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THE ANT

'I_”f il B or not, that would depend entively on
mirenmatanees, 10 T Lelisved my defence wounld|
prove eftective [ mightesert it.  Dut sir befurs 1

Ql-l)r Anti-Slavery Luale.

SALEN, ONIO, MARCH 81, 1853,

—— = - _ -~
JCEHUA R. GIDDINGS.

Juerensow, March 50, 1855,
Mn. Romyeoy1—

—— e =

TTER FROM this?  Tlave you evor placed the deadly weapon

in the hands of the Nying bondman?  Have you|

LE

own humanity?

1"1"1-'." Wil vou e more hTu'.';.ﬂ\r nnil Y N her ! You sy, Yilie “'}}"'"-" man (neoked my aid,” ('!\i-

sl sekere and in whal langmage, 1 repudiateld | dently meaning my assistance in defending lum.)
tha “higher Inw ' O pot portions of the pro-| Nt so,

slavory Constitution in ite place? Yon sav, Mg,

Gidiings ¢ cardful again to disclaim all purposo | him, T guva lim what ho songht. Tle armed

to prevent this pirate teaffic in Christian meo | himsolf, ho protected his Fiterty, he maintained
and women, provided these eliristinnizod chattels! his manhood, 1lis obiect wis effeeted, and so witk
are taken to market by fawd and nit By a0 lmine, no Jaw, no constitution was violated, no
This romark implies that Congress possesses Cons | eialit wits trampled opon,  Thoe man i now erjoy-
stitutionnl power to prevent persons from gaing Sy !in-_v, his  frendom while you aseail we for put
land from Vieginia to South Carolinia ar Georgin? {ting him in the way to offect iy own emangipation,
You and 1 hold slaves to be pergons,  The Constis | Leenuse it was not done in pour wiy.  And permit
tution dovlures them persons i every instanee it mo to say, that in my opinion it you and all the
which ir refers ta them: aed I should be ander | (elonids of humanity would arm the fugitives,

|
great obligntions 1o

any man that woukl point [courage them to defend thenmselves as they have|
me to the power whieh Congress possossor 1o pro- | the most obvious tieht o do under the “higher |
hibit perapns gring feom one State (o anothier Ly [ty under the Cunstitution aml uader the Taw of
Iand. By doing that yon would confer a groat 03, [ilink fow, very few would be earriod back
benetit nn the country ns it wonld enalile Congress [ ta hondage, ‘
to prevent sluves feom Leing taken from one Etate]

You say “and theso he informs his hearers, are
to another.

{the opinione of the Anti-Slavery party.”  You

Commerce in the languago of the Constitution |hnve no right to thus misrepresont me. [ did not
enty only Lo eaveled on inoproperdy, which is Leld speak of, or for the Anti-Blavery party, [ stated|
by all advoeatos of feeedum to Le distinet and on. fat the outset, that [ would spoak “fhe ,\'--rh’n'rn(
tiraly sopiraty from pecsone | I

The Constitution |aenfitiend prevadling i the _i".--v' wlates B ‘,I'xrr as 1

nowliers admits that it bs possillo for man to Lo |wenderstond i Having quoted Mr. Gorry, when

made property. Mre. Madison said fo the conven- [he declared in  eonvention “'that slavery was a
thon® * 2 wonld be wrong foad fi the Conatite- | state institution, that while the federal government
tion thal man can Bo held wepropedy””  The Stares [had'no Jurisidiction over it we shoold be earaful

may in their individoal eopacity declare men, or!te lend it ne ganction,”
For I understand
of ‘mind, inteledt, spirit,

angels, or ll--"t_\; tir e proporty. i
Yt b did nut eny the A0 Slacery parfy intended it

goud pad the '|u..|} s the mere totement, the rosi-|

1 Jrew Males tutend cavrying out thiz doctiine

I
1
didd not speak of the Awti-Slavory party, and 1)
vontinued o -]"":lk of the "}rr‘n)‘f." t:_f' l‘:'ﬂ'_f'rc-,: .‘-'l'd."f.x.
fnd ot of the Anti-Slivery party.  In saying
“our people,” 1 include the great mass of our
northern population ;

cunistitoted

denco in which the man dwells for a time iy |
Now to spank of 0 commerde in spitity whether
mortald of angels woull to me be just as abe
surd asit wonld to speak of n cummerce in Jhat aud when in

Dei You

appear to think the Constitution has authorized o

the course ol
I refep-
red, to the people, the swhole peaple of the north-!

i wihuse likeness man wis erented,

my remarks, 1 nsed the pronoun, “wes’’
Commerce, to Le earried on in slives, by land
where wvon say. I thesn slave mongers drive | instance [ gave of my own personal sdvico to the
- . 1 'Y . ¥
thoie manaclod Cofltes sith all their accusiomed | slave wis given merely as nn illustration of the)
Brutality aver land from Nerfoik (o Savannah or [poepular fecling,
b stan it s the progecution of a Cansfitulional

3 Nouw, sir I mny be in error, my siews of the|
Comerce with which Mr, Giddings will net med- Constitution may be wrong, all Tean say is,
dle.”

Yon may ns well say that I woull not meditio
with tha teade In Ciccassian slaves, earriad on with
Tarkey. Ci
Circassinn gi

1
that | {
Ly opitions lave heen formed after long investic|t
Peation and much thooght, and whetlier right or|'
wrong, they are the conviations of my heart, i

zross has tho snme power to prohibit| you or any other person diseents from them, 1

s fronn ‘T:H{‘!fil]g have no gight (b nssail you furit, 1 respect you ns i
[_'\-_T.._.:‘“.['.n-.| lo, na 1% hias to !Il'l!llii-il slaves T.'L‘il"l;: t
taken from Norfulk to Chntleston.,

or being tken to
tionest men, and will eoarteously interchange sen-

. A [
thments with you,

It you possesa higher, more
enlightened viows than I _do, g furward, wield|
them for humanity, make war on oppressiom in|
vrecisely the mode which your own judgement die-
tnles,

Or ¥y mauy ns
woll say that T would not medidle with the ralennd
purchsse of men and women by New Zelanders.
fur their * peeuliar institution,” ax to spy T would
not this trafic. You coulid only
have anderitoold me asspaaking upon the sulject
of Legidlation and not & expressing my ovn moral
feslings when 1 uttered tho worde guoted. My
mornl sentiments were expressed when 1 eaid
“the pirate nho hangs at the yard arm on the
coast of Afriea isless guilty than the man who
deals in slaves in this city.”

meddlo with Strike for lilierty, wage wnceasing batle

t

leommun enemy T will discliarge the small arme |/

Aviny cotmmund inte the thickest ranks. [ will &0

'dear sir, that T will not turn aside to commence | ¢

C

A. Yos; mavg n time and lh!u, and shall do so

ngain,

Q. * Have yon over lold him you would defend
g0 Futhor let e sk you, bave poy doue even|your own liberty while you could wield s weapon.”
A. Can’t answer positively, either in the affirm.

ntiva or nogative, as I cannob now reeall all my

eodeavorad to nerve him up tu the defence of his|conversationa with fugitives. I think jt very likely
Wave you ever told him you |l nover did, as it never ocourred to me as impor-
In the Bugie of Ssturday last you say ho (Mr. | would defend your own lberty while sou could|tantin sueh contexion, till your question suggest-
Giditings) repudinted the “higher Taw"™ and put]wiold o weapon 2 Pleass give categorioal answers| od it T will, however, give it the consideration it
the prosslavery portions of the Conatitution in it 1o glese quiktions  You indood misrepresant Ell-!-.‘3mf:rit9. when T next have opportunity to converae

| with a fogitive.

i place.
| what langoage 1"'—**will you be more sjecific?”
i [ will; though I thought I was sufficiently s
halora,

charge. without what I think good authority.

The higher law, which you are charged with set-
ting aside—what is it?  In rogard to the fugitive

alave, it is this:

“Thou shalt not deliver unto his maater the koM |
vant which is escnped from his master unto thee:
e | ho shall dwell with thee, even among yow, in tht

place w nich bie shall elwose in vne of thy gotes,
where it likoth iim best.”

Such is the law of Musos—sunch the higher Inw
—the Inw of Gud.

The prosslavery nrticle of the Constivution which
! 3

[ 1% at war with, and which you, sir, substitute for |

this higher law, says of escaping servants:

*They shall nof he discharged from service or
labor, but shall be delivered up.””

Certainly these two laws are conflicting, and the
latter is in such lnnguage that it might =eom in-
tended to repenl the former. As 1 understand
your language on various ocensions, Fou propose
that, in soma form, the people shall discharge this
eonstitutionnl obligation. Ience the charge. [

I added “the freemen of will be spociBie, and give what is reported to l_lv:ll'r,erln;;ﬁ are anti-slavery, and who yields allegiane

your own langunge,
In your answer to Mr. Letoher, yon say:

“ Wao witl live up to all our constitutional obli-
gitions. "’

On the dth of July, in the city of Providence,
R, I., you said ;

* Let no man say that we inténd to violute the
Cunstitution th any pariiculer,”

That theso declarations are to Le specifieally ap-

3 - .- . 3 S 4 “4 H "
crn states, as Ldid ot the commencement, and the! piied to the fugitive clivse, is manifest from what | ginia to South Carvlina,

fullows in the sume speceh,  You say:

“In my view of this mateer, I agreewith Henry

Mlay - € -

ion, and the return of runawny slaves. *Aside
rom thi<! satil he, * it hag no power over the insti-
ation of slavery,” To-day, my friends, T repeat
hat ductrine,”

Again, in tle sama speoch

“Let mo 1eunderstocd.  Whenever we have log-

slated on thie sulijeet, [slavery, fwe have violated |

T Cumstitation,
e

Aguin, st the same time nod place:

[ mein with no exceptions, save
redurn of figitive slaves."

“ Now, my friends, the rafurm we proposes is, to

| resture the Uonstitution to its pristine purity, to
{repeal the present fogitive slave law, and reinstate
| he law of 17935, which leaves the master the [ib-
against Slavery,  While you ave eannoniding thelerty fo come and cateh his slave, i) he wan get

.'ir."." o

On otlier ooeasions, also, you say you have pro-

faras 1 can dikable him; Lut rest ussured my | posed to reinstate the fugitive law of 1793, Wiheth. |

or that Inw is in harmony with the higher lnw, vur

fire upon you; nor will L attempt in the hent ol| ronders ean judge for themneclves, ofier reading |
You eould not have! battle to dictate to you the manner in which youl i,

[ copy it below in a note. Lot them, if

supposed me to believe that the crime of dealing shindl carvy un this warfare. 1 have neither time! they please, take your own synopsis of the provis-

in sluved was either enbanced or diminisled Ly | nor disposition to onter into comtest with any friend
being committed on land. Yoo must therefore | of freodom, T prefer to exert what power T possess
of necessity suppose me to hold that Congress had |against the enemies of liberty, T may not be bl
not the Constitutional authority to probibit the | to think your thoughts to speak your words or to
transit of slaves from one State to anuther. 1/ do your work,  Ged bas intended you o penform
Liave now reached a pointon which I Lave long that duty. Were I to lay aside my own judge-
felt that you and other Editors hiave done injus- ment in vider to carry out yoms views wmy iden-
# I do not impute to | tizy would cease. 1 shionld beoome a ocllatteral ap-

injustice,

tice to members of Congress.
you others intentional
speaking or neting on the sulject of legishntion |
wo speak and act underthe the limits, and restrie-|
tions of the Constitution. Were wa to attempt |
logislation beyond its bonndaries sueh legislation
would not only be veid bus weuld render Congress |
No one, fur instance pretends that

or “'Ilil{". i‘l:u'jugc to S{I\lr‘elr. I should no lu'l'l;;".‘l' be a man, |
Very respectiully,

J. R. GIDDINGS.
REPLY TC MR. GIDDINGS.

Dean Sin: With yon, I acknowledge the impor-
tance of the most vigorons and nncedsing warfare |
agninst the enemies of Freedom., With you, 1
dizselnim any attempts at dictating tomy fellow- |
soldiers the manver in which the warfare shall Le|

sontemptible.
Qonigeess possessos the power to abwlish Slavery |
in Cubn.  Yet s
a lmitting that wo hinve no power over Slavery in
whe Stales, or over the internal slave trade between waged—and with you, too, I should deplore the
tho Sates.  Neither you norany otlier sian will 4t ey man’s individuality, as with it T am
toppt to puint out any more autheriny in the Con-1 0o e S1acs his r.-fﬁ-ricn.r_\‘ and usefulness. |

1t wo Conores oinlate 1 Lie alwli- Oy »
atitution for Congresy to legislate for the 11“ { In addition to our warfare upan the enemies of!
t F s v Ban b e internt ol . 4 % ' |
tion of ..I.uu} i the Setes or the internal elave freedom, 1 recognize it as the r:;:hl and tlul_-,' of |

trnde between them. 1' \n-h|3c. you and T think '~:\-:r,v abolitionist, fraternally and fuithfully l(-‘
all intelligent men admit that Congress hing no sueh | cise the position of every fellow-

" imntk and eri
power, I have lung seen myself and others mmlll.s-.-.l-,]i('r. especially those of commanding position

ed for admitting this obyious truth, and ’n-"i""E.Uu!inﬂuenr'r. The necessity fur this criginntes in
that wo du not intend to usurp RUTEDTy FEYID W ha faet that slavery, with which we contend, is
sholish Slavery, where we have not constitutional | the veritable “deceivallenese of unrighleonsness.” |
ﬂll’»fll'rif.\‘ 2o do 2o, and  while we thus express N.Il“'-rhu! it hins deccived the very elect: Nionds of
yiews of tlie constitutional Jimitations of power, We | prerdom, inducing them often to Luild wp the
are held up to the public as expressing our “mor-| o0 ihey Lnve honestly and earnestly labored to
ol Teelings," that we are willing Slavery whall ex- -A!l ndditinhni ennse for this watehful

cou and other Editors as<all ns for !

it ydestroy.
il in-the Slafes,

inz of that law—your anti-lavery Inté¥pretation
of it—and still I am sustained iv the charge 1 have
wada,

In a lotter over your nwn signature, published
in the Bugle of Sept. 9, 1854, speaking of the fu-
gitive law of "33, you say:

* It prohibited the people of the free States from

seareting the slave, 24, From defending the slave,
1 = "

3. From rescuing the slave from lis mnster.”
And you should have added, left the whole terri-
wry of the fiee Statesopen a8 a Lunting-ground
fur his pursuer. ‘The higher lnw says the fugitive
shall dwell with you. Yuu, sir, say, let the hun-
ter come and get ham, if he can. Lot him take
him if he ean, while we Northern people will re-
gard onr constituiional oliligations, refusing to se-
erete him from the hanter—to defend him from his
more than murderous assault—or to resene him
when onee in the clutches of the villuin, Yes, and
will impose a fine upon all men or women whose
divine impulses of humnpity compel them thus to
ail the oppressed and hunted against the oppres-
s0r.

Again, on the same dth of July, you make Judge
M'Leaun's langunge your own, and ey :

¢ In the emphatie Inngunge of Judge M'Lean, of
the Supreme Court, *No man bas a right to inter-
fero Letween a sluve and his master ; neither to se-
crete o slave from his master, nor defend o elave
[rom his master, nor 0 rescue o slave from the
possession of his muster)' And there our duty
ends, and the doties of the Pederal Government
end there nlso”

And I should suppose that the the slave master

[-SLAY

I stated that you repudinted the higher law, and
1 stated that he came to consult ane we o put prosslavery portions of the Constitation in its

oayee, ha sought my advice not my defence of You nsk, “swhen?” “whernt" and “in

It is not my wont to moke w0 grave a

! I snid, the Poderal Government | consent to be a party to o Constitution which per
gave ta Congress no power but that of direet taxi-| mits this traffic, and recognizes these traffickers i

I repent, you may as well charge
me with willingress thiat the New Zelanders shall |
kill and gat each other Leeause 1 do not urge con-
grossionnl Jegislation to probibic Canibalism in

those islands, ns to charge me with willingness |

pout to meddle with the slave dealer who drives
Lis gofile of Christinn bumanity from Richmond
to Charleston. When you represent me ns say-
ing that "“weicill restore the fugitive law of '03,
you do not fuirly represent what 1 said.  Indee:
did not use the language imputed 1o me, I wns

speaking notmy own opinions nor my own views, |

I was uttering the present populir sentiment of
the north, when [ said “the flirthest exfent fo which
we will go will be fo restore thevae of '93."  Every
reader who will glance at the remarks ns reported
will see that [ regarded the law of 1703, as per-
feotly useless, ebocle'e ond voip.  Thet when I said
o sonthiern wmon, “f you ean eateh your sloves

criticism is the fact, that elavery comes with ite|p o1 rensonablo cnuse to be satisfied that it should
especinlly ndapted temptaticos, to every man inl g there, The master's absolute right is con-
every position, In such ease, a brother ”""“P)'“‘Kf ceded—*no man has a right to interfere between

anather position, may sooner or more clearly son| the slave and Lis master.”  What could the slaye-
the dunger, and give timely warning, and thus may | |, o1der ask mure?

we nll be of real servige to each ether, nud to gur!
COMmMOon OANse.

In thie next sentence of this speech, s reported,

you proceed to say:

In the discharge of this duty, T wrote the artiele]  wppa whole oliject of the clanse in respect to

pose of misrepresonting your words or posidons,

I
lor of assailing you fur aiding in the emaneipatior

)

11 which your strictures refer—not with any pur-| fugitives is, to prevent Northern men from acting

1 .
| *Sec. 3. And ba it also enacled, That when &

0 £ T
| : ) serson held to labor in any of the United States,
of n slave, or ¢f any other like noubls work. ‘\"“‘T .r.r in either of the ulrrilurfcn on the northwest or

I now request the readers of the Bugle to carrect, | syuth of the .rin:r Ohio, uudolr the ]n_\\'n thereof,
in the light of your own statements, any error into | shall escape into any other of the eid siates or

which I bave fullen. I thought, that among the | territory, the person to whom such service or labor
i , A o ; may be due, hisagent or attorney is herely em-
many excellent things you said, in your answers t | posered to seize ur nrrost auch fugitive from labor,

Mr. Letchier's interrogntories, you also assumed | 0 1o take him or her belore aLy fudge of the
- . . - . * 4 A ) 1 4 o

poritions which you had previously oceupied, cal-| Cireuit or D.iull’lf't.l,l‘_l.llls of the United States, re-

vulated to thwart your own and others® effurts in siding or being within the state, or befure any

N oy oot into our nortliern Sintes do i," 1] fix
¥hen they § ;. ‘ " hehalf of freedgm. IHence the remarks you eriti-
epoke the langunze of clallenge, of Derlaxcs. Tu

mugistrate of n county, city or town corperate,
wherein such seizure or urrest shall be mude, and

: : ihile that as (Ko sasutii leise, 1 think #o still,  While I answer your ques-
. RPN LS R wil an 0 cons (L .
BRILARRAATS y ol |diums, and comply with your requests, I must

j ionally be placed vpon my langunge P i
tin oould rationally peanse By ¥ TAREUARE |\ evefure maintain my position,

gou speaking of mo you eay, “he conscnfed fv lay
aside his manlood, kis moral pridciples, his aelf
vespect, Lo say, “If you ean entch your slaves
when they get into our northern States do it."”

1 would not be sensitive under criticlom , but 1

seal to yaur réaders whether in the remarks |
made § justly incurred the imputatives of by
fog in any degree luid aside my “wmankood” or
my "n{ﬁnqnd" or wy “‘moral principles.”’

Agaio when I told the fugitise to defend him-
aelf for ghe purpose of inspiring bim with manly
diguity ; and added “were Lin your place I would
defend iy liberty while I eould wield s weapon,”
all will see thatd did e 40 lwpresy him stil] farther
with  the importanes of defeadiog bis own man-
hood. Popthe same purpore 1 4uld him “] cannot
dofend you,” for T eould wot go with nor dovtd 1
&['undhim on liis joorney. In doieg this did |
lay nsido my own manhoud, I Jdid ot sy wiba

would do if gresent when & slave eataber shall
hﬂh‘ #8099 W say whether 1 would

You ask for “categorical answera' to the follow-
ing questions. I will oblige you by giving them,
thangh I do not see their relovaney to the queations
at issue between ud.

Bpenking of a elave in danger of arrest, you
say, I ononot sny what I would de” *J6 I be-
lieved my defence would prove effective, I might
exert it  Then you nsk:

 Have you done aven this "

A. If you mean to ask if under the circumstan-
cos I “might” defend the fugitive, 1 answer, I
would do is, without restraint from the Constitu-
tion, or the peonlty of the law of '63.

Q. “Have you ever placed the deandly wespon
n the hands of the fying bondman ?"

A. Never. Never was lfor o moment the owner
A a deadly wenpon, either divk-knife, sword, gun,

r revolyver,

Q. * lave you endeavored to nerve him ap to

the drfense of his pwn bumaning 1"’

upon proof o the satisfiction of such judge or
magistrate, either by oral testimony or affidavit
tnken before, and certified by, n magistrate of any
such state or territory, that the person so saized or
arrested, doth, under the Liws of the state or ter-
pitory from which he or she fled, owe service or la-
bor to the person elaiming him or ber, and it shall
be the doty of such judge or magistrate o give a
oertifieate thereof to such cluimant, his agont or
attorney which shall be sufficient warrant for re-
moving the raid fugitive from lapor, to the state or
territory from which he or she fled.

See, b And bo it further enucted, Thatany per-
son who shall knowingly and willingly ohstrict or
hinder such ¢laimant, his agent or attorney, in %o
seizing or arrestinz such fugitive from libor, 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
wir she was a fugitive from laLor as aforesaid, shall,
fur either of the said offences, forfeit and pay the
anm of five hundred dollars,  Which penalty may
he recoverad by and for the benefit of such eluim-
ant, hy action of dabt in any eourt propor to try
the same ; savirg, moreover, to the son elaim-
ing sueh Inbor or service, his right of action for or
on account of the said ilriuriu, or either of them.

Approved Pebruary 12, 17903

|
|

ERY BUGLE.

in favor of the slave, and to leave a man the same
right to cliase u slave isto your territory aa he has
to chaso his horwe,”

The historic fact s, my dear sir, that the master
had claimed and exercised just that right; and if
I donot misunderstand your Providence speech,
you propose he shall still oxercise that right, “if he
ean.”  The Virginian may pursue his stray man
ns the Pennaylvanian mny his stray horse. The
Tntter mny coolly eateh and Lridle his animal—the
former mny cateh and manncle hin slave. Horse
and man bave a right to cscnpe er resist if they
can, but no one hins a right o secrete or defend
cither the quadriped or the human chattel, The
reault woulld be, that if the slave were seized in an
anti-alavery neighborhood, he would receive sym.
pathy and aid despito the Constitution, and make
good his eacapo. If in n pro-slavery community,

back his vietim to ehaina,
Thus, my dear sir, have I endeavored to Lo spe-
cifle, npcording to your request, in regard to time,
place, and langeage. 1 regrot to say that, in my
opinion, your langunge justifies the charge. [ am
aware that you have repeatedly affirmel the wsu
premncy of dhe highor lnw—that you have denoun-
coll slnveholding nnd slave-entching, and slave,
holders and slave-catohers, with burning indigna.
ton.  Tam aware that you have done it in the very
{documents from which [ have quoted these pros
slavery declarations, I am aware that you have
done it thera clearly, strongly unmistakably.
these pro-slavery declarations nre also clear, st
anid unmistakable.  And the Lurden of the ¢

rong

inconsistency.  An inconsistency. ns I think, most
fiatal to that anti-slavery succoss, which you and I
both desire.  Agaiost this charge of inconsistency |
you make no defence ; noram [ able to see that
syl a defence is possible fur one whose moral

to a Constitntion acknowledgedly proslavery. 1
grant you have done the bLest ydu could, and all
you eould, under the cireumstances; Lut that does
not destroy the influence of your fatal concessions
to slavery.

In reference to my remark that you decline in-
terference with the inter-8tate slave trade, y
say, "This reminrk implies that Congress has powor |
to prevent persons from going hy land from Vir.

J

No. It implies that, very inconsistently with
sour other positions ngainst the slive trade, you

‘ |
| hivman souls and sinew

s-—these more than pirates,
according to your “moral feelings,” as co-equal par-
ticipants in your National Government,—and as n
necosenry condition of this eo-operation, govern-|
mental silence and non-interference is pledged and |
enfurced, This inter-State traffic is at loast so far|
vonstitutional, that it is toleraled without rebuke|
hy the Constitution,—and those who practice it are |
admitted to the highest posts of honor and profit|
{in the nation, instead of swinging at the yard-arm ‘
ns pirates, as you say they deserve to do,

I wish it distinctly understood, that my objec-!
tion to the position which you and cthers occupy|
is, that you have formed a union with slave traders, |
and that, by the termas of that union, yon are com-
pelled to say, ns you said to Mr. Lotoher, ** 8o far
n4 the transportation of slaves from one State to
inother, internally, is concerned, I 'hare nothing o
"' You purchase union with pirates by thox
publicly pledging yoursell to have nothing to do
with their piracy.

You think I may as well find faalt with you for
non-interference with the trade in Circassian girls,
or the traffic by New Zealanders, in their peculiar
institution,

Notwo. Whenever you, my doar sir, for the
snke of politieal union with Tuorkish slave mer-
{chants and New Zealand eannibals, shall voluntar-
|ily take a solemn oath which Linds you not to in.
terfere with their piracy and murdar, and when
you shall weluome those Turkish pirates and New
\Zealand murderers, as  your co-equal legis
|lators, in the union thus formed—then will the
vases be parallel,  Till then your illustration fails
of nny foree.

L
do
|

Certainly I did not suppose that the erime of
dealing in slaves was enhagced by being committed
on land, but I thought you grossly inconsistent in
hnnging one teader at the yard-arm, and welcoming
another as an honorable member of Govermment.
I thought, and still think, that gross wrong was
done to your “moral sentiments,” when you con-
sented to hold them thus in euljection in your leg-
islative capacity.

|

i1 am obliged to you, my denr sir, for specifienlly
stating the sulject of your grievance against myself
and other editore.  Certuinly, for one, 1 have
never intentionally done you injustice, though it
may Lo that T have not at all times seemed to re.
oognize, with sufficient distinetness. the distinction
between you, as a logislator under the National
Constitution, and your “moral feelings’ as o man.
Perhaps the preceding remarks may help you to
perceive the true ground of cur oljection to your
course, 1 do indeed recognize a heaven-wide dif: !
forence Letween the “moral feelings” of every true
anil good man, and our “constitutional obligations”
to the fugitive slave. And, as I have alreudy
snid, my main charge is, that you hold those “mor-
nl feelings” in saljection, thut you may discharge |
your logislative duties under the Constitution. In
g0 fnr as this is true,you do give sanction to slavery
—to ite existence in the States—to the inter-State
slave trade—and to the rendition of fugitive slaves
—and in 80 far as you do this, you are uofaithful
to liberty, and rosponsible for the continusnce of
those wronge. Can the elave accept your plea of
[Justification,—that you huve no constitutional
| power—when hy your oath of office you have vol-
luntarily limited yonr power? You have laid down
your power to secreto the slave, and then, when
pressed by his pursuer on ground you Lave relin-
quished for the chase, you tell him you cannot se-
erete him—you will coolly tie your hands with
the Constitution and the law of "03, and then com-
placently tell the endangered or seized vietim, I
van ucither defend nor rescue you. I wsk again,
Can the slave roceive such a plea? and do we,
with whom you feel ngrieved, do either you or him
injustice by refusing to admit it ?

You say that my representation that you are
%illing to restore the law of '03 is erroneous, Cer-
tuinly I underatood your late remarks in Congress
us expressing such o willingness,  And g0, I think,
did your slaveholding nuditors an that oceasisn.
Perhaps I may be excused for so uoderstanding
the language then used, since at Providence you
are reported to have snid ;

**The referm we propose is, 10 restore the Con-
stitution to its pristine parity, to repeal the present
fugitive slave luw, and reinstate the law of 17937

As n further npology for the representation of
which you complain us not being fairly made, 1
prosent the fullowing from your letter to Isaae
Pierce, nlready referred to

“Agnin, I have ever contended that there is mo
obligation resting on Congresa to enacl any law what

the master would most likely succeed, and bLear|

ntirnl Lin
artivle yo eriticise, was the exposure of this very |

Then, in Congress aml out o
fisr the total rey
all laws of Con
han been for fifteen years the disti
my views, an § supposed them understood by all

i, T have eontended
sal of the fugitive slave lnw, and v
tgress whick support slavery, Th
not avownl of

T
wition,

I have, on vome occasioms, proposd, as the firel step,

to discard the compromise o f
the fugitive slave laio, and, U mecessary fo aftain
that at (his time, I would reinstute the act of 1793,
na A temparary compromise, uotil publie opinion
should come wp to the main point of o ol sepnra.
tion of our Federal Government from sl support
of slavery.”

who read my speschen; and to reach thut{r«

You soy you were nol uttering your own viewns
{on the floor of Congross, Lut the popular sentiment
{of the North, Tam glad to hear it, sir, for it in-
| dicates progress since last August—whon you were
willing to “reinstate” th's “useless, inoperative,
and void" law.  May the whole Northern people
speedily advance far beyond your present position,
and resolvo to tolorate no law which ahall nt all
clreumserile theie freest netion in behalf of the
bount or escaping slave,

You say you xpoke in the Inngunge of “challenge

you ean eatch yonr slaves when they got into
| our Northern States, do it

l I admit your right to challenge the slaveholder
|t s0 unequal a contest with yourself, if g0 you
| ¢hoose to do.  But Ideny your right, under the
{ fearful disadvantages, to make it for the escapml
slave,  With the Constitution and the law of '02

But| agninet him—with the popular sentiment, which |

you think approves that law, agsinst him, after
ling yoursell and every man andjwoman in the
nation to abstain from seereting, from siding, and
from rescning hio,—then to tell the slaveholder “if
he can take him, to do it,” seeriaw to me n vETY
questionnble specias of bLravado. Under these
very cireumstances, slaveholders Aare come into

{our Statos and taken their victims back, and o
2 would they do aguin; and it seems to me your

position is one not free from responsibiliky for the
melancholy event,

With regard to the enso of the fogitive slave, 1
do not kee that your explanation at all helps the
matter. You informed bim, “1 cannot defend
you." He camp to yob, as n lawyer, for advlce.
You gaveitto him, What was that advice? Why,
thit ** he should defend his own manhood while he
could wield n weapon.”  As ananti-slavery lawyer,

{ that was the anfy advico youeoulld give him, That

adviee, givon as n Inwyer. waa n confession on your
part that he wax an outlaw,—that your Constitu-

| tion wickedly made him such,—that bis only Lope|

was in conning and brute force,——and, from your
closing remarks, ono not aequninted with other
declarations of yours, would infer that you deemed
this nearly sufficient for such ns he; for you tell us
that if the friends of liberty would give similar
ndyvice, and arm the slaves, *‘Tew, very few, would
he taken bnck to hondage.”

Sir, I claim constitutional and logal protection
for the fugitive.  Not such as the law of '03 al
fords him, but such as shall enabie him to ecamt
aside his bowic-knife and revolver,—such as shall
proclude the necessity of the murderous nidvice
you gare the man, und permit him, in accordance
with the highar las, to sit down among us “where
it liketh him Lest,"—to sit quietly “under his own
sine and fig-tree, with none to molest or muke him
afraid.” I doubt not that your “moral feelings”
raspond with cordizl approval to this ¢laim. But
the unfortunete distinetion which you have set up
between yourscll, the moral man, the friend of
justice and liberty, and yoursell, the legislator,
sworn to discharge your constitutional obligations,
has led you and othersinto n maze of inconsistency
and contradiction, and holds you in a position sad-
Iy antagonistio to freedom,

You sny assail you for putting him, (the man)
in the way to effect his own emancipation, Not
I did not eompluin of you that you advised
the man to defend himself, Bot I asspiled your
position of allegiance to a constitution and obedi-
ance ton law, which gave no protection to the slasve,
and disarmed yon for his defence.  Sulimission to
such a eunatitution I must contend is neither self-
respectful nor manly, And when you shall stand
in the presence of o humian Lrother claimed as a
sluve, who shall need your aid, as you say this ore
did not,tho better i pulses of your nature will fn-
press you with the truth now unweleomely uttered,

L1V S

You sny 90 you and all {he friends of humanity
would arm the fugitives and encourage them to de-
fend themsalyes, I think few, very few would be
carried back to bondage.”

Permit me to reply to thid, by saying that I
think that if you and all the friends of freedom,
would unite to repudiate the law of "03 s well as
that of 1860, I you would repudiate n pro-sle
very constitution. U yon  would dissolve that
Union which requires the rendition of the lagitive,
and enforces silence and non-interference with the
inter-State slave trade and with slavery itself with
oll its comprehensive enormities in the States, nnd
then unite to estalilish a union for likerty, and
adopt a Conatitution which should protect the rights

4

BA0 by a total repeal of

—of deflance,” when you said to Southormers, 11

WARTING IN PLUCK,

It soema that the Superior Court of Cincinnati,
dodged the real question st jusue, in the oass of
the colored men brovght befors them last week on
a writ of IHubeas Corpus.  The law and the faols
wareall clear, and yet the Judgos prefered to throw
the responsibility upon the mes themselves, and
send them into slavery upon their declarations,
made while under the restraint of the Inw and the
terrar of their Rev. master. The following from

the Cineinnati Gazelte, puts the matter in its true
light ¢

THE RECENT MADEAS OORFUS CABE.

. Mesara. Bditors :—Many thinking men here be-
lieve that two grave wronga wore done in the pro-
sedure and termination of this case,

The question wan fairly put by our oitizens fo
our judiviary, *“whether n man held a= a slave an-
der the Taw of another State, bdt Frought upon
Ohio #oil with the consent of the claimant, bocomes
by that aet, froa?”

A dlecision of this point, under the Conmitution
and laws of Ohio, was sought in one of their own'
courts, by citizens of Ohio.  Several of our ablesy’
Jurists, unbought and for the aimple love of free-
dem, claboratoly argoed the point. Very many
men of Ohio earnestly awnited o decision. Thay
decision lins been withheld,

Agnin.  With what propricty can a Judge, pre-
vious o devision rexdered, put the question to an
alleged elave, “ure you willing to return with your
claimant 1

It the man be free, why put the question? Ile
is fron to go or to stay, as he will I he be a slave,
the question is idle, and the reply valueless.—
Whether he Lo free or not, to put the question pre-
vioua to tho doclaration of his freedom, to n man
in duress, llllhlio.'l.'l to every inffuonco of supsion and
of threat, whioh the pecuniary interest of the
clasimant may liave led him to exert upon the
wisoner, minkes the reply neceasarily o reply un-

er colriiom,

What kitul of a god is this idol alavery, thal we
should erect to it northern altars, and inlmolate
theréon manliness and justice? Ofrra.

ROSETTA AGAIN ARRESTED.

In the Cincinnati Times of the 24th wo find the
following, from which wo learn that the Rev.
Ienry M. Dennison ia determiced if possible %o
agnin enslave the emancipated girl Rosetta, We
foar hie may succeed as he has now a U. 8. Com.
| mixsioner to decide upon his olaim. e ought to
be arrested and punished ns o kidoapper:

Close upon the heels of the late half dozen of
“alave casos’ has come another, which bids fair
to create au excitement unequalled by any of its
predecessors.  The last case is one in which a girl
sixteen years old named ‘Rosetta,’ has been arres-
tod ns o fugitive slave.  Her olaimantis the Rev.
Henry M, Dennison, ®n-in-lnw of ex-Presidens
Tyler. The most singular feature of the affair
in, that the girl has once been declared free by an
Olin Court—she being no other than the one
rocently emancipated by Judge Jamison, of Coe
lumbus.

The decision was ronderel about two weeks
since, and until yesterduy *““Rosetta’ resided with
her guardian,  Happening to eall into the house
of aneighbor, Dr. Coulter, on same errand, she
was arrested while thers by Deputy Marshal Ben-
netl, assistod by ex-officer Couch, of this city, who
ubtained entrance Ly pretending to wish to see
the Doctor pmﬁ!aair-nnl[}. It seemsn that tha Rer.
Master, not content with the decision of the Pro-
bate Court, came before the United States Come
missioner Pendery, and swora outa warrant for
the arrest of the girl as a Fugitive. The war-
rant was placed in the hands of the United States
Muarshal, and served as above, Rosattn was ta-
ken on board the train for this city, whence
she arrived Inst evening, She was lodged in
Jail for safe keeping—word being given that the
ense would come up before Mr. Pendery this
morning.

Happening in at] the designated hour (ten
o'clock, ) we found that the examination had been
postponed until Monday morning at 10 A, M,, as
which hour it will positively commence, The
Commissioner’'s Court being superior to the Pro-
bate, it is not likely that the decision of Judge
Jumison will influence Mr, Pendery in the loast.
As the case involves nearly the same point that
the lnte habear carpus did, no little ioterest and
importance is attnched to the result. Mr. Van
Slyke nsserts that “Rosetta’™ has no inclination ta
veturnto slavery,but prefers to live and die in a fres
State  Inthis respect at least the case stands

different from that recently bLefore the Superior
Court.

Roserra’s Case.—The Intest account we have of
this ense in Cineinnati, is that the girl had a hear-
ing before Judge Parker of that city on Tuesday,
on asecond writ of ITabeas Corpus. Mr. Chase
appeared in hee behalf and made an able vindi.
cation of her right to freedom. Mr. Wolf of Lon-
{isville, the Rev. Kidnappar's lawer refused to

plead before the julge. ITe would be heard by the
U. 8. Commissioner, Judgo Parker was to give
his decision on Thursday. Iere is a set and deter-
mined effurt 1 trample under foot the lnws of Ohia
nnd substitut ethose of Kentucky and slaveholding.

JUDGE SWAN--AN EXPLANATION.

The lnst Columbian gives n satisfactory explan.
ation, of Judge Swao's declining to issue a wrik
jlul' habeas corpus, in favor of the girl recently re-
lensed from slavery in that city. We copy ite
statement of the facts:

of all, wishout throwing the responsibility wpon|  The Judges of the Supreme Court are author
individuals, and making their liberty to depend| ized, withi all other Judges, to let to bail all per-
upon their successful use of bowieknives and re.| %18 imprisoned in the county jail. They, how-

: rver, d t deem it their duty, ‘(nt least Jud
vulvers,—then woxw wonld be carricd back to hon- ‘.‘.i‘wn.n :!::N":,:u:.?::l‘;“ Iher l:“ﬂ js.::ﬂci:l lmlina‘l:

dage, nnd our soil would Le everywhere unpolluted | of the county in which they happen to recide, un«
by the trend of the rufian man-hunter, and un-llc?]s the luea lffudplu_ are absent, or ‘!ll"he“l'“ :lmi“

. - -l i other reason fur their not acting. e inc n
stained by the biood of hix victim, regavd to the application to Judge 8., in the ease
of the girl Rosetia Armisted, were, a5 we are in-
furmed, these; The culored men called on Judge 8,

Asri-Spaveny Sape 15 Bostox'—The managors

closeof their successful annunl sale, received large
collnctions of choice and elegant articles from
Great Britain. These articles were delayed in
consequence of the withdeawal of soveral of the
Cunnrd steamships by the Government, These re-
veipts wore 8o valunble and attractive that the
managers held anvther sale on the 14, 15 and 10,
of the present month, The receipts of this eale

and stated to him that there was a slave in the

of the Boston Anti-Slavery Bazaar, have since the ity with her master, and that they desired to have

woper stepd taken to obtain her liberation, The
-rlml;;e. without making any inquiry asto the facts
told them that it would be necessary to employ a
| lawyer to draw up the proper papers o oblsin a
| habeas corpus.  They then inquired whether the

whould make the application to him (the Judge

for the writ, He, without expluning to them %’II-
rolation of the loeal judges to the local business,
(tol] them that Judge Jamison, and not himself,
| was the proper person to graot the writ and hear

smounted to $014,57. A result highly satisfuc:] the cause, aml Mk.jm:# J“‘i'im? was i: the city,
to those engaged in the enterprise, 'they ought to make tho appliontion to him. The
ML e o ‘;neczrdingly obuined shz pwril from Judge Jami-

Jupoe Lowivg.—The Massachusetts Legislature
still keep thia alave ecatehing funetionary in sus-
pense regarding his fate. The majority of the com- |
mittee which Los his case under consideration, |
clgse their long report on the subjoct as fullows:

“Allowing the trial to be held and conducted
with soldiers, so ns to outrnge the sense of the
peaple.”  After stating the fact, the committes
ask, "“Shall the poor trembling suppliant fur the
God-given boon of freedom plend on the sil of
Massachiusetts under the tervor of dirks and pis
tola? What though the judge who permits this,
be n United States commissioner—is it Gt that ho |
also should be o Massachusetts Judge of Pro-
bate 1

The report closes with this sentence:

“After having given this ecase of Judge E. G
Loring a long. taithful and impartinl examinntion,
your committes, in view of the facts and consid-
srations sot furth in his report, recommend that
the aecompunying address b sent to the Governor,
requesting him, by nnd with the advice and econ-
sont of the Countil, to remove Edward Greely
Loring from the office of Judge ¢f Prubate for the

eoer on (he aulject, and that il was wrong o do so

| sun,

If Judge 8. had stated hia ground of objection
to acting in the case, it would have saved sll mis-.
upprehensions as to his conduct.

Feware Ispvstrian Bazian.—We learn froms
tho Philadelphia Woman's Advocate, that some
the friends of & more gguitable remuneration for
fomale labor have procured in that city spacious
nnd pleasant rooms, for the sala of the products of
femnle industry. The rooms are made attractive
not merely by the goods exposed for sale but alse
hy numergus pictures and other works of art with
which they are ndored. The rooms are furnished
with tables which are osoupied by any females of
good charcter who wish them, for the sale of their
manufactures of whatever sort, useful or arnamen-
wl. A copital arrangement, 8% it seoms 0 up.

Marxe.—Mr. Garrison has been on & lecioring
tour into Maine. The last Liberatar says, Malve,
which hias been #0 long Backward in the cause of
the slave, is evidantly pressing forward W aetretve

county of Suffulk.”

the grost work of smanelpaiied,




