its liberty. This
difference of expreflion with refpeét to religion and the prefs, manife(ls a dif-
ference of intention with relpeét to the power of the natiogai legil ture cver



18
thole fubje@s, both in the perfon who drew, snd in thoke who sdopled this

smendment.

All abiiigment of the frecdom of the prefs is forbidden, but it is only an
abiidgment of that freedom which i« forbidden, It becomes then necefiery,
in order to determine whether the a& in queflion be unconftitutional or wot,
10 inquire whe'her it does in fa@ asripce the freedom of the prefs.

Tiie all ie believed not 1o have that operation, for two reafons,

1t. A punifhment of the licentioulnels is not confidered as a reitri@ica
of t'ie frredom of the prefs.

2. The a@l comolained of does not punifh any writing not b efore puniii-
able. nor éoes irintli€t a more fevere penalty than that to which the {fame wri-
ting was befope hable, ‘

ifi.  If by freedom of the prefs is meant a rerfe & exemption from ail pu.
nithment for whatever may be publifhed, that freedom never has, ard molt
n1o9abiv never will exift, It is known to all, that the perfon who writes
or publithes a libel, may be hoth tued and indifted, and muft bear the pe
nalty which the judgment of his country inflifls u;on him. Itigallo krown
1o 211 thet the perfon who fhall lib«l the paverrinent of the flate, is for that
nilence punifhable in the like manuer. Vet this liability to punifhment for
‘landarous and malicious puclications, has never been confidered as dewaéling
from the libesty of the prefs. In faét the liberty of the prefe isa term whicn
1ag a definite and appropriate dgnification, completelv unde: flond, Ttfignifies
3 liberty to publifh, frce fiom previous reftraint, anv thing and cvery thing
at the difcretion of the printer only, but not the liberty of (preading with im.
punity falle and fcandalous flanders, which may defhioy the peace, and man-
glc the reputation, of an individual or of 2 community,

If this definition of the term be corre&®, and it is prefumed that its correét-
nels is not to be queltioned, thena law punihing the authors and publifhers
of f';lfc, malicious and fcandalous libels can be no attack on the libcry of the
PI’C s,

But tie a& complained of is no abridzemer.t of the hiberty of the prefs, for
another rexfon,

2d. It does not punifh any writing not before punifhable, nor dues it in.
it a heavier penalty than the lame writing was before lizble to.

No man wil! deny, that at common law, the author and publither of a f2ife,
feandalous and malicions libel againft the government or an individual, were
fubjet v fine and imprilonment, at the difcretion of the judge. Nor will 1t
be denicd, that previous to cur revolution, the common law was the law of
the land throughout the United States.

‘We believe it to be a principle inconteftibly true, that a changc of govern-
ment does not diffolve obligations previoully created, does not annihilatc ex-
tlting laws, and diffolve the bunds of fociety ; but that a peuple pafling from
one form of government to another, retain in fuli force al} their municipal in-
Ritutions, not neceflarily changed by the change of government.  If this be
true, then the common law continued to be the law of the lund after the re-
velution, and was of eomplete obligation even before the a&t of our aflembly
forits adoption. Whether fimilar afts have heen paffed by the legiflacures of
other {tatesor not, it is certain that in every ftate the common law is samitted
tobe in full force, exceptas it may have been altered by the ftatute law. The
only queftion is, whether the doftriaes of the common law are applicable to
libels againft the govesnment of the United States, as well 28 to libels
- againft the governments of the particular ftates. For fuch a diflin&ion
there feems to be no fufficient reafon. It is not to a magiftrate of this or that
defcnpt.ton that the rules of the common law apply. That he isa magiftrate,
that ke is cloathed with the autherity of the laws, that he is invefled with
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wer by the people, is a {ufficient title to the prote@ion of the commen las,

he government of the United States is for certain purpofes as entirelv the
government of each ftate, cho’en by the people thereof, and clozthed with
their authority, 2s the governmen: of each particular ftate is the povernment
of every {ub-divifion of that ftate; and no fatisfallory reafon has been here-
tofore affigned why a general rule common to all, and punithing senerally
the malicious calumniaters of magiftrates, (hould not be as applicable to ma.
giltrates chofen for the whole, as thofe chofen for its different par:s,

If then it were even true that the puvithment of the prianter of malicious
falfehoods affe@ed the liberty of the prefs, yet the aft does not abridge that li-
berty, fince it does not fuhfitute a harfher or fevere: rule of punithment than
that which before exifted,

On points fo extremsly interefting, a difference of opinion will be entey-
tained. On fuch occafions all parties mult be exaefted to maintain their real
opinions, but to maintain them with moderation and with decency. The
will of the majority muft prevail, or the republican priaciple is abandoned,
and the nation is deftroyed. 1f upon every eonflitutional queftion which
prefents itfelf, oron every queition we choofe to term conflitutional, the
conftru@ions of the majority fhall be forcibly oopofed, and hoftility to the.
government excited throughout the nation, there is an end of our domeftic
peace, and we may for ever bid adieu to our reprelentative government,

The legiflature of Virginia has itfelf paffed more than onc unconftitutionsl
law, but they have not been palled with an intention 10 violate the conftitu.
tion. On being decided to be unconftitutional by the legitimate authority,
they have been permitted to fall, Had the judges decemed them conftitutional,
they would have been maintained: The fame check, nor is it a lefs eificient
one, exifts in the goverament of the Union. The judges of the United States
are as independent as the judges of the Rlate of Virginia, nor is there any rea.
fon to believe them lels wile and lels virtuous, It is their province and their

duty to conftrue the conftitution and the law s, and it cannot be doubted, bur

that they will perform this duty faithfully and truly, They will perform it
unwarped by political debate, uninfluenced by party zeal. Let usin the
mean time feck a repeal of any alls we may difapprove, by means authorized
by our happy conflitution ; butlet us not endeavour to diffeminate among ous
fellow citizens the moft deadly hating againft the government of their own
ereation, againfl the government, on tha prelervation of which we firmly be.
lieve the peace and liberty of Amnerica to depead, becaule in fome refpeits its
judgment has differed trom our ewn,

Various other points are noticed in theaddrelsalike calculated 1o excite your
refentment, and provoke your refiftance. Serioufly do we regre: the ex-
preflion of {uch fentiments by a body fo refpe&able.

At a time when all ought to unite in repelling every evidence of the ex-
iteace of divifion in the United States, on which divifion our enemy calcu
lates, and with her knowledge of which has had the prefumption to upbraid us,
it canpnot but in#i& a deep wound in the American mind to find the common-
wealth of Virginia, exhibiting through her legillature, irrefiltable teltimony
of the degrading charge; nor will the embittering refle@ion be fofiencd by
the declaration of a determination to repel a foreign invafion, which is occa-
fionally interfperfed in thofe procecdings. Hatred to government is una, 1~
beget « difpofition te unite in its defence, and mere probably would projett
ether fchemes, coupling defence fiom invafion, with change of polirical tyf-
tem. The refluit of which might be union with the invader, for the purpele
of accomplifhing a dele@abic reform. Unfortunately for the human race, fuch
cealitions have happened, and unfertunatcly for the American people, anather

-
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{aftance of like condu@ may be afforded, Exhorttions te difregard foreign
danger under pretence of oppofing domefic ufurpation, is an artifiee which
has often been ufed to divide and ruin republican gevernments, Switzerland
has lately afforded a fatal proof of this melancholy truth, and may Heaven
avert the like fate friom us.

One other fertile topic of complaint againlt the general government, we
mufl notice; its filcal arrangements, and incresfing expenees,

In confidering this {uhje&, always recolle@ that our revolutionary war left
the nation with a heavy debt, (the price of its independence,) and bereft of
the means of difcharging it.

\When anindividual, or nation, cannot pay the principal of an honeft debt,
and can pay the intereft, every fair motive commands the principal to be fe-
cured, snd the intereft 10 be pun@ually paid. Obedience to this honeft in-
jun&ion produced the funded debt of the United States; and although we
pretend not to {2y that fome mode more cenfonant to the American charafler,
might not have been adopted, producing the fame end, yet we do affert tha
the mode adopted was the refult of much labor, and much inveRigation; and
thet it received the conftitutional fanétion. From this we infer that acqui-
efcence in, and fupport of the fyllem, isthe proper condult of every goed
citizen,

Added 10 this original debt, has been the vaft expence of defending Ken-
tueky and the weftera frontiers from the Indian enemy, and the eftablifhment
of government in the north and fouth-weftern territory.

At prefent, the defence of the United States claims money, and their de.
fence cannot but fwell confiderably the public demsnds.—The Rake is our sl
~-and to fave his all, who would begrudge a part ?

But we derive great confolation in reminding ourfelves of the following
fa@s: That our refources are vaft, are annually increafing, are managed with
ability, and difburfed with integrity ; that they are applied to promote the
rcoPle’s guad, and the people’s good only, confonant to their intention, and
sy their chofen fervants: That the choice of our fun&ionaiies recurs as ufual,
when the faithful fervant will receive his reward, and the unfaithful be or-
dered 10 depart: That we are a great, powesful and independent nation—and
that the [afety and happinefs of fuch a people cannot be promoted without
proportionzte fupplies of their money : That the weight of taxation in the con-
greflional {yfltem falls slmoftentirely on the rich: That the capacity to payrifes in
proporiion 1o aur fecurity from abroad, and our tianquillity at home ; that the
pielervation of peace is, as it has been, our conftant defire, to prevent the
interruption of which, our government bas ably and perfeveringly firuggled ;
that war,in dehance of all our endeavors, impendsover our heads; snd thatte
avert irs calamity, we muft be prepared to meet it like men.

Continuing 10 confide in our government ; continuing to regard union ss
the roek of our political falvation, and the conftitution as the mean of its pre.
fervation ; continuing to prefera flate of pezce without dithoner, we will nat
turn from the perils of war, with a degraded name ; but, like our fathers, will
bz ready to rifque life and fortume ; ex;c&ing from the timely exertions of our
goverament, to be cnabled to meat any, and every encmy, on equal terms.

Extraf from the Fournal of the Houfe of Delegates, Friday, Fan. 4, 1799,

I'he houfe, accerding to the order of the day, refolved itfelf into a committee of the whole
Loufe on the Rate of the commoawealth, and after fome time fpent therein, Mr, Spsaker re-
fuuud‘(hc chair, and Mr, Breckenridge reperted, that the committee of the whole heufe had,
aceording to order, had the fa!:c under cenfideration, and had come to fevera) refelutions
thereupen, v.kich he read in his place, and thes delivered in &t the clerk’s uable, where the
fame wers again read, andase w follows:
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Ngfolved, That ehe €eneral Aflembly of Virginia wili {co-operate with the autheriies
ofthe United States, in maintaining the independence, union, and conftitution thereof, agsintt
the hottilitiesor intrigues of all foreign powers whatfoever; and that, although differences of
epinion de exift, in relation te 1atesnal and domeftic meafures; yst 2 charge that thereis a
pasty i this commonwealth, under the influcnce of any foreign powes, is unfounded and ca-
lumuious,

Refolved, Thatthe General Aflembly do, and will always behold with iudignation, depre.
&avions on our commerce; infults on our citizens ; imprefTmen:s of our feamen; or any other
injuries committed on (ke people or guvernment of the United Staies by foreign mations.

Redoived neverthelefs, ! hat our fecurity trom invafian, and the force of our militia, render
s ftanding army unnecetfary; that the policy of the Unitcd States, forbids a war of aggreflicn ,
that our whole reliance ought to be on ourfelves, and, therefore, that while we will repel ia-
vafion at every hatard, we ihall deplore and Jegrecate the eviis of war for any other caule.

Refolved, That s copy of the foregoing refeiutions be fcnt to each of the fenators and repre.
featatives of this ftate in Congrets,

The faid refoluions being read a fecond time, a motion was made, and the quettion being
put to amend the fame by Rriking out from the word ¢* Refolved,’ in the firtt line, aud in-
ferting in lieu thereof the following words.

Refolved, That the Prefident of tre United States, in fending to the French republie three
eawoys extraordinary, velled with the moll ample powers, and inftru@ud to ufe every effort for
esaciliation, confiftent with national honor and independence, manifeited s fincere difpofition to
preferve to our country the bleflings of peace.

Fhat the humiliaiing treaimen; and final reje@ion of thefe envoys, by the French Republic,
was agrefs infrattion of the iaws and ulages of nations, and a marked indignity to the govern.
ment and people of thefe itates,

That the requifition of 2 ioan of money, as the preliminary to negociation, was a peculiar

ravation of infulr, and decifive proot of hottility ot fcntiment, and that a compliauce with

¢h a requifition would have been a pufil‘animous furrender of our national independence.

That the decree of the Freuch coundiis, fubje®ing te capture and condemnation, rneutral
veffels Jaden in whele orin part with the preductions or manuialures of Great-Britain, is am
infringement of the rights of neuiral nations, and tends in a partscvlar manner to wound the
intereft and happinefs of thete Rates, Prolcflions of amity from a natien which preferves fuch
8 law in fu.l operation, are fallacious and infulting.

That whatever our fentiments may be, as to the propriety of particular als of our ows
goverument, our charaler is miftaken by thofe nations who fuppofe that we will not be united
m refenting the infidious machinations, and repelling the open hoftiiities of any foreign
gowerament.

That we will, at the hazard of our fortunes and lives, remain what we are, a free, umited
and independent people : ‘I'hat we will at all times, viadicate our national honor and rights
againft any country which may invade them; and that we will cheertully co.operare in fuch
sonftitutional meafures of defencc, a3 may be deemed neceflary by the councils of the waion.

3¢ pafled in the negative; the queftion being taken by yeas and nays as foilow :

YEAS—Meflrs, Bailey, Ware, Andrew Anderfon, Porterhield, Poage, White, Otey, Log-
wood, Tate, Baker, Breckenridge, John Miller, M'Guire, Moorman, Speacer, Harrifoa, Her-
bert, M'Gill, Woife, Eynam, Rieves, Mordecai Cooke, John Mathews, Cavendith, Royall,
8nyder, King, Fither, Simons, Godwyn, Tazewell, Young, Richard Corbin, 'l homas Lewis,
Morris, Wallace, Pollard, Powell, Clapham, Cowan, Nelfon, Evans, Ingles, James Taylor,
Waikius, Woeds, Clarke, Devin, Cureton, George K. Taylor, Breoke, Robinlon, Ellegood,
M'Coy, Coor.rod, Wilfon, Davis, Charies Lewis, Blew, Robert Goodwyn, Booth, lee, Hua-
gerford, Bradley, Drope, Crockett, Griffin, Andrews—68.

NOES—Mefirs. Catell, Nicholas, Walker, Chaffin, Giles, Fletcher, Ruffin, Bolling,
William Allen, Colwell, Perrow, John Taylor, Buckner, Bedford, Tyler, Cheatham, Thomas
A. Taylor, Hatcher, Daniel, Roberts, Shackieford, Peterfon, Goedwyn, Bosker, Wetiwood,
Wekb, Jeanings, Hormer, Haden, Payne, Grcer, Benjamin Cooke, Hall, Pleafants, Iteath
kMiller, Jones, M’Kinzie, Houfon, Starke, Thomptou, Jackfon, Prunty, Selden, Meartin,

edd, James Johnfon, Joha Allen, Gregory, Shearman, Jofeph Carter, Callis, Meriwether,
Chadwell, Cocke, Fmancis Eppes, Hudgins, Litchfield, Rocbuck, Hill, Scotr, Butt, Jarses
Mathews, Willis Riddick, Jefiah Riddick, Semple, Hurft, Claughton, Dupuy, M'ANiniey,
Barbour, Wright, Mofely, Woodfon, Purnail, Peter Johniton, Pope, Rentfro, Wililam Carier,
Hadden, Barnes, Glaflcack, Caruthers, Andrew Alexander, Cockrell, Browning, Gaiewaood,
Bulesey, Mercer, Stanaard, Nat. Fox, John Fox, Mafon, Cary, Burnham, Meek, Shicld,
Noulhee, Newton—q7.

And then the queftion being put that the houfe do agree with the cemmittee of the whole
¥eufe ia the refulutions as reperted. This queftion was alfo taken by yeas and rays, aud car-
ried, 183 t0 58; the afirmanves on the former queftion being the negatives on thiz; with thie
variatian enly, Meflrs. Logweed, Moreman, Spencer, Herbert, ‘Tazewell, Ellegood and Hun-
gerford, whe voted in tire affirmative of the fermer queftion, were 1 the affirmativa on this al_lo;
sad Meflre, Morris, Nelfen, and James Taylor, whe were prefent and vated i the wHimative
Los she Ieit sveltion, were shfent on this. ‘
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