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m ready to revivethem.-Surely thofe who urgathat the'accounts

~ will not be fettled, do not propofe to fulfil their own prophecy.

- which to rez}uire contributions,

It is ceriain therefore, that if there is a difpofition in this houfe
to prevent proper meafures being adopted to procure a fettlement, |
it will be difappointed—TI wifh to remove this ground of objec-;
tion, by urging the bufinsfs of liquidation forward: - Ifthen'pro-
“vilion is to be made for liquidating the accounts, the argument
which I'deduced from it remains 1n full force. . “All pretence of
inequality is removed by.it. It isa full anfwer to feveral other
objeétions— it becomes unneceffary to atk whether State notes' re-
main debts againit this government after” they have been recgived
into the State treafuries; whether the United States are obligdd to ,
affume before the balances are found on a fettiement : and whe-

_ther the debts were wifely or unwifely contrafted ? It becomes
1mmaterial to calculate how many parts in an hundred New=
Hanipfhire, and how many Conneéticut will pay ; and how much
Virginia has paid, and will now have to pay. 'What was wrbng
in the diftribution of the burdens of the. war will be reétified ;
and as to future payments, all the citizens will be upon a footing.
As the gentleman from Virginia reaflons with great candor, I am
fure he-will be forry that in his obfervations he has wholly ne-
glefted, certainly through inadvertency, to notice an argument
-which feems on both fides, to be confidered as abfolutely conclu-

- five. When I fay shat both fides allow this argument to be cen-

clufive, I prefume my mesaing is underitood as [ formerly ex-

refled it.  For the an{wer to it is, that the accounts will not be
ettled ; which admits the force ot the reafon, and refts the deci-
fion upon a point of fact. :

Perhaps for the fake of fimplicity and perfpicuity, I ought not
to purfue the enquiry 2s to the juftice of the alfumptipn any fur-
ther, Tho' I mean to rely upon the argument I have ftated, it
will furnifh an anfwer to {ome obje@ions to urge another. It is
faid thefe are State debts, Congrefs has nothing to do with them.

When the war commenced, Congrels had ncither money, nor"
troops.  They were fo far from having aright to tax the States;
that they had neither the powers of a government, nor arule by
They appealed to the good wil!
and patriotifm of the States, and entreated them to furnith fup-
plies to the extent of their power.  The calls upan the States were
not taxes or debts—but advances or loans to the public. This is
explicitly and formally declared by the refolves of Congrefs. I
‘have made fome attempt to examine the journals in order to fhew,
from them how totally unfounded the affcrtion is that thefe confti- |
tuted debts aguinft the States. But I found that the titles only of the
refolves would fill a fheet of paper. Nothing can be more fully

roved than the contrary, not only by the letter of the. refolves,
;but by the condut of Congrefs. In fome cafes, no- regard was
paid to the conje@ural ratio by which (he States ought to furmith
wmen and fupplies. In other inftances fome of the States were
?h’oll omitted, and not unfrequently a fingle State was called
Podfvor fupplics. Oneof the moft fignal proofs, however, 15
Ahatin tierefolve of Feb. 9, 1780. * Itis exprefsly ftipulated that
if the States thould furnifh more than they are called upon for,
the United States will ftund charged with it.  The refolve of Jan.
5> 1783, even in terms, recognizes the troops whom thé States
were to fettle with as the creditors of the union, for whom good
fecurity muft be provided. - .
~ This'is an enquiry into the jultice of the aflumption. I rejeét
therefore the forms of the lranila&inn, and afk, whether, if the war
had been confined to a corner, inftead of fpreading over the con-

o«

_ tinent, and one State had incurred the whole debt ot 80 millions,

it would be juft t¢ Jeave the burthen upon that State ? Conliftently
with the refolves 1 have mentioned, and the known fgnfe of Ame-
Tica; could it be called a Statedebt? T am-fure of m§ anfwer, for
the queftion extorts it—The difference between the €afe I have
fuppofed, and that which is in_debate is only in degree—there is
none in the principle. & » '

It will be antwered; perhaps, that it is true we owe the States,
They are not finallyto bear the burthen—let them pay what they
owe and we will 'pay them—This is-a dangerous conceffion to
thofe who make it, if the accounts are never tg be fettled, agitis

“urged by thofe who contend againft the-affumption. For it a-
motnts to this—the debtis bindingand yet 1t will never be' paid.
It prefents them. a choice of difficulties, it forces them to confefs
either that the affumption will not wrong you, or that the non-
affamption will end in cheating fuch of the States as are your cre-
ditors, : ; Loih

It will be faid it is truc hoWever, that, the United States ftand
“indebted to the States, but the ereditors of the States have no juft

claim upon the United States.

Therg is a great difference bébween the jultice that will be done
by the affumption to the Stateyydind to their creditors, .

The States were called upon d firig the war to make advances.
Accordinglythey procured fométhing by taxes, and ftill more
was procured by paper money, Whigh died in the hands of the
pofleflor. . They havealfo paid fome part fince the peace.  So far
the States as fuch, aétually made advances—But the principal part
was obitained cither by borrowing, or {.izing private property,
or by drafting men.  So far the advances wers thade by indivi-
duals—and at periods{o critical, and under fuch circumftances of
violence and hardlhip, as to give a peculiar fan&ion to their
claim upon the juftice and honor of their country.

Juftice plainly rcqlnl:irn that thefe perfons fhould be repaid,
their intereft at leaft, in all events, and without delay.  Their
claims, in every view, are perfe@t—moft of them are original
holders:” But neither the juflice of the cale, nor (he engagements
of Congrefs require that the States fhould be repaid tillthe extent
of ghcin&mang can be known, ForIreadily admit that nothing
more thaa the balances of their anal advances are due from the
United:States to the individual States, “This has heen urged 2.
gainft the affumption, but without foundation—1f a Siate paid
more than its proper fhare the furplus fhould be repaid,  But ifa
payment was only promifcd and isftillto be made iuflice is dae
ro the creditors and not to the State. ~ The idea may-be illaftrated
by confideriag the States as agents or contrators 2or the union,
whatthey paid they claim for themfelves, what they barcly pro-
mifed fhould be patd by their employers, who had the benefit of
the debt, efp?eially if the agent cannot or will not pay—I cannnt
think it neceflary to give any further anfwer to the queftion, fo
logically propofed with regard to the pature of the debts wheq
redeemed; and in the State treafuries,

What remains due ought to fall not unequally upon States, but
uvpon the who'le {ociety—It oughtif not paid fooucr, to fall upon
polterity, “1ffome States fhould lofe wealth and people, and o-
thers increafe, if new States fhould join the wnion, or fpring up
within it, and the weftern wildern« (’.\ be thronged with peapie
the burthen will beegualized upon all the citizens.—Libert i
independence were procured for the whole, and for
why then thould notail contribute tothe price ?

Asitrelpe€ls the army debt, the very terms of the bargain bind
the United Statés, Congrels promiled to puy the men, but called
upon the States to raife them.  Aft rwards, when the paper fail-
ed, the Stutes were requefted to make up the depreciation—Siate
notes were given for it, which remain due. Prohably all ¢he
States cannot pay. In this inftance not only juftice, but your
plighted faith require you to pay them; you have alked their fer.
vices, and had them ; you have promifed to reward them, and
they remain infewarded. T haveealready fuppofed the cafe of
the whole debit being thrown upon one State,  1f i1ftead of the
whole debt, its zeal or t! @ necelity of its affairs had preffed a Siate
forward to exezed, and mn its diftrefsto difregard, its ability to
pay, and dccordingly had run in debt three times as_much as it
tan pay—that the war had fcattered its citizens and wafted its
property—are the officers and foldiers who ex pelled the enemy,
znd who did not care which State line they ferved in, to be told
youferved the United States ; but you are the creditors of South.

“Carelina ? It is irue, vou fhed your blood for us—by yourvalour,
we Ot here—vve have feen your wrongs, and when it would do
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r ¢ world how
o rood, becaufe we had'no power, we told the wor
’c'l?clplzy 5& lamented them. But go home aqdﬁqrve;:!vould wnno;
this wring drops_frof their hearts, and plant thorns in our :‘ o
The like rcafoning will apply to another dd?:r?non ]
debts to be affumed—to the certificates. given by he (::m‘1 3
{aries and other officers of the United States, and fince affu - by
the particular Rates.. . You canniot deny your ewn by callin v )
late debts—A great part of the debt oF South-Caroliua is g ok
of that kind. Is that ftate to be crufhed - with a weight wh .xu
connot bear, dr are the creditors to beruined becaufe the ftate w.x’
be undoae, if they are not 7 Or how will this comport vmt}thc
principle admitted on both fides of equalizingthe expences of the
war ?- o 7

on, the impoft has been taken away by adopting the conftitution.
Ler the dedty fodawime funds. = Let the wr“wﬂs: whether
the generous confidence of the ftate creditors in the public juftice
ought to be abufed, and whether they.aught to be n‘p_dg to rq_;;ft]lt
the cordial fupport whichthey gave fo the new conftitution. The
force of this argument may be inferred from the uncommon pains
which have been taken to deftroy it. The faét is denied, and the
iTue of the queftion'has been boldly refted upon this point, that.
the ftates moft urgent for the affumption were not incapacitated
fiom providing for their debts by the furrender of the impoft.

The impoft colleéted in New-Hampfhire is called the amount of
that ftate’s contribution to the union, and the ratio by which fhe
ought to contribute is taken from her prefent reprefentation. 1
wave, at this moment, all comment upon the anfairuefs and fallacy
of this mode of computation. I proceed to obferve, that an un-
common ufe is made of the refult. According to her ‘number of
teprefeniatives, that ftate ought to pay one tweaticth, and yet no
more than an hundreth part of the impoft of the union is paid by
that fate, or rather collefted in il—-orcourfe, it is gravely faid, 1t
will fave four-fifths of the fum which it would have had to pay, if
the debt had been affefled Jpon the union before the eonftitution
was framed, and this faving to the ftate may apply to the dif-
charge of itsdebt. Bat,fir,fuch requifitions never were paid,and ne-
ver could have been paid by the ftates. Experience had taught 1S,
that it was not to bc'cxpcéz'cd, nor was itin their power,—This
indeed was one of the principal reafons for adopting the conftitu-
tion. Are we ferioufly addrefled, when we are told, that the fav-
ngs of a revenue, ‘which did not exift, ‘lha; four-fifths of nothing
may be applied to pay the ftate creditors? Without further re-
garding the ridicule of the argument, let us trace the fa&.  The
acbt ot New-Hampthire is {iid to be about 230,000 dollars<<The
yearly intereft at 4 per cent. is upwards of gooo dollars. The im-
poft and tonnage colle@ed in that ftate from Auguft to December,
1s near 8,000 dollars, -~ 8o that the impoft of that ftate, tho’ far
thort of her aftual contribution to the commontreafury, will, in
the whole year, greatly -exceed their intereft which affuming her
debt will throw upon the United States. Here then the fund fur-
rendered by that flateds more than adequate to the debt which
ought to follow 1t. The whofe caufe has been hazarded on the
faét; and here the fa& isagainft him who appealed to 1t.  Maj 1
b: permitted toafk, whether it is not to be lamented, that, thro’
inadvertencyor miftake, the whole faét was not meationed ? May
I demand why the non-importing ftates were preferred to the im-
porting ftates for calculating the impoft ? Maffachufetts colleGed
under a flate law near 150,000 dollars impoft yearly. This falls
fhort of her prefent coletion under the law Jmc union, which
1s nearly equal tothe intereRt of her debt.  The excife would have
fupplied the deficiency,and that fund you are about to invade. It
would be wrong to take away funds, tho” inferior to the difcharge
of intereft, and yet to Icave vhe whoie debtupon the ftate.  1f the
furds furrendered were equal to the debts, 1t has been admitted
that the union ought to take the debts alfo.  The injuftice of re-
je@ing the debts, and taking the impoft to a lefs amount, differs
only in degree.—But why was New York palled over in filence !
The intereft of the debt of that ftate would not equal the impoft
colle@ed within it. What will you fay to that flate ?

. The candour and impartiality of the committee will be exer-
cifed in deciding whether the arguments fo often urged in favour
of the allumption, that you ought to takethe debts with the impoft,
has loft any thing of its torée by this mveftigation of faéts : What
is afferted on one fide, and denicd on the othery afier a firiét en-
quiry, ends in the fame pornt.

’ (7o be continued.)

THURSDAY, JUNE 24
Sketch. of the Debate

In Committee of the whole on the repart of the fele@ Commit.
tee, on the Memorial of the Officers of the Navy.

R. SHERMAN obferved, that by the memo-
rial, and the report, it appears, that the
Memorialifts do not pretend to have any claim
on the public by vircue of any exifting refoly-
tions of Congrefs. The fubject is very fully be-
forethe Committee—it lays with Conprefs there.
fore to determine, what is proper to be done in-
fuch circumftances. The application ftands en
tirely on the bafis of its own merits, and he could
conceive of no difficulty in deciding on ir.

Mr. Stone obferved, that it is true there js no
claun. by virtue of any antecedent contract or
promife—nor was Commutation,he believed pro-
mifed to the officers of the army. In this.view
the officers of the navy ftand exacily upon the
fame footing with thofe of the army. He then
entered into a confideration of the merits, fervj-
ces, and fufferings of the Officers of the I:Javy_
and.frqm thefe and other confiderations, urged
the _]'u{hce of their claim, as he could fee ;lo rgca-
fon for.the difference that had been made,

Mr. Huntingron faid, there is but a little con-
fideration neceflary to recollec the reafon of the
difference between the officers of the navy and
army.— The officers of the army were firft in
the public fervice—the navy was not formed till
fome time after hoftilities commenced—the offi
cers of the navy were pat on the fame footine
in refpect to pay as
fome advantagesin pointof rauk—
en;;tlc;l to a part of their caprures

€ then gave an account ofthe orig;

mutation—which was granted on acc%nnn:f;:(oc'l?.
pe cuhar. exigences of affairs at that time—Du 7
ing the time this bufinefs was jn agitation thé:-
were very few navy officers in the public f;rvi 5
and no application was made by them for | i;’
pay or commutation—They were afhore - d
many of them had verired to civil life—The .

fon theref9re why they were not included inreha-
Commutation was, there did appear at the e
any neceffity for the meafure, as the United Stt;?:::

.

did not then want a navy—whereas the public

The beft fund of the flates, and hitherto the only one of the uni- |

3

' reafons which influenced the committee—g
confiderarions which were fuppofed to ha

{
H

exingences with refpet to the army were fuch

as rendered the refolation for the Cq
to them abfolutely neceflary—he how
‘the claim of the Navy Officers fou
| —and juftice faid he is the »1}:6;\ o
‘be urged in fupport of any demand

rived from captures—which he ftated to

.in a bill accordingly.

he thought it a duty he owed th le
conﬁdef s o ol

examine, on principle, the demands which
made upon the government for pecuniar)

place their demand Sy Y
For the contract under which the ferviei‘?"g‘,-, ]
been rendered, had been complied with ’M Ve
Ing to the fpecifyed terms, and pex‘f'm‘lmﬂ’-"“'lie '
exient of the th
fame manner as other claims of a fimilar S
had been fatisfied. It was further, he faid, be
noticed, that during the time thofe fervices were, .
gnforming, no diffatisfaction had been

obfervations then, it clearly followed, that it
point of contrad, the claims of the officers of :
havy were in all refpects fimilar to th R
ot-hcr individual in the community, who h
ceived fatisfaction by the fame weans.

A . s v

Mr. Hartley f?ported, the memorial
the officers greatcredit for their br: Ay
cesand attatchment to the cauie of rtheir *
—he dilated onthe hardfhips and fufferings
endured—hieadverted to the advantages;

inconfiderable—their claims faid -he,
me to be founded on the ftrictiftand moft
joftice—he hoped thereforethat the report
be aceepted, and a committee appointed ¢

Mr. Baldwin, who was one of the fele
mittee which made the report, ftated fom

1

to the diftin&ion between the navy and ar
refpe to commutation—one of which y
the officers ofthe navy were in the lin
particular calling, and which they wer
to purfue with perhaps grearer advan
they ever did before.——Other circuy
were mentioned by him tending to
their claim. 2
Mr. Sherman obferved, that if this rep
dopted, it will open a very wide door
applications for half-pay or commutat
then gave a hiftory of the origin of commut
or half-pay—which he faid was confidered g
time, as a meafure of neceffity—and not
tice—and has been very much complaiy
by feveral of the States. The above
fity did not exift with refpect to the of
the navy—as ac the time there were but 3 o
fhips in fervice. From this ftate of facts be §
fered thatno precedent could be drawn in
of extending the Commutation to the of
the navy. He thought that their cafe
tled to the confideration of the Legiflature
principles of equity—he thould therefo
the Commirtee’s making full enquiry
circumftances of the whole bufinefs—and
fuch provifion as juftice fhould point o
he was againft the report in its prefent
Mr. BurRke replied to the obfervation
Baldwin, refpecting the officers of then
in the way of their profeffion—and from the s
ture of the fervice he fthewed, that there
tle weight in the obfervation—their circim
ces were very much altered for the wo
that they were now left in a very deftitute
tion—whereas the officers of the army are
ing pofts and places of honor and profie.
filence on the fubject had been mentioned.—
obferved thaccheir difperfed fitnation had b
principal reafon of theirnot coming forwai
their perition before. Mr. Burke obfi
that the officers of the navy were not treate
other prifoners, when they were taken, the
fered peculiarly, not as prifoners of war, butw
treated like rebels, whofe crimes were of
blackeft nature. #
Mr. Seney faid he was, and always had bee
advocate forthe claims of the officers of the §
—hethought their memorial founded on thef
eft juftice—he introduced the reprefentat
Congrefsof the ““illuftrions” commander inchief
ofthelatearmy onthe fubject of half-pay and pen-
fiong, which he read. a5 ..:.; 3
He then entered.into a comparative viewofthe

relative merits of the army and navyu—tﬂ'g T :
T

was well known that many of them made as
facrificesasthe other defeription of officers.
re!('re& to prize money, hedoubred whetherthey
had ever been benefited by it. In fome inftanc
where they had expecied the moft; they
through the failure of agents, receivedonfyacer-
tificate worth abouc five fhillings iptbt'"w:«:u
and that. received only for a part of!'blt‘-*‘i)ﬂ':g: :
He replied to the feveral objections 'th,ut
been offered, and concluded by faying, vou Nk

v ¥
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it ‘
be unjuft and impolitic not to grant their claims.
Mr. Sedgwick obferved that no gentleman i
the commiitee had deeper impreffions made vp-
on him, by the grateful recollection of the me:
rits and fervices of thofe brave men, to whom
America owed its freedom, than himfelf. Y
under the prefent circumftances of the co m

0 | >y, T

their intereft to his management, ©

The applicants in the prefent inftance d L
on the ground of ¢

powers of the government,

efted by the prefent memorialifts, = From

B

‘hadre-
Jr would



