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Free Negroes n the Rorthern Sintes. I

The question of the legal condition and status of the !

free colored popuiation at the North has been much dis. |
cusaed in thoss States where constitutions! conventions
Liave been lately held or constitutional reforms agitated,
It is evident that the main current of pablic sentiment
bas been for some time setting strovgly sgainst the in-
crease, or even the continued presence, of the black mace
in the non-slaveholding sections of the country. -
The recently-formed constitution of the State of Indi.
ana has the following stringent provisions on the subject:

#8xc. 1. No nagro or muliatio shall scome Into or setile {n
this State sfier the sdoption of this constitution.
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Scarce a murmur hss been broathed agminst it. To our
mind the slmoat genersl acquiescence in Ity perpetra-
tion, &s well ay jis adoption by an overwhehning roe-
josity, proves thst runaway sisves sre not likely to find
pleasant hoines in northern States. Wa have lule doubs
that & majocity of the people of those States would sanction
snactments similar to those of Indlans, notwithstanding the
valorous professions ot abolitonlem so currently made. It
becomes a question, therefore, In wew of this nsie of pub.
lis sentiment, whether there is say such barbarity, after
.all, in returning fugitive-slnves 1o their masiers. They ure
trested with as much kindness and consideration by them
ax [ree negross are likely 10 recelve in free Smtes, where
they are not recognised as citlzens, nor hardly as men. It
lis very clear thst * philanthropists,” as they wrm tham.
"selves, will have wo devise some other mode of disposing of
slaves, besides stealing them lor northern sayluma.’’

|
*8gc. 2. All contraots made whh any negro or mulaito |
ooming into this State contrary to the foregoing seotion |
shail be void ; and all persons who shall employ or other- |
wise oncourage such negro or mulatto to remaln in the '
State shali be fined in any sum of not less than ten dollars
nor more than five bundred dollars, )

*“Sxc. 3. All fines which may be collected for a violation
of the provisions of this article, or sny law which may
hereafiar bo passed for the purpose of carrying the same
into execution, shisll be set apaitand appropriated for the
colonization of such negroes snd maulstioes and their de-
scendants 22 may bo in the State at the adoption of this
constitotion and may be willing to emigrate,

**Sxc. 4. The general masembly shall pass laws t0 cany
out the provisions of this articie.”

Upon these snactments the Albany State Register re-
marks:

** We are inclined to think these provisions sre In con-
Bist with the oonstitution of the United Siwates, and that In-
dians cannot exclude the free solored ‘olitjssns’ of New
York from her borders. Bome auch ldes ssems 10 have:
haunted the minds of e Indinna convention ; and therefore,
instead of lmnposing peuaitise oa the negroes, they make
sl sontracts whioh the whites may enter inic with them
void, and fae thore who employ or sncourage them o re-
maln in that Srate.  But that is bandly silowing 10 “the oiti~
sens of ench State ail the privileges and Immunities of eiti-
s9ns in the saveral States,” as required by the constitution
of the Union. 1f we are correct in this, then the constitution
of Indiaua lsobnoxlous to the pame objections as the laws
of South Curolink, whioh exclude free hlacks, or the laws
of Yermont, which attempt to annut the juslsdiction of the
United Siates courts and authorities, and trassfet thegame.
to Siate tribunals. We have been surprised to find this
Indiana ‘outrege’ so tamely snd qulotly submitied 1o,

The abore observations of the Register, as to the beat-
ing of such legislation us that of the State of Indiana
upoa the whole aspect of the fugitive-slave question, are
alike true and imporiant. But the opinion suggested by
the Register, as to the conflict between the conatitution of
Indiana and the constitution of the United States on the
point referred to, appears to be not weli founded. The
provision upon the subjectin the federsl contitulion
reads as follows:

P AnTicLx tv—Sgc. 2. The citizens of each Swte shali
be entitled 10 !l privileges and Immunities of citizens in
the several States.”’

{t scems clear encugh that the * citizens” referred to in
this clause are citizens of the United States. These, when
residing in any one State, are declared to be entitled to the
privileges and immunities enjoyed by citizens in other
States. The whole question is, then, dre free negroes
citizens of the United States? On ghis question there has,
we believe, been some contrariety of decision. The
first decision was wade, we think, in Conneclicut, and,
&8 we remember, wholly denied to the {ree negro the
character of & citizen of the United States. The State
courts of Kentucky have adopted the same view ; and jt
would, doubtless, be generally held to be the law through-
out the slaveholding States, and not improbably in many
or most of the non-slaveholding Ststes. The point has
not, we believe, yet been passed upon by the Supreme
Court of the United States.



