The states need to atone through reparations EVEN MORE than the USFG – their representatives left federal legislature incomplete in order to protect their state powers to continue the horror of enslavement. 
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Many southern representatives to the Convention resembled their northern counterparts in their desire to change the Articles of Confederation; both viewed the document as creating a government incapable of defending the country or promoting national and foreign trade. Under the Constitution, they increased the powers granted to the federal government. Southerners were also intent on insuring that the federal government had little control over slavery within state borders. Some delegates declared that unless slavery was protected, they could not endorse the Constitution’s ratification. On the issue of representation, considerable debate occurred over whether slaves should be counted for representation in the House of Representatives as well as for direct taxation purposes. After much contestation, the delegates decided that each slave would be considered as three-fifths of a person; the agreement appeared in the Constitution under Article I, Section 2. While the compromise over slavery influenced how representation was assigned, two others directly affected the federal system’s structure. The first was the Slave Importation Clause. Placed into Article I, Section 9, it gave the federal government the right to regulate, tax, and even ban slave importation after 1808. This provision, supported by many southern states with a surplus of slaves, went into effect twenty years after the Constitution was drafted. It is important to note that it only referred to the international slave trade, not the movement or sale of slaves between states. The other provision appeared in Article IV, Section 2, which guaranteed slavery’s status by giving the federal government authority to assist in returning runaway slaves who cross state lines. These fugitives, euphemistically referred to as a “Person held to Service or Labour in one State,” were to be “delivered up on Claim of the Party to whom such Service or Labour may be due.” These provisions left untouched many of the vital issues regarding federal and state powers on the subject. Indeed, slavery was a sensitive topic; when discussed at the Convention, it raised the specter of dissolution of the union between the states. As such, those at the convention failed to address many key areas that directly concerned the position of slavery in the federal system. For instance, left unresolved was the civic status of slaves and free blacks within a state as well as their legal standing when they lawfully traveled across state lines. Much about slavery remained unclarified at the Constitution in the hopes that all of these problems would be resolved within the newly developed federal framework. This worked for decades, but the inability to resolve the place of slavery often led to bitter conflicts in nearly every aspect of national and state relations.
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