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cessary that we should have a govern-
ment to regulate and manage affairs in
our midst. We are forced into this po-
sition, we cannot help ourselves, and
hence we become a Territory, and have
our Governor, Judges, Marshal, and Sec-
retary of State sent us by the United
States; and our Representative in the
Congress of the United States.

Then we have our local Legislature,
as other Territories have, to enact laws
for the protection of the good and vir-
tuous, for punishment of crime, the ex-
ecution of justice, and the preservation
of peace and good order throughout the
Territory. Is there anything wrong in all
this? Not that I am aware of. Whose
rights have we interfered with? Who
cannot obtain justice here? Who are de-
prived of their rights here? Is there any
man, woman, or child, stranger or citi-
zen deprived of his or her rights, or who
cannot obtain a hearing for grievances
real or imaginary? Who is there through-
out the length and breadth of the Ter-
ritory who cannot obtain the full ben-
efit of law, equity, and justice? No
one. Well, we are here in this capac-
ity, and there are other things that un-
derlie these, if you please. The Repub-
licans, you know, in the States, have
been very fond for a long time of talk-
ing about a higher law of some kind.
We, too, have a higher law, not a ne-
gro law particularly, but a law that em-
anates from God; a law that is calcu-
lated to promote the best interests and
the happiness of this people, and of the
world when they will listen to it. Then
do you profess to ignore the laws of the
land? No; not unless they are unconsti-
tutional, then I would do it all the time.
Whenever the Congress of the United
States, for instance, pass a law interfer-
ing with my religion, or with my reli-

gious rights, I will read a small por-
tion of that instrument called the Con-
stitution of the United States, now al-
most obsolete, which says—"Congress
shall pass no law interfering with reli-
gion or the free exercise thereof;" and
I would say, gentlemen, you may go to
Gibraltar with your law, and I will live
my religion. When you become viola-
tors of the Constitution you have sworn
before high heaven to uphold, and per-
jure yourselves before God, then I will
maintain the right, and leave you to take
the wrong just as you please. There are
other things, too, that I, as an individ-
ual would do. There have been attempts
made here to interfere with the trial by
jury, a right guaranteed by the Constitu-
tion of the United States as well as by
the Magna Charta of England. And we
have had cases right in our midst where
a judge has told the jury that if they did
not bring in such a verdict as he had in-
structed them to, he would set it aside.
Of what use, then, is a jury? Why not
let the judge act without them; if they
are to be dictated to by him what be-
comes of our freedom? If my services as
a juryman were required, I would give
my opinion frankly and honestly, and no
judge should control me; but I would try
to be a man, and would not be cowed by
any man sent among us trying to pervert
justice. No man should make a scape-
goat of me; if he wished to violate con-
stitutional rights he should do it on his
own responsibility. Some men will en-
dure a great deal in matters of this kind,
and they will call it humility; but I de-
sire no such humility. I want a principle
that will maintain, uphold, and stand by
the rights of man, giving to all men ev-
erywhere equal rights, and that will pre-
serve inviolate the fundamental princi-
ples of the Constitution of our country.


