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In tlis Bugle of Saturday last you sny ho (Mr.
.. . .. . i. . , .1 .. . i , . . i
uiu.iinp.) repimiate.i me "ing ncr law una put
me poruons oi inc tonsuiuiion in its
place." Will you ho nnro specific and say v.lien

jind where iiml in what language, I repudiated
the ''higher- law ?'' Or put portion of the y

Constitution in its place? Yen say, ''Mr.
Oid lings U careful again to disclaim nil purpose
to prevent this pirate trnflic in Christian men
And women, provided these christianized chattels
are taken to market hy land nnd tint 1y ira."
This romark implies that Congress possesses Con-

stitutional powor to prevent persons from going hy

land from Virginia to South Carolinia vr Georgia?
You and 1 hold slaves to he pervM. Tho Const-

itution declares them persons in every instanco in

which it refers to them: nnd I should he under
great obligations to any man that would point
mo to tho power which Congress possesses to pro-

hibit persons g'ing from one Stnto to another ly
land. By doing that you would confer a great
benefit on the country as it would cnablo Congress
to prevent slave fr.im bein taken from one State
to soother.

Commerce in the language of the Constitution

fan only be carried cn in property, which ia held
by all advocates of freedom to be distinct and en-

tirely separate from prisons. The Constitution
nowhere admit that it is possible for man to be

mi prvtcrty. Mr. Madison said ia tho conven-

tion' would le wrong to admit in the Constitu-

tion t'tat man ran be nil a.i ptoperly." Tiio States
may in their individual capacity declaro men, or
angels, or De'ty to bo property. For I understand
man to bo constituted of mind, intclce', spirit,

onZ and the body is tho nicro tenement, tho resi-

dence in which tl.o man dwells for a time only
Now to speak of a commerce in Kpirits whether
mortal) or angels would to mo bo just ns ab-

surd ns it would to speak of a commcrco in ;hat

Deity in wliuso likeness man was rreatcd. You

appear to think tho Constitution has authorized a

Commerce, to bo carried on in slaves, hy land
whero yon gay. "If these slave mongers drive
thoir man.ielod Cofibn with all their accustomed
brutality over land from Norfolk to Savannah or
Charleston it is the prosecution of a Constitutional
Commerce with which Mr. Giddings will net med-

dle."
You may as well say that I would not nicddlo

with tho trade in Circassian slaves, carried on with

Turkey. Congress has thesamo power to prohibit
Circassian girls from travelling or being taken to

Constantinople, ns it has to prohibit slave being
tak"ii from Norfolk to Charleston. Or you my ns

well say that I would not meddlo with the sale and
purchase of men and women by New Zclandcrs.

for thoir ' peculiar institution," as to say I would

not meddlo with litis traffic. Yon could only

have understood mo a-- speaking upon the suhjeit
f Legislation and not .is expressing my ovn moral

fealings when I uttered tho words quoted. My

moral sentiments were expressed when I said

"the pirate who hangs at the yard arm on the
coast of Africa is less guilty than llio man who
deals in slaves in this city." Y'ou could not have!

supposed me to believe that tho crime of dealing
in slaves was either cni.nnccd or diminished Vy

beini: committed on land. You must therefore
of necessity supposo me to hold that Congress had

not tho Constitutional nuthority to prohibit the

transit of slaves from one State to another. I

have now reached a point on which I hnvo long

felt that you nnd other Editors have dono injus-

tice to members of Congress. I do not impute to

you or others intentional injustice. While

speaking or acting on tho subject of legislation

wc speak and net under the the limits, end restric-

tions of the Constitution. Were we to attempt
legislation beyond its boundaries such legislation
Would not only he void but would render Congress
contemptible. No one, for instance protends that
Congress possesses tho power to abolish Slavery

in Cuba. Yet you and other Editors assail 119 for

almitting that wo havo no power over Slavery in

the Slalaa, or over tho internal slave trade between

the State a. Noitlur ycu nr r any other man will at-

tempt to point out any moic authority in the Con-

stitution for Congress to lcgislato for the aboli-

tion of Slavery in tho Suites or the internnl slave

trade between them. Yet while, you and I think
nil intelligent men admit that Congress has no such
power, I have long seen myself and others assail-

ed for admitting this obvious truth, and saying

that wo do not intend to usurp power, even to

abolish Shivery, where wc have not constitutional
authority to do so, and w hilo we thus express our
views of the constitutional limitations of power, we

are held up to tho public ns expressing our "mor-

al feelings," that wc are willing Slavery shall ex-

ist States. I repeat, you may as well charge
mo with willingness that the New Zelanders shall
kill and eat each other hecnuso I do not urgo con-

gressional legislation to prohibic Canibalism in

those island, as to charge me with willingness
not to meddlo with tho slavo dealer who drives
bis cefflo of Christian humanity from Richmond

to Charleston. When you represent me as say-

ing that "ice uill restore the fugitive lata of '93,

you do not fairly represent what I said. Indeed I

did not use tho language imputed to me. I was
speaking not my own opinions nor my own views.
I was uttering the present popular sentiment of
the north, when I said "the farthest extent to which

we will go wilt be to restore the iaie of '93." Every

reader who w ill glance at the remarks as reported
will see that I regarded tho law of 1793, a per-

fectly useless, com We and void. Thrt when I said
to southern mon, "if you can catch your slaves
when they get into our rorthern Stntps do it," I

spoke tho language of challenge, of Defiance. To

me it appears impossible that any other construc-

tion eould rationally bo placed upon my language

Jet speaking of mo you say, "he consented to lay
aside his manhood, his nioml principles, hi selj

to say. "If you can catch your slaves
when they get into our northern States doit."

I would not be sensitive under criticism , hut I

cjipcal to your readers whether in the remarks I

made justly incurred tho imputations of liar- -

fog in any degree laid aside my "mantiood" or

my ''self-retpt- or my "moral principles."

. Again when I told the fugitive to defend him

aef fur 4t purpose of inspiring liiin with manly

dignity t an4 added "were I in your place I would
dcfttihl ni y liherty while I eould wield a weapon,"

all will see that! did U ia impress him atill farther

with ibeiinportanee of dcteeidmg iii own man

hood. Por:th eame purpose 1 told him "I cannot
defend you," fur I could not go with nor iould 1

utiond hini on hi journey. In d'ug this did I

lay asida my own wanhcud. J did not say imi

1 would do if (isent wbi a slaw catcher shall

arrwrt t hot nasri r lay whether I wold

(Iff .mhI liim or not, that would depend entirely' on
Mrenmstnnccs. If I believed my defence would
prove effective I might exert it. But sir before I
go f nther lot mo ask you. have you done even
this? Have you ever placed tho deadly weapon
in the hands of the fl yhig liomlman ? Have yon
endeavored tu nerve him up to tho dofrnce of hiit
own humanity? lime vmi ever told him you
would

. . .
defend your own liberty whilo you could

wid.i lt weapon t Pleaso give categorical nnswor
to these queitiona You indeed misrepresent facts
Yon (.ay, "the k'lplcss man invoked my aid," (ovi
dently meaning my assistance in defending him.)
Not so. I stated that he came to consult me as
lawyer, he sought my advice not my dofenco of
him. I gave him what he sought. Ho armed
himself, ho protected his liberty, he maintained
his manhood. His object was c (looted, and so w as
mine, no law, no constitution wai violated, no
right was trampled upon. Tho man is now enjoy
ing Ins freedom while you assail mo for put'
ting him in tho way to effect Ids own emancipation,
hecnuso it was not done in your way. And pormi
mo to say, that in my opinion if you and nil the
friends of humanity would nrm tho fugitives, cir
courage them to defend themselves as thpy have
the most obvious right to do under tho "higher
law," under tho Constitution nnd undor the law of
'93. I think few, very few would be carried back
to bondage.

You eay "nnd these ho informs his hearers, are
the opinions of tho Anti-Slaver- y party." You
have no right to thin misropresont mo. I did not
speak cf, or for tho Anti-Slaver- y party. I stated
at the outset, that I would speak "Me Xorthern
sentiment prevailing in the free states to jar as 1
understood it." Having quoted Mr. Gerry, when
ho declared in convention "that slavery was a
state institution, that whilo tho federal government
had no jurisdiction over it, wo should be crreful
to lend it no sanction," I added "Me freemen cf
Incjrcc Staks intend carrying out this doctrine." I
did not say the Anti-Slaver- party intended it. 1

did not speak of tho Anti-Slaver- y party, and I

continued to speak of tho "people of the ftee States
and not of the Anti-Slaver- y party. In saying
"our people, I include tho great mass of our
northern population : and w hen in the course ol
my remarks, I uod the pronoun, "ire" I refer
red, to tho people, the wholo peoplo of tho north
ern states, as 1 did at tho commencement, nnd the
instanco I gave of my owmi personal ndvico to the
slave was given merely ns nn illustration of the
popular feeling.

Sow, sir I may ho in error, my views of the
Constitution may bo wrong, all I can say is, that
my opinions have been formed after long investi-
gation and much thought, nnd whether right or
wrong, they nro the convictions of my heart. II
you or any other person dissents from them, 1

have no right to assail you for it, I respect you ns
honest men, an 1 will courteously interchange sen
limcnts with you. If you possess higher, more
enlightened views than I .do, g i forward, wield
them (or humanity, mnko war on oppression in
precisely tho modo which your own judgement dic-

tates. Strike for liberty, wage unceasing battle
against Slavery. While you are cannonading the
common enemy I will discharge the small arms
at my command into tho tbickost ranks. will so
far as 1 can dimblo him; but rest ussured mv
dear sir, that I will not turn aside to commcneo n
fire upon you j nor will I attempt in the heat ol
battle to dictate to you tho manner in which you
shall cany on this warfare. I have neither time
nor disposition to enter into contest with any friend
of freedom, I piefer to exert what power I possess

'against the (Hemic of liberty, I may not be iblo
to think your thoughts to speak your words or to

doyoiirwoik. God has intended you to perform
that duty. Were I to lay aside my own judge
ment in older to carry out join views my iden-

tity would cease. I should bcoome n oollattcral
to yourself. I should no longer be a man.

Very respectfully,
J. R. GIDDINGS.

REPLY TO MR. GIDDINGS.

De.r Sib: With you, I acknowledge the impor
tance of the most vigorous nnd unceasing warfare
against the enemies of Freedom. With yon, ll
disclaim any attempts at dictating to my fellow-soldier- s

tho manner in which tho warfare shall be
waged nnd with you, too, I should deplore the
loss of any man's individuality, ns with it I am

suro he would lose his efficiency nnd usefulness.
In addition to our warfare upsn the enemies of

freedom, I recognize it a9 tho right nnd duty of
every abulitiocist, frnternnlly nnd faithfully to

mnrk and criticise the position of every fellow- -

soldier, especially thoso of commanding position
and influence Tho necessity for this originates in

tho fact that slavery, with which wo contend, is

the veritable "deccicahleness of unrighteousness."
That it has deceived the very elect fi lends o(

Freedom, inducing them often to build up the
curso they havo honestly nnd earnestly labored to

destroy. An additional cause for this watchful
criticism is the fact, that slavery comes with its
especially adapted temptations, to every man in
every position. In such ense, a brother occupying
another position, may sooner or more clearly see

the danger, and give timely warning, and thus may
we ull be of real service to each other, nud to our
common cause.

In the dischnrgo of this duty, I wrote the article
to which your strictures reier not witn any pur
pose of misrepresenting your words or positions
or of assailing you for aiding in tho emancipation,
of a slave, or t f any other like noblo work. And
I now request the readers of the Bugle to correct,
n the light of your own statements, any error into

which I have fallen. I thought , that among the

ninny excellent things you said, in your nnswor to

Mr. Letcher's interrogatories, you also assumed
positions which you had previously oocupied, cal
culated to thwart your own and others' efforts in

behalf of freedom. Hence the remarks you criti-

cise. I think so still. While I answer your ques- -

ions, nnd comply with your requests, I must
therefore maintain my position.

Y'ou ask for "categorical answers" to the follow

ing questions. 1 will oblige you by giving them,
though I do nut see their relevancy to the questions
at issue between us.

Speaking of a slave in danger of arrest, you
say, 1 cannot say wnai i wouto uo. - ii i be
lieved my defence would prove effective, I vugit
exert it." 1 lien you asic :

" Have you dono even this t"
A. If you mean to ask if under the circumstan

ccs I "might" defend the fugitive, I answer, I

would do it, without restraint from the Constitu
tion, or the penalty of the law of '03.

Q. " nave you ever placed the deadly weapon
n the hands of the flying bondman ?"

A. Never. Never was I for a momont the owner
f a deadly renpon, cither dirk-knif- sword, gun,
r revolver.
Q. " Ildve you endeavored to nerve him up to

rbe defeat ewn humanity ?"

A. Yos t many a time and often, and (hull do so

again.
Q. " Ilave you evet told him you would defend

your own liberty while jou could wield a weapon."
A. Can't answer positirely, cither In tho affirm-

ative or negative, ns I cannot now recall all my
conversations with fugitives. I think it very likely
1 never did, as it never occur rod to me as impor-

tant in such connexion, till your question suggest-

ed it. I will, however, give it the consideration it
merits, when I next havo oppoitunity to converse
with a fugitive.

I slated that you repudiated the higher law, and
put portions of the Constitution in its
place. You ask, "when?" "where?" nnd "in
what language ?" "will you ho more stecific?"

I will ; though I thought I was sufficiently so
bo fore. It is not my wont to make so grave a
charge, without what I think good nuthority.

The higher law, which you arc charged with sot
ting aside what is it? In regard to the fugitive
slavo, it is this :

" Thou shall not deliver unto his master the sor- -
vant w Inch is escaped from his master unto theo t

ho shall dwell with thee, even among you, in that
place whioh ho shall choose in uno of thy gates,
w here it liketh him best."

Such is tho law of Moses such the higher law
tho law of God.
Tho articlo of tho Constitution which

is at war with, nnd which you, sir, substitute for
this higher law, says of escaping servants:

1 hey shall not o aischnrgmi from scrvico or
labor, but shall be delivered up."

Certainly thoso two laws nro conflicting, and the
latter is in such language that it might scorn in-

tended to repeal the former. As I understand
your language on various occasions, yon preposo
that, in some form, tho peoplo shall discliargo this
constitutional obligation. Hence tho charge. I

will bo spociSc, nnd give what is reported to he
your own language.

In your answer to Mr. Letcher, you say:
" We will live up to all eur constitutional obli

gations.
On tho 4th of July, in tho oity of Providonco,

U. I., you said :

" Let no man say that wc intend to riolate the
Constitution in any particular."

That theso declarations arc to bo specifically ap-

plied to tho fugitive clause, is manifest from what
follows in the same speech. You say :

" In my view of this mntter, I agrco with Henry
Clav. Ho sai l, the Federal Government

ave ta Congress no t ower but t lint of direct taxa
tion, nnd tho return of runnwny slaves. 'Aside
from this,' said ho, 'it has no power over tho insti
tution of slavery.' To-da- my friends, I repeat
that doctrine."

Again, in tho samo speech :

" Let mo I o undcretoc d. Whenever we have loe- -

islatea on this suhject, jslavery.5wo have violated
tho Constitution. I mean with no excebtions. save
the return of fugitive slaves."

Again, at the samo time and place:
' Now, my friends, tho reform we propose is, to

restore the Constitution to its pristino purity, to
repeal the present fugitive slavo law, and reinstate
tho law of 1793, which leaves tho master the lib- -

erfi to come and catch his slave, if he can net
him."

On other occasions, nlso, you say you havo pro-

posed to reinstate tho fugitive law of 1793. Wheth-
er that law is in harmony with the higher law. our
readers can judge for thcinftlves, lifter rending
it. I copy it below in a note. Let them, if

they please, tako your own synopsis of the provis
ions of that law your anti-sliwc- Interpretation
of it and still I am sustained iu the chargo I have
made.

In n letter over your own signaturo, published
in the Buglo of Sept. 9, 1?54, speaking of tho fu-

gitive law of '93, you say :

" It prohibited the peoplo of the free States from
secreting the slave. 2d. From defending tho slave.
3d. From rescuing tho slave from his master."
And you should havo added, left the whole terri-

tory of the fieo States open as a hunting-groun- d

for his pursuer. The higher law says the fugitive
shall dwell with you. You, sir, say, let tho bun
tor come and get him, if ho can. Let him take
him if ho can, while we Northern people will re
gard our constitutional obligations, refusing to

him from the hooter to defend him from his
moro than murderous assault or to rcscuo him
when once in the clutches of the villain. Yes, and
will impose a fine upon nil men or women whose
divine impulses of humanity compel them thus to
aid tho oppressed and hunted against the oppres
sor.

Again, on the same 4th of July, you make Judge
M'Lcau's language your own, nnd ray :

" In the emphatic languagoof Judgo M'Lenn, of
tho Supreme Court, 'No man has a right to inter-
fere between a slave and his master : neither to
crcto a slave from his master, nor defend a slave
from Ins master, nor to rescue a slave from the
possession of his master.' And there our dutv
ends, and the duties of the Federal Government
end there also."

And I should suppose that the the slave master
had reasonable cause to be satisfied that it should
end there. Tho master's absolute right is con-

ceded "no mnn has a right to interfere between
the slave nnd his master." What could the slave-
holder ask more ?

In the next soutence of this speech, as reported,
you proceed to sny :

"Tho whole object of the clause in respect to
fugitives is, to prevent Northern men from acting

Sec. 3. And be it also enncled, That when a
persou held to labor in any of the United States,
or in either of the territories on the northwest or
south of the river Ohio, under the laws thereof,
shall escape into any other of the said states or
territory, the person to whom sueli servicoor labor
may be due, hi agent or attorney is hereby em-
powered to seize or arrest such fugitive from labor.
and to tako him or her before ni.y judge of the
Circuit or District Courts of the United Smtes, re-
siding or being within the state, or before any
magistrate oi a couniy, ciry or town corporate,
wherein such seizure or nrrest shall be made, and
upon proof to tho sutisinction ot such judge or
magistrate, either by oral testimony or affidavit
taken before, and certified bv, a magistrate of nnv
such Btnte nr territory, that the person so seized or
arrested, doth, under the laws ot the state or ter
ritory from which he or she fled, owe service or la-

bor to the person claiming him or her, and it shall
be tho duty of such judge or magistrate to give a
certificate thereof to such claimant, bis airont nr
attorney which shall be sufficient warrant for re-
moving the raid fugitive from lapor, to the state or
territory from which he or she cod.

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted. That any ner
son who shall knowingly and willingly obstruct or
hinder such claimant, his agent or attorney, in so
seizing or arresting such fugitive from labor, or
shall rescue such fugitive from such claimant, his
agent or attorney, when so arrested pursuant to
the authority herein given or declared ; or shall
harbor or conceal such person after notice that he
or she was a fugitive Irom labor as aforesaid, shall
for either of the said offences, forfeit and pay the
sum of five hundred dollars. Which penalty may
be rocovered hy and for the benefit of such claim-
ant, hy action of dobt in any court proper to try
the same: savirg, moreover, to thd person claim
ing such labor or service, his right of action for or
on aocount or the said injuries, or either of them
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in favor of the slave, and to leave a man the same
right to chase a slave into jour territory aa he has
to chase his horse."

The historic fact Is, my dear sir, that the master
had claimed and exercised just that right j and If
l do not misunderstand your TroVldenoe speech.
you propose he shall still oxercise that right, "if he
can." The Vireininn nia nursiie, his stra- man
as the Pcnnsylvanian may his stray horse. The
Inttor may coolly catch and bridle his animal the
former may cntch nnd manacle his slave. Horse
nnd man have A right to cscnpe er rosist if they
can, hut no one has a right to secrete or dofend
cithet the quadruped or the human chattel. The
result would he, that if the slave were seized in nn

y neighborhood, he would receive- sym
pathy and aid despito the Constitution, and make
good his eseapo. If in a community,
the master would most likely succeed, and bear
back his victim to chains.

Thus, my dear sir, have I endeavored to ho spe-

cific, according to your request, in regard to time,
plnco, and langpngo. I regret to say that, in my
opinion, your language justifies the charge. I am
awaro that you have repeatedly nfiirmoi the su-

premacy of the higher law that you have denoun
ced slavcholding nnd slave-catchin- nnd slnvo.
holders nnd slave-catcher- with burning indigna
lion. I am aware that you have done it in the very
documents from which I havo quoted theso

declarations. I am aware that you have
done it there elenrly, strongly unmistakably. But
these declarations are also clear, strong
nnd unmistakable. And the burden of the entire
articlo you criticise, was the exposure of this very
inconsistency. An inconsistency, a I think, most
fatal to thatnnti-shiTcr- y success, which you and I
both desire. Agninst this charge of inconsistency
you make no defence ; nor am I nblo to seo that
such a defence is possiblo for one whose moral
feelings nre nnd who yields allegiance
to a Constitution nckriowledgedly I
grant you have dono tho best you could, and nil
you could, under tho circumstances; but that docs
not destroy the influence of your fatal concessions
to slavery.

In reference to my remark tl.nt you decline in-

terference with the inter-Stat- o slave trade, yju
say, "This remark implies that Congross has power
to prevent persons from going by land from Vir
ginia to South Carolina."

No. It implies that, very inconsistently with
your other positions against the slave trade, you
consent to be a party to a Constitution which per
mits this traffic, nnd recognizes these traffickers in
human souls nnd sinews these more than pirates,
according to your "moral feelings," as par
ticipants in your National Government, and as a
necessary condition of this govern-
mental silence and is pledged and
enforced. This inter-Stnt- e traffic is at least so far
constitutional, that it is tolerated without rebuke
hy the Constitution, nnd those who practice it nre
admitted to the highest posts of honor nnd profit
in tho nation, instead of swinging at the yard-ar-

as pirates, as you eay they deserve to do.
I wish it distinctly understood, that my objec

tion to the position which you and others occupy
is, that you havo formed a union with slave traders,
and that, hy the forms of that union, you are com-

pelled to say, ns you said to Mr. Lotcher, "So far
as tho transportation of slaves from one State to
another, internally, is concerned, J hate nothing to

do." You purchase union with pirates by thus
publicly pledging yourself to have nothing to do
with their piracy.

You think I may as well find fault with you for
with tho trade in Circassian girls,

or the traffic by Ntw Zcalunders, in their peculiar
institution.

Not so. Whenever you, my doar sir, for the
sake of political union with Turkish slave mer
chants and New Zealand cannibals, shall voluntar
ily tako a solemn oath which binds you not to in
terfere with their piracy and murder, and when
you shall welcome those Turkish pirates and New
Zealand murderers, as your legis
lators, in the union thus formed then will the
eases be parallel. Till then your illustration fails
of any forco.

Certainly I did not suppose that the crime of
dealing in slaves was enhanced by being committed
on land, but I thought you grossly inconsistent in
hanging one trader at the yard-arm- , and welcoming
another ns an honorable member of Government.
I thought, nnd still think, that gross wrong was
dono to your "moral sentiments," when you con
sented to hold them thus in subjection in your leg
islative capacity.

I am obliged to you, my dear sir, for specifically
statin;; the subject of your grievance against myself
and other editors. Certainly, for one, I have
never intentionally dono you injustice, though it
may bo that I havo not at all times seemed to ro- -

cngnize, with sufficient distinctness, the distinction
between you, as a legislator under the National
Constitution, and your "moral feelings" as a man
Perhaps tho preceding remarks may help you to
perceive the true ground of our objection to your
course. 1 do indeed recognize a heaven-wid- e dif
ference between the "moral feelings" of every true
and good man, and our "constitutional obligations"
to the fugitive slave. And, as I have already
said, my main chargo is, that you hold those "mor
al feelings" in subjection, that you may discharge
your legislative duties under the Constitution. In
so far as this is true. you do give sanction to skvery

to its existence iu the States to the inter-Stnt-e

slave trade and to the rendition of fugitive slaves
and in so far as you do this, you are unfaithful

to liberty, and responsible for the continuance of
those wrongs. Can the slave accept your plea of
justification, that you have no constitutional
power when hy your oath of office you have vol
untarily limited your power? You have laid down
your power to secrete the Blave, and thon, when
pressed by his pursuer on ground you have relin
quished for the chase, you toll him you cannot se-

crete him you will coolly tio your hands with
the Constitution and the law of '93', and then com

placently tell the endangered or seized victim, I

can noithor defend nor rescue you. I ask again.
Can the slave receive such a plea? and do we,
with whom you feel agrieved, do either you or him
injustice by refusing to admit it?

You say that my representation that you are
0w illing to restore the law of '93 is erroneous. Cer
tainly I understood your late remarks in Congress
as expressing such a willingness. And so, I think,
did your stuveholding auditors on that occasion.
Perhaps I may he excused foi so understanding
the language then used, since at Providence you
are reported to have said i

" The reform we propose is, to restore tho Con- -

ifiiiuuuu iu its priming purivjr, iu repeal me preseqi
fugitive slave law, and reinstate the law of 1793."

As a further apology for the representation of
which you complain as not being fairly made, I
present the following from your lcttor to Isaac
Pierce, alreudy referred to t

"Again, I have ever contended that there is no
obligation resting on Congress to enact any law what

jrwr on (h tubjtd, and that it tra wrong to do to

Then, In Congress and nut of it, I have oontended
for the total repeal of the fugitivo slave law.amo
all lairs of Congress which support slavery. This
has been for fifteen years the distinct avowal of
rot ies, as I supposed them understood by all
who rend my speeches; and to reach that position,

hare, on some occasions, proposed, ns the first step,
to discard ' the compromise if 1850 by a total repeal ofthe fugitive slave aic, and, if necrssari to altaii
Ihat at this time, I would reinstate the act of 1793,
as a temporary compromise, until public opinion
should conic up to the main point of a total separa-
tion of our Federal Government from all support
of slavery."

You say you were not uttering your own views
on the floor of Congross, but tho popular sentiment
of the North. I am glad tohenr it, sir, for it in-

dicates progress since Inst August whon you were
w illing to "reinstate" th's "useless, inoperative,
and yoid" law. May the wholo Northern people
speedily advance far beyond your present position,
and resolve to tolerate no law which shall at nil
circumscribe their freest action in hohalf of the
bound or escnping slavo,

You sny you spoke in tho language of "challenge
of defiance," when you said to Southerners, " If

you can catch your slaves whon they got into
our Northern States, do it."

I admit your right to challenge tho slaveholder
to so unequnl a contest with yourself, if so you
choose to do. But I deny your right, undor the
fearful disadvantages, to make it for tho escaped
slave. With tho Constitution nnd the law of '93
agninst him with tho popular sentiment, which
you think approves that law, against him, after
binding yourself nnd every mnn andjwomnn in the
nation to abstnin from secreting, from aiding, and
troni rescuing him, then to tell the slaveholder "if
he can take him, to do it," secins to me a very
questionable species of bravado. Under these
very circumstances, slaveholders have ccme into
our Statos nnd taken their victims back, nnd so
would they do again; nnd it socms to me your
position is one not free from responsibility for tho
melancholy event.

With regard to the ease of the fugitive slavo, I
do not see that your explanation nt all helps the
matter. You informed him, "I cannot defend
you." Ho enmo to you, as n lawyer, for advice.
Y'ou gave it to him. What was that advico? Why,
that " ho should defend his own manhood whilo he
could wield a weapon." As an anti-slaver-y lawyer,
that was the only ndvico you could givo him. That
advice, given nn a lawyer, wa a confession on your
part that he was nn outlaw, that your Constitu
tion wickedly mado him such, that his only hope
was in cunning nnd hruto force, and, from your
closing remarks, one not acquainted with other
declarations of yours, would infer thntyou deemed
this nearly sufficient for such as he ; for you tell us
that if the friends of liberty would givo similar
ndvico, and arm the slaves, "few, very few, would
be taken back to bondage."

Sir, I claim constitutional and legal protection
for the fugitive. Not such a the law of '93 af-

fords him, but such as shall enable him to cast
nsido his bowio-knif- e and revolver, such as shall
precludo the necessity of the murderous advice
you gave tho man, and permit him, in accordance
with the higher law, to sit down among us "where
it liketh him best," to sit quietly "under his own
vine and with none to molest or make him
afraid." I doubt not that your "moral feelings"
respond with cordial approval to this claim. But
the unfortunate distinction which you have set up
between yourself, the moral man, the friend of
justice and liberty, and yourself, the legislator,
sworn to discliargo your constitutional obligations,
has led you nnd others inton maze of inconsistency
and contradiction, nnd holds you in a position sad-

ly antagonistic to freedom.

Y'ou say I assail you for putting him, (tho mnn)
in tho way to effect his own emancipation. Not
so. I did not complain of you that you advised
tho man to defend himself. But I assailed your
position of allegiance to a constitution nnd obedi- -

ance to a law, which gave no protection to the slave,

and disarmed you for his defence. Submission to

such a constitution I must contend is neither self--

respectful nor manly. Ai.d w hen you shall stand
in tho presenco of a human brother claimed as a
slave, who shall need your aid, as you sny this or e

did not, the bottor impulses of your nature will im-

press you with tho truth now unwclcouicly uttered

You say "if you nnd ull the friends of humanity
would arm the fugitives and encourago them to de
fend themselves, I think few, very low would be
carried hack to bondage."

Permit mo to reply to this", by saying that
think that if you nnd nil the friends of freedom,
would unite to repudiate the law of '93 ns well as
that of 1M0. If yon would repudiate a pro-sl- a

very constitution. If you would dissolve that
Union which requires the rendition of the fugitive,
and enforces silence and with the
inter-Stat- e slavo trade and with slavery itself with
all its comprehensive enormities in tho States, and
then unite to establish a union for liberty, and
adopt a Constitution which should protect the rights
of all, without throwing tho responsibility upon
individuals, and making their liberty to depend
upon their successful use of bowie-knivo- s and re.
volvers, then none would be carried back to bon
dage, and our soil would be everywhere unpolluted
by the trend of the ruffian man-hunte- r, and un-

stained by the blood of his victim.

Anti-Slaver- v Sai.b in Boston" The managors
of the Boston Anti-Slaver- y Bazaar, have since the
close of their successful annual sale, received large
collections of choice and elegant articles from
Great Britain. Those articles were delayed in
eonseauence of the withdrawal of several of the
Cunard steamships by the Government. Theso re

ceipts were so valuable and attractive that the
mnnaeors held another sale on the 14, 15 and 10,

of the present month. The receipts' of this sulo

amounted to $014,57. A result highly satisfac-

tory to those engaged in tho enterprise.

June Lorino. Tho Massachusetts Legislature
still keep this slavo catching functionary in sus-

pense regarding his fate. The majority of the com-

mittee which has his case under consideration,
clqse their long report on the subjoct as follows:

"Allowing the trial to bo held nnd conducted
with soldiers, so ns to outrage the sense of the
people." After stating the fact, tho committee
ask, "Shall the poor trembling suppliant for the
God-give- n boon of freedom plead on tho soil of
Massachusetts under the terror of dirks nnd pis-

tols? What though the judge who permits this
be a United States commissioner is it tit that ho
also should be a Massachusetts Judge of Pro-bat- o

?"

The report closes with this sentence:
"A fie i having given this case of Judge E. G.

Loring a long, faithful and impartial examination,
your committee, in view of tho facts and consid-
erations set forth iu his report, recommend that
tho accompanying address he sent to the Governor,
requesting him, by aud with the advico and con-son- t

of the Council, to remove Edward Greely
Loring from the office of Judgo cf Probate for the
county of Suffolk."

WANTING IN PLUCK.

It seems that tho Suporior Court of Cincinnati,
dodged the rent question nt issue, in the case ef
the oolored men brought before thorn last weok on
a writ of Habeas Corpus. The law and tho facte
w ere all clear, and yet the Judges prcfered to throw
the responsibility upon the men themselves, and
send them into slavery upon their declara'ioo,
mado whilo undor the restraint of the law and the
terror of thoir Rev. master. The following from
the Cincinnati Gazette, puts the mntter in iu true
lightt

THE RECENT HABEAS CORPUS CASE.

Messrs. Editors Many thinking men here l
lioyo that two gravo wrongs wore done in the pro-
cedure and termination of this ense.

The question was fairly put by our eltixena (o
our judiciary, "whether a man held n a alare un-
der the law of another State, hilt rrought upon
Ohio soil with the consent of the claimant, bocomte
by that act, freo?"

A decision cT this point, under the Constitution"
nnd laws of Ohio, was sought iii one of their own'
courts, by citizens of Ohio. Several of our ablest'
jurists, unboiight and for tho simple love of free-
dom, elaborately argued the point. Very many
men of Ohio earnestly nwaiteu a decision. That
decision ha been withheld.

Again. With whnt propriety can a Judge, pre-
vious to decision rendered, put the question to an
alleged slavo, "nro you willing to return with your
claimant?"

If the man he free, why put the question? He
is free to go or to stay, ns he will If he be a slave,,
the question la idle, and tho reply valueless.
Whether he bo free or not, to put the question pre-
vious to tho declaration of his freedom, to a man
in duress, subject to every inlfucneo of suasion and
of threat, which the pocuniary interest of tha
claimant may havo led him to exort upon tha
prisoner, makes the reply ncceasarily a reply un-
der coi r, i m.

What kind of a god is this idol slavery t that we
should erect to it northern altars, and inlmolat
thereon manliness and justice? Olrre.

ROSETTA AGAIN ARRESTED.

In the Cincinnati Times of the 24th we find tha
following, from which we learn that the Rot.
Henry M. Donnison is determined if possiblo to
again cnelavo the emancipated girl Rosetta. Wa
fear he may succeed as he has now a U. S. Com.
missioncr to decide upon his claim. He ought to
be arrested and punished as a kidnapper:

Closo upon the heels of tho late half dozen of
"slave cases" has come another, which bids fair
to create nu excitement unequalled by any of ita
predecessors. The last case is one in which a girl
sixteen years old named 'Rosetta,' has been arres-
ted as a fugitive slave. Her claimant is the Rer.
Henry M. Dennieon, of
Tyler. The most singular feature of the affair
is, that the girl has once been declared free hy an
Ohio Court she being no other than the one
recently emancipated by Judge Jamison, of Co-

lumbus.
The decision was rendered about two weeks

since, and until yesterday "Jiosetta" resided with
her Kunrdinn. Happening: to call into the house
of a neighbor. Dr. Coulter, on same errand, she
was arrested whilo there by Deputy Marshal Ben-
nett, assisted by Couch, of this city, who
obtained entrince by pretending to wish to sea
the Doctor professionally. Xt seems that the Key.
Master, not content with the decision of the Pro-
bate Court, came before the United State Com-
missioner Pendery, and swore out a warrant for
the arrest of the girl as a Fugitive. The war-
rant was placed in the hands of the United State
Marshal, nnd served as nbove. Kosetta was ta-
ken on board the train for this city, whence
she nrrived last eveninc. She was lodged ia
jail for safe keeping word being given that tha
case would come up before Sir. Pendery this
morning.

Happening in nt the designated hour ftea
o'clock,) we found that the examination had been
postponed until Monday morning at 10 A. M., at
which hour it will positively commence. Tha
Commissioner's Court being superior to the Pro-
bate, it is not likely that the decision of Judea
Jamison will influence Mr. Pendery iu the least.
As the case involves nearly the same point that
tho late habeas corpus did, no little interest and
importance is attached to the result. Mr. Van
Slyko asserts that "Rosetta" has no inclination to
retnrnto slavery, but prefers to live and die in a free
State In this respect nt least the case stand
different from that recently before the Superior
Court.

Rosetta's Cask. The latest account we hay of
this caso in Cincinnati, is that the girl had a hear-
ing before Judgo Parker of that oity on Tuesday,
on a second writ of Habeas Corpus. Mr. Chase
appeared in her behalf and m.ado an able vindi-
cation of her right to freedom. Mr. Wolf of Lou-
isville, tho Rev. Kidnapper's lawer refused to
plead before the judgo. He would be heard by tho
U. S. Commissioner. Judgo Parker was to giva
his decision on Thursday. Here is a set and deter-
mined effort to trample under foot the laws of Ohio
and substitutethueo of Kentucky and slaveholding.

JUDGE SWAN-A- N EXPLANATION.

Tho last Columbian gives a satisfactory explan-
ation, of Judge Swan's declining to issue a writ
of habeas corpus, in favor of the girl recently od

from slavery in that city. Wo copy ita
statement of tho facts :

The Judges of the Supreme Conrt are author-
ized, with all other Judges, to let to bail all par-se- ns

imprisoned in the county jail. They, how-
ever, do not deem it their duty, '(at least Judge
Swan docs nut.) to do the local judicial business
of the county in which they happen to recide, un-
less the local Judges are absent, or there i soma
other reason fur their not acting. The facts in
regard to the application to Judge S., in the casa
of tho girl Rosetta Armisted, were, as we are in-

formed, these: The colored men called on Judge S.,
and stated to him that there was a slave in tho
city with her master, and that they desired to hay

roper steps taken to obtain her liberation. Th
5 udge, without making any inquiry as to the fact
told them that it would be necessary to employ a
lawyer to draw up the proper papers to obtain a
habeas corpus. They then inquired whether they
should make the application to hint (th Judge)
for the writ. He, without explaining to them th.
relation of the local judges to the local business,.
toll them that Judge Jamison, ana not himself,
was the proper person to grant the writ and hear
the cause, nnd ns Judge Jamison was in the city,
they ought to make tho application to him. They
accordingly obtained the writ from Judge Jami.
son.

If Judge S. had stated hi ground of objection
to acting in the case, it would hay saved all mi- -.

apprehensions a to his conduct.

Female Industrial Bazaar. We learn from
tho Philadelphia Woman's Advocate, that some
tho friends of a more auitabl remuneration for
female labor have procured in that city spacious
and ploasant rooms, for tha sal of th prodnot of
female industry. The rooms are mad attraotiv
not merely by the goods exposed for sal but alstt
by numerous pictures and other works of art with
which they are adored. Th room ar furnished
with tablos which ar oscupied by any females of
good charcter who wish them, for the sal of thair
manufactures of whatever sort, useful or orctmen-ta- l.

A capital arrangement, as it seems to ns. "

Maine. Mr. Garrison has been on a leotortng
tour Into Maine. The last Liberator says, Mslne,
which has been so long Backward in tha eaaM ot
the slave, is evidently pressing forward fcs M
h grest work of manelpofrot), '


