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SELECTIONS FROM THE WAUEESHA
AMERICAN FREEMAN

THE NEW CONSTITUTION DENOUNCED
[February 9, 154%8]

We have no time nor room to speak at large of the mew comsti-
tution. Indeed, we have but just got hold of a copy of it. From
a basty review of it we shouwid say that while in some respects it
ia an improvement upon the former, in othera it is far behind it
It containg that same infamously black word *white”; and if there
were no other objectfons to i, it should be voted down by every
friend of buman rights. For it containg in theory the prineiple of
contempt for the rights of man. The right of suflrage notwith-
standing the flippant prating of misnamed Democrats to the econ-
trary, Is an inalienable right; and when the constitution denies it
to any, though a black man, it in princple denies it to all men: and
it therefore allows it to some as 4 matter of mera convenience, end
not a8 a right.  Every man who voted for the word “white™ iz un-
aound in the troe Democratie feith and sheuld be rejected as un-
principled by the people. And so ahould the eonstitution. Just
read the first section of the declaration of righta: “All men are
born equally free and independent and have certain inheremt
rights,” etc. Ang then atab the *“inherent right” of suffrage in the
cage of the colored man! The hypocritez! No consistent Liberdy
man can voie in favor of thia conatitution. More anon,

AN ARGTIMENT FOR RATIFICATION
[February 2%, 1B48]

Me. EprroR: In the last American Freemanr you <loge an ar-
ticle on the eomsbitution about to be gubmitied to the people for
adoption or rejection, in these worde: "MNo conpistent Liberty man
can vote in favor of this comstitution.” MNow, sir, I congider this
a rash and inconsiderate attempt at party diciation, and one that
merits at the handa of Liberty men a severe reboke. Thia, as well
as all other questions acbmiited to the pecple, should be carefully
congidered by every voter for himself, and that course pursued
whkich duty plainly dictates.
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Although 1 have ever exprassed my determination never {0 vote
for a constitution that placed the right of sufirage on the color of
man’s skin, yet I now gee ressona for changing that position, and
with your permission 1 will give gome of those reasons to the public.
And I presume s large portion of the Liberfy party, when they
come to voie on the constitution, will be governed by similar res-
sons; &t least so far as my knowledge extends, Liberty men in this
section take the same view of the gubject that I do.

When the last constitution was submitted to the people the
right of free suffrage was alse submitted separately; and it was
found that a large majority of the people were opposed to the ex-
teneion of the right of suffraga to colered men. Thiz was A manifes-
tation of & wrong public sentiment. Newvertheless it waa the ex-
preszad will of & majority; and & scand Demoeratie rule is that
“the majority must rule.” Therafore, in gecordenes with this prin-
ciple tha last convention wasz hound to exciude c¢olored men from
exerciging the right of suffrage, at least till they had again submit-
tad it to the peopls. Had the gquestion never boen submitted st oll to
the people, the case would have been entirely different; but as it
iz, tha obvions duty of Liberty men i fo correct public sentiment on
thia sobject; and the convention, as if in anticipation of the speedy
accornplishment of this ohject, providad that the legislature might
at sny time extend the right of suffrage to colored men, to take
aifect whenever a majority of the voters of the state should so de-
cide.

Now it iz certain that we can never get a constibirtion with
equal suffrage guaranteed till public sentiment is corrected; and
even if we conld, the great canse of human righta wonld gain hut
little if & large majority of the people of the state were opposad to
it. The reasem why I auppoged I could not vota for the eonstitution
was becauge I thought it would be a sacrifies of principls, But
how can it be 2 saerifice of pringiple when that prineiple is not in
the leaat affected hy my vote; for in the present instance we stand
equally ag good a chanee to establish the inalienable right of suf-
frage by adopting the constitution, as in rejecting it. In either caze
we must enlighten the public mind and get the zanetion of the peo-
ple, before we have necomplished our object. Then, if the princi-
ple for which wea contend Is not in the least affected by our course in
the present instance, where is the inconsistency of voting “for the
adoption of this constintion”? I cannot for my life see any, and
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I think, sir, if you can, your discernment ia aufficient for the split-
ting of a hair.

But, on the cther hand, among the many reasons for supporting
the constitution, allow me to present but one, and that is that the
question of alavery or freedom, which is now agitating this nation
from cne extremity to the other and which will acon be met in our
netionsl legislatore, calls upon the friends of human rights for
prompt and efficient effert to prevent the trivmph of mlavencracy
and secure the blessings of liberty. In the pressent contest raging
in the hallz of onor national legislature for the extension of alavery
it is of the utmost importanca that tha influence of Wisconain ghonld
be falt for freedom. The four votes of Wisconein upon the further
extension of slavery cannot with safety to the cavse of human
righta be dizpensed with, For as to the final result of this question
we all have our fears; and I deem it of the utznost importance that
the North should be strengthened all that it iz posaible 1o strengihen
it. This may be regarded aa one of the most important pericds in
our nation’s history. Then why, In a erisis like the present, should
Liberty men falter? Why be foand chasing a shadow, when the
gubstance I3 within their reach? I shall pever envy that man's re-
flections wha, when he sees slavery extended over territory now
froa, shall be able to trace back to his vote on our present constitu-
tion thiz dread ecalamity, for I congider it imposaible for either
party to elect 5 man fo Congress from thiz state who is not in
favor of the principle of the 'Wilmot Provigso; for at the last elec-
tion even Moges M, Strong, one of the mest proglavery men in the
Demoecratic party, took strong and decided ground against the
further sxtension of slavery. And I lmow not & man in either party
of any promibence whe, if he were in Congresa, would vote against
the Wilmot Previeo. With thia view of the subject I cannot see how
any Liberty party man who ia blessed with eommon sagacity can
hesitate for a moment to “vote for the adoption of this conmtitu-
lion.” Bull am aware thai I am exceeding the limits of a corres-
pondent. EButb I could not say less; this is my apology.

RACINE, February 10, 1848 5. B, PEcx

COMMENT OGN ME. PECE'S LETTER
[Fabruayy 28, 1848]

Mr. Peck’s communication, which will be geen in another col-
umn, 1s certainly a singular communication for a Liberty man to
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write. Tha principles of the argoment, if they deserve the nama,
would, if carried out, disband st ance the Liberty party, for they
are in flat eomtradiction of a1l those grand principtes of action which
have always been cherished by Liberty men as the wery apple of
thelr eyes. The principles of the Liberty party have besn “right
against expedieney™—the principle of Mr. Peck’s communieation
is “expediency againgt right.”” Becanse we said in an article a few
woeks ago that no consiastent Liberty man could vote for the con-
ghitution, Mr, Peck charges us with a rgsh snd ineonsiderate at-
temnpt at dietstion. Now he has read, we suppose, the proceedings
of the Liberty Association of Wiscongin, in very full meeting, when
the party, a3 thua represented, without a single dissenting voice,
togk the aame ground. Was that dictation? Canhol a man ex-
press freely an opinlon he has formed aome ten years sinee, which
hza been strengthened by all his experience, investigations, and re-
flections, without being congidered rash? PBut we do not sappose
Mr. Peck meant much by the phrase after all. Mr. Peck has been,
in the daya of his ignorance, rashness, and inconsideration, of the
game opinton with ua. But he hag now made the discovery that a
prineiple iz not violated when a man tramples It nnder foot, if the
blessings which it promised will be realized just as soon as though
he had honored the prineciple The religionist inm Christ's time
might have reasomed in favor of hia crucifixion, that the grand
ohjecte of relipion wonld be promoted even more by crucifving
Christ than by letting him live. Thevefore it would not be murder
to erucify him. Another rare specimen of Mr. Peck’s deduetions.
The people had vetoed the suffrage gueston: and the convention
had no right to form a constitution with free suffrage. Conse-
guently all those who voted for free muffrage commitied a szin
againgt democracy and right,

And finally Mr. Peck says he can glve but one reason emong
many for voling for the constitution. We guppose that he gives
the best specimen in this: It is that we must have a delegation in
Congresn to vote for the Wilmot Provise, Mr. Peck knows per-
fectly well that the constitation will be adopted whether he or we
vate for it or not, go that he is just as sure of a delegation In Con-
greps if he ehould honor the elaims of God and conscience and hu-
msnity upon him, as ha will be in voting down antistavery prin-
ciples by voting up a proslavery constitution. PBut to intelligent
Liberty men Mr, Pack™ communication will need no refutation.



POPULAE. DISCUSSION 95

HEW CONSTITUTION—COLOEED SUFFRAGE
[February 28, 1848]

The following resolutions will show to 211 whom it concerns how
the Liberty men in Wiseonsin, in convention assernhled, regard the
conztitution so far ag respeects the question of enffrage. We com-
mend them to My, Peck and all others who zeem to be sighing
afier the lecks of Egypt. They were passed at & very full mesting
of the Liberty Associetion of this territory without a dissenting
voice:

B. The: the right of soffrags is not a conventiomal bot an inalisnable
right, and belongs to svery man in virtne of his meanhood.

i0. That to admit any othar doctrine or to sanction the alightest viclation
of the iple 18 to endanger, 8¢ £ar as dependent npon the ballot, tha mter-
aats and rights of all, t0 open the door for the disfrenchisement of all

11, That the prinddpla which in Wissonsin Alsfranchisez the colorad man s
a part and paves] of the same pringdple which at the Bouth reduees him to 2nd
h him in the gmdition of chatiel servitude. The principte which roba tha
ﬂr;dmdmrightoﬂrnmdampamdﬂppn tF to rob him of all
1é. That in view of theas zsH-evident troths no fundementel! [ew suh-
mitted to the people of Wiaconein for their approval which fails te provide for
the fpll, ieal recogniticn of the equelity snd inalienability of the =utf-
frage right cen receive the senction of any Liberty man; but as he valoes the
ﬁe;ltho:l‘u.ndmm tﬂmtnl gll;'rguﬂ:i of ‘qu'glicnnjnm aml of kis party organizetion,

i TETU Teject i

The new constitution which is soon to he suhmitted to the people
for adoption or rejection disfranchises the eclored man; renders
him ineligible to any offce—legislative, executive, adminisirative,
or judicinl ; and even takes away from hirn the right to vote on the
adoption of the constitntion itself. We will not deny that the con-
stitution has some good Teaturesn—that it containe seme thibgs
whick we should be glad to see adopted as the organic law of our
noble tervitory; but while & tramples under foof the rights of ha-
man nature and siabs to the heart every right in the universe, athe-
Istically scofing at the righta of Jehovah himself, we cannot vote
for it; and we cannod see how any man claiming to bhe a Liberty man
can do 80. When will men learn that rights are rights; that God's
are np more, and man’a no less? The individual who is not willing
to award to man the rights belonging to his pature, to hia poaition
in the seale of being, 18 unjust, dlshonest, and will not avard to God
the rights that helong to His nature, to His position in the acale
of boing, only ag he deems it expedient. He cannot do it on any
principle of honor, honesty, or jugtice. If the framers of this in-



96 WISCONSIN HISTORICAL COLLECTIONS

strument did but know it, they have procaimed themaelves the
enermies of the human race and of the God who made them., He that
iz faithfal in that which iz least is faithful in that which is much;
and ke that ia ymjost in the least I8 unjust alze in much. He that
lovetk mot hizg brother whom he hath 2een, how can be love God
whom he hath not ecen? He that regardeth not the rightz of his
poorest brother whom he hath seen regardeth not the rights of God
whom he hath not seen.

Wh]r cannot these despisers of man perceive that s colored man
Yiag in him all the elemenis of ocur appropriate humapity, every
gimgle foundation principle of rights which any man ot angel or ail
men and angels in the universe posgesa? That when they deliber-
ately prt the heel of oppreasion upen him they in principle put it
upon all the moral beings with all the moral rights of the moral
universe, God himself inclnded. There is no escape from this con-
clasion. A damage done to the righte of the least of Christ's little
ones is a damage done to the rights of Christ. “Inasmuch as ye did
it to ome of the legst of these, ye did it unio me.” But the right of
gHiTage ix not an inaliensble right, it is said. Very well. Faor the
sake of argurnent admit it. Still it is to he exercised by somehody.
Who shell exercise it? White people? But there are no perfectly
white people. Black people? It is said none are perfectly black.
You do not make a property qualification; you de not demand a
reading and writing qualification ; nor 8 moral qualification,

Ther in the name of comanon honesty and commmon deceney, not
to say of demoeracy, why do you drive the iron of oppreesion into
the soula of colored men—why disfranchise them? 'They are better
aopquainted, a3 & general thing, with our institutions than foreipners.
The reason iz that thess men are the tools of slaveholders. They
wigh to do them a favey, These miserable ereatures are the blood-
hounds of the South; and for the sake of obtaining Southern favor
and party promotion they are willing to bay on the track of the
poor ecolored man. These men know they have no valid reagon for
thog outreging human, pature and homan rightis, the principles of
demceracy and the rights of God. They do it to please the South
and keep good their party. And shall we sustain them in this crn-
sade agalnst our Father and his less favored children? We trust
not.

But the right of guffrage is an inalienable right, This will be
apparert on o moment's reflection. We all admit that life, iberty,
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and the pursnit of happinesa are the rights, the inalienable rights,
of every human being, and that men bave an inalienable right to
institute governments for the protection of these inalienable rights.
But the inalienable right to protect these rights grows out of the
Tacl that every human being has these righia; consequently if any
humsy being has a right to mingle in those activities for the pro-
tection, by government, of these inesktimable rights, then every
human being has; but the colored man i3 a hunan being—there-
fore the colored man haa an inzlienable right to vote for or againgt
& constitution, to be an elector under it, and to ke eligible on the
aame principles with other men to any cfflce—Ilegislative, executive,
administretive, or judicial. The moment yon attempt to imit thiz
right, that moment you do violenee io the democratie principle, the
prineiple of human equality, of human brotherhood, and are assum-
jng in principls the arrogance and the tyranny of an aristocracy.
For instance, if a given number shall impiously exclude the colored
men from the inalienable right to participate in the formation of
government, for the protection of their inalienahle rights, they
may, on the same principle, exelude from the same rights those
Indisang who are citizena of the UIniled Btates—and if the Indisns,
then all foreigners—and if all foreigners, then all landleze men—
and if all landlesa men, then all men who have not over one hundred
and sixty acres of land—and if these, they may with no more in-
justice exelode all but & noble and kingly few, and thus form an
oligarchy, and if an oligarchy then a kingdom, if there is only suffi-
cient conceniration of power; but it is objected that that cannot
be done, Well, if it rannct, no thanks to the principle. Wrapped
np in the prineiple are the seeda of the rankest deapotism that curses
the earth.

Thua the eonstitution admita the principle of kingly despotism.
The premises from which we arrive by unbroken logieal linka of
deduction to theze concineions are expressly stated In Article 1,
gection 1, headed “Declaration of Rights"—"All men" are born
equally free and independent, and having certain inherent rights;
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. To se-
cure these rights, povernments are inatituted amoeng men, deriving
their just powera from the “consent of the governed.” Now the
colored men are just as much a portion of the “governed” as any
other portion of the people; and on the principle by which the con-
gtitution rides over their rights, it in principle rides over the rights
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of homan rature and proclaime the monatrous prineiple of deapot-
jam. Our new constifution abeolately defends the rights of kings
and autoeTats, :

Eut it involves the principle of chattel slavery, For by the same
astpmption of power by which the constitution takes away the in-
alienable righta of the e¢olored man to participate in the formation
of 2 government to protect hie inslicnable rights, it sould forbid
him the right of participating in the benefits of the school fund, the
right of marrying anyone lighter in complexion than himaself, to be
cat affer eight o’clock, to be eligible to any of the learned profes-
aiona, to own land, to own himeelf. We tell our readera that onr
very democratic conatitution involves the rights of kings and chat-
1ol alavery. And we say further that it denies the prerogatives of
God himself., And shall Liberty men vote for such a constitution?
Shall Liherty men come down from thelr lofty elevation of principle
to dabble In the athelstie prineiple of expadiency? Shall we now
Jearn to do evil that good may come? Shs!l we choose the least of
two evlla, or, in the language of Dr. Taylor, the “least of two
davile™? Onr power lies more in cur integrity than in cor numbers.
Nay, it Hes in our Inteprity.

‘We believe, a3 we helieve in our existence, that had it not been
for the vacillating of our friemds, turning aside at lecsl eleetions,
dabbling in the corrupt ethics of the day, the belief that “a man
may stab one great principle to the heard if he can only foster two
good principlea by the act,” & substitutlon of gain for Godliness, a
dickering and trafiicking in primeiple, we shounld have had one of
the great parties on their knees at the shrine of Liberty long ere
this. Let every Liberty man keep his conscience elean by wvoting
for principle, by standing fast to the whole truth, by voting in such
manner a3 would (ehonld all vote with him) secure the great ob-
jects of justice ahd mercy, We are anxious to aee our friends
present ome embodied phalanx at the coming election—to s=e them
wtite the emphatic word “no” on this mongrel, God-dishonoring,
liberty-hating, man-crushing docoment.

INIQUITY OF TEE CONSTITUTION

{Mareh 1, 1848]

DEAR SIE: The new comatitation finda pretty general accepiance
among the people in these parta. T have not heard a tohgoe in either
of the predominant parties wag a weord of disapprobation of it, not-
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withstanding its antidemoeratic auffrage article. And I perceive by
one of the Madison papers that the Abolitlon paper in Waunkesha is
the only paper in the territory that har andacity to speak out
against the document, All the rest have by common consent, {t
seems, buried the hatchet under the peacefal tree of “ecompromise”
and have agreed in the plenitude of their wiadom {0 insalt that large
clags of Dernocratg in the ferrifory imown ae Liberty men by walk-
ing deliberately over those great prineiples, which they contend
ought to be embodied in ewery decent republic. I wander what
these Depnocrats would have said if to the odioua word “whitea” in
the suffrage article the convention had affixed a proper qualifica-
tion. Would nct there have been a stir among the Democratic
papers at the idea that one man, though a fool, owning & jackass
could vole, gver the Dr. Frankling, who had nothing? Ah, what
would the saplent editor st Madisom have thought of the “eom-
promises” then? Oh, it is your bull that gored my ox. Now, in
nry hnmble opinion, “a man’s a man for a* that,” whether he owns
property or has a black siiin. But the exeeeding wisdom of the
article in qoestion will appear if you look at it in the light of the
glorioua “compromise” by which that article was enacted. It allows
the serf from Bussia, the wronged and abused slave from Austria,
the ignorant Clreasaian from Asia, the dark-hued Spaniard, Italian,
and Tork, all, io vote, becanse they make sume pretensiona to belng
“white"! Bui a native American, though endewed with all the
Iearning of Eaclid, though poaseased of all the genius and eloquence
of a Dumag, is debarred that inestimahble privilege because, in the
depths of God’s great goodness, he has a black, not a copper-colored
skin. How grand, glorious, ennobling ig auch a democracy!

To thoae members in the comvention who stood op manfally for
the right our thenke are due: but for those proud, haughty men
whone democracy iz not even skin deep, but who would, if they
dared, debar all from the right of auffrage, of whatever color, who
did not possess five dollars, Iet political execration follow them.

No Liberty man who respects himself or his principles will dis-
honor hiz mother hy voting for the new constitution.

EAST TROY, Febroary 22, 1848 GUILLATME



