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OBJECT AND PIJAN OF THIS BOOK. 

Ts& cllief design oC thia publication ia to furnish, in one volume, aD 

abstract, fur convenient reference, oC a great mass oC IIi&torictrl in/urma
lion concerning alavery and the struggle against it (in this country and 
Great Britain), l/aa, i& "OlD to lIe/ound onl!liJ!llooking over •• veralvo/ume" 
ftUmU0U6 pamplalel., and IAe newspaper' and ,eattered document, of tile 
ltut I",enly year.. This abstract, at the same time, was intended to hav. 
a bearing on the now-pending slave question in the United States, and to be 

80 aelected and ananged, as to facilitate a presentation oC that question 
towards the close oC the volume. It was designed to be as documentary in 
its claaracter as the nature oC an abstract would permit. Hence, it conaists 
much in extracts, quotations, and abbreviated paragraphs, prese"ing as 
moch as possible the significant portions, without giving the documents 
entire, which would have required volumes. 

The writer was aware that the attempt to cover so much ground, in ODe 

volume, was a hazardoua one. It could not be a ,moll volume; and m08& 
readers, as well aa lOme critica, will instantly pronounce a work .. too 
diJIule" that exceeda three or four hundred pages, without stopping to 
consider whether or no it presents the substance of Ie"eral such volumel on 
distinct pointe oC history. They would find no Cault with one book of that 
size that Ihould only tell the story oC the abolition oC the AClican Ilave 
trade, nor with another that should only relate the measures that led to the 
abolition of slavery in the British Weat Indies, and the relults oC those 
labora; nor with another that should contain the story oC Tex.I and the 
Mexican war. But iC a writer Ihould present the substance oC all til," 
of these historiel, Ilndfiv. or ,iz more in addition, of equal magnitude and 
importance, ill a volume oC lix hundred pagel, they would think him lIa

pardonably diJIu.e; and the farther this condensing process was canied, in 
OIIe volume, the more would he Call under cenlure Cor dilFuseness. Tbe 
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x OBJE(,'T AND PI,AN. 

difficulty would not end here. The same readers, or others, on rcferring to 
the parts of the history that most interested them, would fail of obtaining 
all the minute infnrmation they expected, or would wonder at the omission 
of many things that they considered important. Whether, on the whule, 
the work will be found too much or too lillie condensed, is uncertain. If 
the latter, we may hereafter furnish a cheaper abridgment of it: if the 
former, the present edition may hereafter take the name of an abridgment 
to the more copious work tbat may be written, and for which there art· 
ample materials at hand. 

The writer has not wholly excluded from tbis volume all noticc of the 
principle8 that underlie history, nor of the workings of moral canse and 
effect. Nor has he suppressed his own sentiments, through fear of giving 
offcnse. lie hopes he has not been uncandid or discourteous to others. 

No rea80nahle pains have been 8pared to secure accuracy in dates lind 
facts; and yet it is quite impossible to be certain of freedom from errors. 
In 80me cases, the best authorities disagree. Apparent or real discrepan
cies and mistakes lire incident to 1111 histories. Biblical critics lire not 
always agreed in respect to the true solution of apparent discrepancies in 
the inspired writers of bistory. In preparing this book, several instances 
have occllrred in which good authorities have 8et!med to make irreconcilable 
statements, but which have, nevertheless, with much labor, been reeoncilpd. 
Few of the books or pamphlets used by us bave been free from real Ilr 
apparent mistakes that have perplexed us. We hope we shall 1I0t be 
accounted careless of our facts, if some of them should be found inaccurate, 
or should be, by somebody, considered so. 'Ye trust the book is as free 
from mistakes liS most other works of the kind. Weare certain of having 
laboriously collectetl IIntl carefully examined the statements presented, but, 
like others who compile histories, we cannot be held responsible for the mis

takes of the best authorities extant. 
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SLAVERY AND FREEDOM. 

CHAPTER I. 

XAGNITUDE AND NECESSITY OF THE STRUGGLE. 

A World's Question-The Problem of the Present Age. 

THE slave question in America is only one phase of the 
more comprehensive question of human freedom that now 
begins to agitate the civilized world, and that presents the 
grand problem of the present age. 

Such a question must be met, must be discussed, must be 
decided, and decided correctly, before the nations of the earth 
can be enfranchised, and before this anomalous republic can 
either secure her own liberties, or find permanent repose. 

In a nation whose declaration of self·evident and inalienable 
human rights has been hailed as the watchword for an univer
sal struggle against despotic governments j-a nation whose 
support of human chattelhood has armed the world's despots 
with their most plausible pleas against republican institutions, 
it is in vain to expect that the discussion of such incongruities 
can be smothered, or the adjustment of them much longer 
postponed. In any age of the world, such expectations would 
be disappointed-in the present age, the indulgence of them 
can be little short of insanity-must be consummate folly. 
The question whether such a nation, at such a p~iod of the 
world's progress, shall continue to tolerate human chattel· 
hood, becomes, of necessity, a world's question. Universal 
human nature is knocking vehemently at our doors, and can
not be silenced. As well might we attempt to hush the thun-

1 
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2 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

ders of our own Niagara, or annul the laws by which the 
elements are governed. 

Is this the language of enthusiasm? Ask counsel of exist
ing facts. When a few voices were raised on this subject not 
many years since, the whole community, with few exceptions, 
north and south, demanded that the agitation should cease. 
But has it ceased? Or can it be made to cease? Most for
ward and even clamorous in the discussion, are those who, 
even now, have scarcely ceased to proscribe discussion lOur 
halls of legislation, that were to have been sealed against the 
discussion, nevertheless ring with it, to the exclusion of the 
most favorite topics I And those who were determined tl13t 
the public mails should not transmit the agitating debate, are 
now gorging those mails to the full with their own eager de
bates I Not an important public measure can be proposed 
that is not found to involve, in some way, the much dreaded 
but ever present question. Can we not see the hand of an 
all·controlling Providence in all this? Can we not hear in it 
the voice of Nature and of Nature's God, demanding and 
ordaining a discussion of the slave question? 

The history of Christian civilization is marked with suc
cessive eras of advancement, each one of which is distinguished 
by some particular phase or feature of human progress, and 
commonly involves the agitation of some great practical pro
blem, the solution of which occupies the minds of thinking 
men until it is definitely settled. This is seldom effected with
out long and earnest discussions, sometimes protracted during 
one or two entire generations, and not completed until more 
enlarged views have displaced the prejudices and corrected 
the errors that preceded them. The responsibilities, as well 
as the dangers and the privileges of living in such an age of 
the world-stormy, perhaps, yet progressive-are not com
monly appreciated as they should be. Not to have under
stood, correctly, the wants, and especially the grand problem 
of such an age, of the age one lives in, not to have taken the 
position, and to have exerted the influence demanded by the 
crisis, were equivalent to having wasted, or worse than wasted, 
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SLAVERY AND FREEDOM. 8 

one's probationary existence, so far as its bearing on general 
human progress is concerned j and this, too, at a. time when 
one life is to be reckoned of more weight and significance 
than, perhaps, many lives, dreamed away in any of those 
dead calms in this world's history, in which little or nothing 
is done or devised for the elevation of the species. 

Such nn age of agitation and of corresponding respon
sibility is the present. The grand problem of the age is 
that of a more extended and better defined freedom, espe
cially for the very lowest and most degraded portion of the 
species. Ours is an advanced period in the struggle for 
human freedom. It is not to the contest of the barons 
against an unlimited autocrat that we arc summoned-nor to 
the struggle of the middle classes against the barons j nor to 
the question of taxation without representation i nor to the 
question of religious liberty, for those who are regarded as 
human beings. The demands of liberty strike deeper, now, 
and reach the ground tier of humanity, hid under the rubbish 
of centuries of degradation-classes who have scarcely been 
thought of, as human, and to whom no Magna Charta of 
Runny Meade, no organization of a House of Commons, no 
Declaration of Independence, have brought even a. tithe or a 
foretaste of their promised blessings. The houseless, the 
landless, the homeless-the operatives of Manchester and 
Birmingham, the tenantry of Ireland, the Russian serfs,
above all, tile North Americatl Slaves-what have Christian 
civilization and democratic liberty and equality in reserve for 
these? And what are the responsibilities of Christians, of 
philanthropists, of statesmen, and of republican citizens, in 
respect to them? These questions to be properly decided, 
must be studied, must be understood. 

We single ont, for present inquiry, the North American 
slave. Who is he? What is his condition? Ho\v came he 
there? Who is responsible for his continuance in his present 
condition? What has been done, and what remains to be 
done in respect to him? 
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GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

CHAPTER II. 

ORIGIN OF THE MODERN SLAVE TRADE AND SLAVERY. 

Tho Portogue_Tho Spaniards-Charles V.-Ferdioand V.-The Hol\andel'll, the 
Daoes, the French, the English-Qoccn Elizabeth, John Hawkins, Loois XIII. ot 
Fmnce-Act of George n.-Prohibition of Violence-BArbarity of the Traftlo
StatiBtiCII-Importe into Jamaica. 

"In the year 1442, while the Portuguese, under the encouragement of 
their celebrated Prince Henry, were exploring the coast of Africa, Anthony 
Gonzalez, who, two years before, bad seized some Moors, near Cape Bada
jar, was, by that prince, ordered to carry bis prisoners back to Africa. He 
landed them at Rio del Oro, and received from the Moors in exchange, ten 
blacks and a quantity of gold dust. with which he returned to Lisbon. "
Edwards' His/My of the Welt Indies, Vol. II.,p. 37. 

"This new kind of commerce, appearing to be a profitable speculation, 
others, of the same nation, SOUD embarked in it."-GodlDin's Lectures em 
Slavery, p. 184. (American Edition.) 

1'HE Spaniards, on taking posse!;sion of the West India 
islands, compelled the native Charibs (or Caribs,) to work the 
mines of Hispaniola. In these and other exhausting labors, 
that feeble race became well nigh extinct,* and their place 
was supplied by importations of a hardier race from Africa. 
The infamy of having first projected this expedient has com
monly rested on Las Casas, a priest much hated among the 
colonists for his uncompromising opposition to the ill treat· 
ment of the Charibs, whom he is represented as seeking to 

• "Down to the dUtlt tho Charib people plllllOd, 
Like alltomn foliage witberiog in tho blast; 
A whole mce sook beneath the oppre~sor'. rod, 
And left; II blank amoog tho works of God." 

llMltf-,', Wilt Inlk,. 
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SLAVERY AND FREEDOM. 5 

relieve at the expense of the Africans.* With more proba. 
bility, the crime has been charged on Ohievrea and the Flemish 
nobill~y, who obtained a monopoly of the traffic from Charles 
V., and sold it for 25,000 ducats to some Genoese merchants, 
who first commenced, in a regular form, the commerce in 
slaves that, with little intermission, has been continued ever 
since. 

" As early as 1503," according to Clarkson, "a few slaves 
were sent by the Portuguese to the Spanish colonies." 

In 1511, Ferdinand V. of Spain, is said to have permitted 
an importation of Negroes into the colonies. But while Car· 
dinal Ximenes held the reins of government, and until the 
accession of Charles V. of Spain, he steadily refused to allow 
such a detestable commerce. Vide God win, p. 184. 

It was in 1517 that Charles V., (who was sovereign of Ger· 
many, and of the Netherlands,) granted the exclusive patent 
before mentioned, to one or more of the Flemish nobility, to 
import four thousand Africans annually, for the supply of 
Hispaniola, Cuba, Jamaica, and Porto Rico. 

"This great prince was not, in all probability, aware orthe dreadful evils 
attending this horrible traffic, nor or the crying injustice or permitting it; 
for in 1542, when he made a code or laws for his Indian subjects, he liber
ated aU the Negroes, and by a word put an end to their slavery. When, 
however, he resigned his crown and retired into a monastery, and his minis· 
ter or mercy, Pedro de la Gasca, returned to Spain, the imperious tyrants 
or these new dominions returned to their rormer practices, and rastened the 
yoke on the suffering and unresisting Negroes."-Godwin, p. 185. See 
al80 Clark,on', History, pp. 28, 29. 

The slave trade was prosecuted by thc Portuguese, the 

• Robertson, in his IFutorll of Amtrica, takes lip nnt! somewhat exaggol'lltea 
this atntement, on the authority of llerrera, nn enemy of La.q Ca.qna, whoso chnrge 
.IS first pnblished 8Ii years after the philnnthropist'~ decca.~e. 'rhe previous 
writers IDIIka no mention of Las CI18W1 in 8uch 11 connection, though n\'owedly bia 
enemictJ. The writingi' of Las Caona abound in denuncintions ngDinRt Kla\'cry; and 
from the language of Jlerrern himself, it would not conclush'cly appenr thnt Las 
C_ de8igned to have the Africans imported by compuMon, or held lIS ,lat:e,.- Via. 
the AbN Gr~M"'" D¢'mu of fA. eooa" approved by James Montgomery in a 
note to his poem, ,,~, W,n Indw." See also SelMJrt', Memoir of Sharp, page 29; 
and prefaco to (fulI'non', ltu411 on tilt Sla~'rll and (Jommer« i!f tilt Human Sftcw. 
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6 GREAT STRUGGJ.E BETWEEN 

Spaniards, the Hollanders, the Danes, the French, the British, 
the Anglo-Americans, including the colonists of New Eng
land_ 

BEGINNING or THE SLAVE TRADE BY THE ENOLISH • 

.. The first importation of Slaves from Africa by Englishmen was in the 
reign of Elizabeth, in the year 1562. This great prince88 seems, on the 
very commencement of the trade, to have questioned its lawfulne88. She 
seems to have entertained a religious scruple concerning it, and, indeed, to 
have revolted at the very thought of it. She seems to have been aware of 
the evils to which its continuance might lead, or that, if it were sanctioned, 
the most unjustifiable means might be made use of, to procure the persons 
of the natives of Africa. And in what light she would have viewed any 
acts of this kind, had they taken place, we may conjecture from this fact; 
that when Captain (afterwards Sir John) Hawkins returned from his first 
voyage to Africa and Hispaniola, whither he had carried slaves, she sent for 
him, and, as we learn from Hill's Naval History, expressed her concern lest 
any of the Africans should be carried oft' without their free consent, declar
ing that' it would be detestable, and call down Heaven's vengeance upon 
the undertakers.' Captain Hawkins promised to comply with the injunc
tions of Elizabeth in this respect. But he did not keep his word, for when 
he went to Africa again, he seized many of the inhabitants, and carried 
them oft' as slaves, which occasioned Hill, in the account he gives of his 
second voyage, to use these remarkable words: 'Here began the horrid 
practice of forciug the Africans into slavery, an injustice and barbarity 
which, so sure as there is vengeance in heaven for the worst of crimes, will 
sometime be the destruction of all who encourage it.' That the trade should 
have been suffered to continue under such a prince88, and after such solemn 
expressions as those which she has been described to have uttered, can only 
be attributed to the pains taken by those concerned to keep her ignorant of 
the truth. "-Clarkson, p. 30. 

It may be propcr to notice the view taken of this beginning 
of the slave tradc and slavery in the British dominions by a 
writer decidedly averse to the abolition of the slave trade: 

.. In regard to Hawkins, himself, he was, I admit, a murderer and a 
roMer. His R\'owed purpose, in sailing io Guinea, was to take, hy strata
gem or force, and carry away the unsllspecting natives, in the view of selling 
them as slaves to the people of Hispaniola. In this pursuit, his object was 
present profit, and his employment and pastime devastation and murder."
Edward~' History of the West Indies, Vol. II., pp. 43-4. 
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SLAVERY AND FHEEDOM. 'T 

This authentic account of the origin of British Colonial 
slavery is worthy of profound study, and, in connection with 
other facts that may be presented, suggests thoughts that may 
have a. decisive bearing upon the now pending slave question 
in America, in more aspects than one. 

It is common to cast all the odium of slavery upon our 
fathers, and upon the governments that first permitted the 
slave trade. Could the dead rise up and plead their own 
cause, they might perhaps retort that they had no idea of 
lending their sanction to the system of American slavery, as 
now practiced. Queen Elizabeth permitted the Africans to be 
carried into the colonies with their own consent, but they 
were taken and are held by force. Louis XIII. of France 
was very uneasy, when about to sanction the importation of 
Africans into his colonies, until assured that they were to be 
educated in the Christian religion.* What would he say to 
the laws that forbid their Christian education? And what 
would he think of the statement that the colored people of 
America. "must be colonized back to Africa," (a country they 
never saw), before they can be christianized? 

If one monarch who authorized the importation of Africans 
into his American Colonies directed the liberation of the vic
tims when he learned by what means and for what purposes 
they were imported-if another consented to the importation 
only on condition that they should be educated in the Chris
tian religion-and if another only permitted their importation 
with their own free consent, (involving, by fair implication, 
the condition of their voluntary and compensated labor,) the 
question may arise whether the importation originally autho
rized was indeed that African slave trade that actually took 
place, and which history describes. And this may suggest 
the question how far the usages of slavery, as they now exist, 
can be said to have been authorized or legalized by the per
mission of such importations as were contemplatcd by those 
monarchs. Mr. Clarkson, who seems to have devotcd much 
attention to the details of this history, considers them of the 

• Vide 1.,'1l1rkson. 
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utmost importance to a right understanding of the question 
respecting the lagality of the slave trade as it existed while 
he was laboring for its suppression. He demands whether 
"the African slave trade ever would have been permitted to 
exist, but for the ignorance of those in authority concerning 
it." And he affirms that the" trade began in piracy, and was 
continued upon the principles of force." (Pg. 31.) . 

The connivance, rather than the "ignorance of those in 
authority," appears to have sheltered this execrable traffic, 
after the times of Elizabeth. Even then it was rather toler
ated than directly authorized. It would be difficult, perhaps, 
to find any act of the British Parliament by which the slave 
trade was explicitly legalized. The enactments seem to insin
uate, or filintly imply, that the negroes imported arc property, 
yet thcy studiously avoid to acknowledge them distinctly, or 
even by necessary implication, as such. In the act of 10 
William III., chap. 26, entitled an "Act to settle the trade to 
Africa," the negroes are not called slaves. In the act of 23 
George 1I., chap. 31 (1749-50), entitled" An Act for extend
ing and improving the trade to Africa," it was provided (sect. 
29) that "no commander or master of any ship trading to 
Africa shall by fraud, force, or violence, or by any other indi
rect practice whatsoever, take on board, or carry away from 
the coast of Africa, any negro or native of the said country, 
or commit, or suffer to be committed, any violence on the 
natives, to the prejudice of said trade."* The 28th section 
of the same act did indeed recognize the holding of "slaves" 
at the station of the Trading Company in Africa, yet it gave 
no authority to transport slaves to America or elsewhere. 
Undoubtedly the secret design was to stimulate the slave trade. 
But a sense of shame, and a consciousness of wrong-doing, 
prevented the Parliament from employing the terms which, 
upon a strict legal construction, could give to that feature of 
the African trade the shelter of valid law. [Vide Spooner, 
pp.29-35.] 

• Mr. Pitt', view of lhis stntute, and of !.he legality of the slave trade, will be 
presented in lhe proper plaoe. 
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Thus stealthily and almost imperceptibly' \Vas the idea of 
legalized human chattelhood introduced. Thus ambiguous 
and tortuous were the enactments under cover of which the 
slave traffic was prosecuted. A graphic and truthful descrip
tion of that traffic we present in the language of lIon. llorace 
Mann, of Massachusetts.* 

.. One wants the plain, sinewy, Saxon tongue, to tell of deeds that .bould 
have shamed devils. Great Britain was the mother. Her American Colo
nies were the daughter. The mother lusted (or gold. To get it, she made 
partnership with robbery and death. Shackles, chains, and weapons for 
human butchery, were her outfit in trade. She made Africa her bunting 
ground. She made its people her prey, and the unwilling colonies her mar
ket-place. She broke into the Ethiop's home, as a wolf into a sheep-fold 
at midnight. She set the continent a1iame, that she might seize the 
affrighted inhabitants as they ran shrieking from their blazing hamlets. 
The aged and the infant sbe left to the vultures, but the strong men and the 
strong women sbe drove, scourged and bleeding, to the shore. Packed and 
stowed like merchandise between unventilated decks, so close that the 
tempest without could not ruffie the pestilential air within, the voyage was 
begun. Once a day the hatches were opened, to receive food and disgorge 
the dead. Thousands and thousands of corpses which ahe plunged into the 
ocean from the decks of her slave ships, she counted only as the tare of her 
commercc. The blue monsters of the deep became familiar witb her path
way; and, not more remorseless than sbe, they shared her plunder. At 
length the accursed vessel reached the foreign shore. And there, the mon
sters of the land, fiercer and feller than any that roam the watery plains, 
rewarded the robber by purchasing his spoils. For more than a century did. 
the madness of this traffic rage. t During all those years the clock of 
eternity never counted out a minute that did not witne88 the cruel death by 
treachery or violence of some father or mother of Africa." 

.. Mr. Edwards says that from liOO to li86, the number imported into. 
Jamaica was 610,000. • I say this,' he observes, • on sufficient evidence, 
having in my p088ession lists of all the entries.' • The total import into 
all the British Colonies from 1680 to li86 may be put down at 2,130,000.
In 1771, which he considers the most flourishing period of the trade, there 
sailed from ~~ngland to the coast of Africa, one hundred and ninety-two 
ships, provided for the importation of 47,146 negroes. • And DOW,' he 
observes, (1793) • the whole number annually exported from Africa by all 
the European powers, is 74,000, of which 38,000 are imported by tb& 
Brilish."-GodlDin, page 187. 

• Speech in the Honse of Representatives of the U. S., Jnne 80, 1848. 
tIt haa not ceased. It rages wiLh violence 8till, III will be IhoWD in anotber 

chapter. 
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CHAPTER III. 

SLAVERY AND TIlE SLAVE TRADE IN THE BRITISH COLONIES 

IN NORTH AMERICA, NOW THE UNITED STATES. 

Siavel'tl from New England-Slnvcry in MlI8sachusetta, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
Maryland, Virginia, and the CaroliDIIS-Condition of the Slavea-T8II\imouy of 
Wesley and Whitefield-Inquiry into the legal fouudation of Colonial Slavery
Complninta of the Colonies against the King of Grent Britain, for lavoring the 
traftlc-Parndoxes-Absence of English Statutes legalizing Slavery-Common 
Law-Lord Mansfield-Colonial Charters-Slavery introduced in absence of Colo
nial enactments-Dilto and eireumstnnces of introduction of Slavery into Virginia, 
South Carolina, and Gcorgia-Prohibition of Slavery in Georgia, (Gen. Ogel
thorpc)-Dates of early enBctment8 concerning Slavery in Virginia, N. Carolina, 
S. Carolina, Georgia, and Maryland-Looso and vague character of these enact
monts. 

SOON after the settlement of the British North American 
Colonies, Africans were imported into them, and sold and 
held as slaves. Of the extent of these importations we have 
met with no authenticated statistics. The whole number of 
slaves in these states, by the first census under the present 
Constitution, 1790, was 697,697. 

The colonies now known as the Southern or slave states, on 
the Atlantic coast, received the principal share of these im
portations. The middle and eastern colonies received com
paratively few, and these chiefly for domestic servants in the 
cities, and in the families of professional gentlemen in the 
interior. As the soil was not adapted to slave culture, and 
Was owned in small farms by a hardy race of agriculturists, 
-inured to habits of labor, the process of cultivation by slaves 
never obtained, particularly in New England, except to a 
very limited extent. In New York, first settled .by the Dutch, 
'in New Jersey, aud perhaps in some portions of Pennsyl-
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vania, the labor of slaves was introduced to a greater extent 
than further east. But in the importation of slaves for the 
southern colonies, the merchants of the New England sea
ports competed with those of New York and the South. 
They appear, indeed, to have outstripped them, and to have 
almost monopolized, at one time, the immense profits of that 
lucrative but detestable trade. Boston, Salem, and Newbury
port, in Massachusetts, and Newport and Bristol in Rhode 
Island, amassed, in the persons of a few of their citizens, vast 
sums of this rapidly acquired and ill gotten wealth, which, 
in many instances, quite as rapidly and very remarkably, took 
to itself wings and flew away. In some cases, however, it 
remained, and formed the basis of the capital of some promi. 
nent mercantile houses, almost or quite down to the present 
time. Citizens, honored with high posts of office in the State 
and Federal Governments, have owed their rank in society, 
and their political elevation, to the wealth thus acquired, 
sometimes thus acquired by themselves, since the colonies be
came states, and while the traffic was tolerated as it was, till 
the year 1808. Among these was a late Senator in Congress, 
from Rhode Island, James D'Wolf, who, at the time, was 
reputed to be the owner of a. large slave plantation in Cuba. 
Such incidents may convey some idea of the influence of the 
traffic in New England, even to the present day. The former 
seats of the traffic are still the centers of influences hostile to 
the agitation of the slave question. 

The servitude of domestic slaves, in families, is known to 
be less intolerable than that of slaves on plantations. From 
this consideration, and from the limited extent of slavery in 
the northern and eastern colonies, it may be inferred that the 
slavery or that region was of a comparatively mild type. 
And yet we find sufficient evidence of its affinity, in many 
respects, with the present American slave system. Not even 
in Connecticut was there any recognition of the legality and 
validity of a slave's marriage.* A master's inadvertent con-

• Accordiog to Judge Ree,oc, however, aa quoted by Stroud, the murder of a 
.mve was held in CooDecticut to be the same .. the murder of a freeman. The 
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sent to the marriage of his female slave to a free colored 
mao, was held to be equivalent to her manumission, because 

maater could be sued by tbe slave for immoderate cbutisement; the alave could 
hold property, in the charActer of a deviAee or legatee, and the master could not 
take aWAY such property, or migbt be sued for it on behAlf of tbe slave by hia noxt 
Mend.-RIIIN', Law of Baron au Ftmmt, &c., UO-l ; Stroud, p. 2'. 

In Musaobusetts, too, "if the master was guilty of a cruel or unreasonable casti
gation of the slAve, be was liable to be punished for a brlacA of tIu pau, and, I 
believe, the ~lave was allowed to demand Rureties of the peace against a violent and 
barbarous master."-Opinion of (JAUf Jrutic. ParBOM, _ of WiMA.mdcm va. 
JlaIfi4ld, J[au. &p., 12'1-8, ciUd. by St,.oud, p. 28. 

In Masescbusetta colony, in 164,1, the following law was eMcted: II It is ordered 
by tbis court and the authority thereof, thAt there shall never be any bond slavery, 
villeinage, or captivity among UB, unle811 it be lawful captives taken in jrut tIIa1", 

(such) as willingly sell themselves or are sold to us, and Buch shall have the lillertu. 
and Chri&tian uage which the law of GOD established in Israel concerning Bnoh 
persons doth morally require."-&, Gemral La"" aNl Liller,", of J[arraelauu", 
l14y, cllap. 12, I«:t. 2; Stroud, p. 28. 

Whether this act prol&ilIiUll, or whether it authorized such slavery as afterwards 
actually existed in the celony of Mlll!l!llchusetts, might not be very difficult to deter
mine. It oertainly prohibited such slavery as now exists At the South. 

There is little doubt that sIA,·ery was introduced into Boston, by one Maverick, 
p"riou, to its settlement by George Winthrop and others, in 1630. There is no 
evidence that M'lVerick was a Puritan. The Boston colonists, generally, were not 
Puritan., and ought never to have been confounded with them by historians. The 
Puritana, with all their defects Bnd errors on this and other subjects, " made a wido 
distinction between those who were stolen and seized by the ,·iolence of the slavera, 
and those who" (as they8upposod)" had been made captives In a lawful war, or 
were reduced to servitllde for their crimes by Il judicial sentence." 

Thil sentiment became current in the New England colonies. "An express law 
was made, prohibiting the buying and selling of tho fonner, while the latter were to 
have the same privileges as were anowed by the laws of Moses." "In November, 
16406, the General Court of Massachusetts pllSsed n law against man-stealing, making 
it a capital crime. They also ordered thl\t two Africans, forcibly brought illto the 
colony, Bhould be aent home at the publio expense.-[FrU' • .A.nnah of &km.] 
The other colonies loon pllMCd a law similar to that of M88I!8ehmetts. The Con
necticut Code, prepared in 1650, has the following Reetion: 'If any man 8tealeth a 
man or mankinde, he shall be put to del\th.' The New Haven Code, printed in 
London in 1656, contains a similAr article: 'If any person Bteale a man, or mankind, 
that person lhall Burely bo put to death.' The Plymouth laws probably made man
.tealing a capital o1fence."-[Su Fir.t Annual Report of the New Hamp.l&ir • .J.nti
Sla-rt SocUtg, pnned by tlte late Jolin Farmn-, Lq., and puUiI"ed in tit. " J[0nt1l, 
Hm.aru:ipator," for .J.ugtUt, 1835.] 

In .n this we see the stealthy alld deceptive introdllotioll of chattel 8IM·ory. The 
early laws did not authorize, but prohibited 8uch slavcry as was actually introduced I 
The aln, the shame, and the curse would have been excluded, had it been clearly 
nndenltood that slavery is malum in u. 

The action of the colony of RUODE ISLAND and PEOVIDENCE Plantations, cleven 
years later than that in MaaaachuActts, wea more direct and explicit. Tho following 
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a slave could not be married, nnd because a husband could 
claim the assistance of his wife. 

A still more discreditable illustration was previously fur· 
nished by a rural pastor in the same colony, the owner of 
a male and female slave. Having admitted them both to 
the communion of his church (Congregational) as members, 
and having himself officially pronounced them husband and 
wife, he afterwards separated them forever by tbe sale of 
the wife to a distant purchaser, in despite of the entreaties 
of both wife and husband. And no court of law, no church, 
no ecclesiastical body interposed, or even censured. 

In Massachusetts, another Congregational pastor, of high 
reputation, is said to have reared up a female slave in his 
family in a state of almost absolute heathenism, and never 
attempted to teach her the alphabet. 

When it is remembered that a large portion of the min
isters of religion in New England were among the slave 

docnment is laid to be the ftl'llt act of any government designed to prevent enalavlar 
the negroell. It is copied from the records of tho colony: 

" At a general coort held at Warwick, the 13th of May, 1652 • 
.. Wherena, there i. a common connlo practised among Englishmen, to buy ne

groes to that end they may have them for aer\'iee or IlIaVes forever; fur the prevent
ing of such praeticell among us, let it be ordered, That no black mankind or white 
being aball be forced, b)' covenant, bond, or otherwille, to serve any man or h.Ia 
assignees longer than ten yeal'8, or until they come to be twenty-four yean of ... 
if they be taken in under fourteen, from the time of their coming within the libe~ 
ties of this colony; at the end or term of ten yeara to set them free, an the OIanner 
is with the English servantA. And that man that will not let them go free or shaD 
lIell them away elsewbere, to tbat end they may be enalaved to othera for a longer 
time, ho or they sball forfeit to the colony forty poundl!." 

To tbe eredit of tbe membera that enacted this law, we subjoin their n_ from 
the record: 

"The general oftleara were, John Smitb, president; ThomlUl Olnoy, general -.. 
tant, from Providence; Samuel Gortoo, {roOl Warwiek i John Groen, general re
corder; Randal Holden, treasllrer; lIogh Bewett, general eergeant. 

.. The eommiesiooera were {rom Providence-Robert William., Grego". Dexter, 
Richard Waterman, Thomas IIarriA, William Wicbnden, and Hugh Bewett; from 
Warwick-SaOluel Gorton, John Wickes, John Smith, Randal Holden, John Greeo, 
jr., and Ezekiel Holliman." 

The prnalence of slavery and tbe briekoeu of the elave trade In Rhode leland, 
long after tbe enACtment of thia law (which does oot appear to have ever been 
repealed), fornishes anotber iJlustration of the thct that .Ia\·e". grew Dp In the 
coloni. in viulation of law. 
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holding clllS8 of the community during the colonial state of 
the countly, and many of them still later, that this was 
within fifty or sixty years of the beginning of the anti
slavery agitation in 1832, and that many of the present min
isters of New England are the sons and most of them the 
succe~ors, of slave holding ministers, it cannot reasonably 
be doubted that that untoward circumstance has had a bear
ing upon the position of the present generation of ministers 
in New England, in respect to the agitation of the subject, 
and especially in respect to the doctrine of the inherent 
sinfulness of slave holding. A similar remark might be made, 
with perhaps greater force, in respect to Ne\v Jersey, and, 
to a greater or less extent, in respect to a great part of the 
middle states. The beginning of the present agitation, in 
fact,jound slavery existing, to a considerable extent, in New 
Jersey, and the influence of that fact has been seen and felt, 
wherever the slave question has been discussed, in this 
country.* 

Slavery in the now Atlantic slave states received, substan
tially, its present complexion during the colonial period. The 
most important enactments on the subject bear date previous 
to the Declaration of Independence. 

John Wesley, who visited this country during this period, 
characterizes" American slavery" as "the vilest that ever 
saw the sun." 

George Whitefield, who travelled and preached extensively 
in the colonies, has drawn a vivid picture of the treatment of 
slaves at that period. This testimony, it should be remem
bered, is that of a devout man, whose type of piety is not 
exposed to the suspicion of tending to magnify, unduly, (as 
some are supposed to do) the physical privations and suffer
ings of slaves. Nor was he misled into any exaggeration by 
having imbibed the sentiment of the inherent and necessary 
criminality of slaveholding. Such a testimony is too important 

• The Biblical defences of alaveholding, llent forth from tho seat of tho Theologi
cal Seminary at Princeton, took the lead OhDY thing of that description originatiDg 
farther South. 
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to be omitted in this place. In a "Letter to the inhabi
tants of Maryland, Virginia, North and South Carolina," in 
1789, he writes as follows: 

"As I lately passed through your provinces on my way hither, I was 
Beoaibly touched with a fellow-feeling for the miseries of the poor negroes. 
Whether it be lawful for Christians to buy slaves, and thereby encourage 
the nations from whom they are bought to be at perpetual war with each 
other, I shall not take upon me to determine. Sure I am it is sinful, when 
they have bought them, to use them as bad Q8 tlwugh they were brutes, flay 
worse; and whatever particular exceptions there may be (as I would chari
Ubly hope there are some), I fear the generality of you, who own negroea, 
are liable to such a charge; for your slaves, I believe, work as hard, if not 
harder, than the horses whereon you ride. These, after they have dono 
their work, are fed, and taken proper care of; but many negroes, when 
wearied with labor in your plantations, have been obliged to Ilrind their 
corn, after their return home. Your dogs are caressed and fondled at your 
table, but your slaves, who are frequently styled dogs or beasts, have not 
an equal privilege. They are scarce permitted to pick up the crumba 
which fall from their master's table. Not to mention what numbera have 
been given up to the inhuman usage of task-masters, who, by their unre
lenting scourges, have plowed their backs, and made long furrows, and, at 
length, brought them even unto death. When passing along, I have viewed 
your plantations cleared and cultivated, many spacious houses b~i1t, and the 
owners of them faring sumptuously every day, my blood has frequently 
almost run cold within me, to consider how many of your slaves had neither 
convenient food to cat, nor proper raiment to put on, notwithstanding most 
of the comforts you enjoy were solely owing to their indefatigable labors." 

In tracing the origin, progres. .. , and history of American 
slavery, no\v claiming the high sanction and sacred guaranties 
of our Constitution and laws, and wielding both state and 
national governments for its support, it is important to note 
down with distinctness and precision aU those facts of the 
history that may serve to throW' any light upon the rise and 
growth of those high claims, and the methods that have been 
employed to swell them into their present magnitude, to give 
them their present hold upon the public mind, and upon 
the politics, the legislation, and the jurisprudence of the 
country. 

Equally interesting will it be to trace, if we can, the process 
by which the murderous and piratical depredations of John 
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Hawkins, upon the unoffending inhabitants of Africn, scarcely 
three centuries ago, have been made to give not only legal 
validity, but biblical authority and sanction to the imbruting 
of three millions of native-born Americans, of all hues, the 
descendants of all the nations of Europe, as well as of the 
African tribes. 

We pause, therefore, to inquire on what authority, divine or 
human, the North American colonies of Great Britain were 
inundated with a population of slaves ? Was it the prece
dent of Gonzalez, the alleged recommendation of Las Casas, 
the importunate rapacity of Chievres, the permission of Fer
dinand, the patent of Charles V., that gave legality to these 
proceedings ? Was it the guarded and hesitant assent of 
Queen Elizabeth? Was it the treachery and perjury of Haw
kins? Was it the ambiguity of the Act of Parliament U for 
extending and improving the trade to Africa," but forbidding 
U any violence to the natives," and imposing a petty fine upon 
any commander who, ,I by fraud, force, or violence, or any 
other indirect practice whatsoever," should "take on board 
or carry away from the coast of Africa, any Negro, or native 
of said country?" 

And what was done by the colonial authorities to authorize 
the traffic? 

.. The New England colonies, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Virginia, pre
sented to the throne the most humble and suppliant petitions, praying for the 
abolition of the trade. Tile colonial legulatures plU8ed laws again8t it. 
But their petitions were spurned from the throne. Their laws were vetoed 
by their Governors."-Hon. Horace Mann. Speech in Congress, June 30, 
1848. 

In the original draft of the Declaration of Independence, by 
Mr. Jefferson, this charge against the King of Great Brit.ain is 
thus stated: 

" He haa waged cruel war against human nature itself, violating its most 
sacred rights of life and liberty, in the persons of a distant people who 
never offended him, captivating and carrying them into slavery in another 
hemisphere, or to incur miserable death in their transportation thither. This 
piratical warfare, the opprobrium of infidel powers, is the warfare of the 
Christian king of Great Britain. Determined to keep a market where men 
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abould be bought and sold, he has at length prostituted his negative for sup
pressing any legislative attempt to prohibit and restrain this execrable 
commerce." 

This paragraph was objected to by the delegation from 
Georgia, and it was accordingly expunged from the docu· 
ment. 

A bundle of incongruities here present themselves, attesting 
the monstrous and anomalous character of the usages in ques
tion. The British Government, that hud never dared, in the 
face of British Common Law, to attempt legalizing, directly 
and unequivocally, the slave traffic, interposed, it would seem, 
to prevent the colonies from suppressing it. The colonies 
that, (as will be shown,) had transcended and even outraged 
their constitutional charters by their iniquitous slave code, 
are found petitioning and attempting to legislate against the 
slave trade! Sllwe-holding republicans stigmatizing a mon
arch as a tyrant because he had permitted them to be supplied 
with the subjects of their own tyranny I A revolutionary 
Congress compelled or consenting to strike out the most 
weighty item in the list of offences that characterized their 
repudiated king as a tyrant I 

'Vhatever solution may be made of such paradoxes, or 
whatever may be inferred from them, they furnish a slippery 
and intricate labyrinth for slave-holders in search of their 
sacred and vested rights, the legal sanctions and the constitu.
tional guaranties of their peculiar immunities, the very founda
tions of which were laid in piracy and crime. 

Thus much in respect to the colonial slave t/'acle, the founda
tion of colonial slavery. \Ve inquire next respecting such 
facts of history, whatever they may be, as shall afford informa
tion concerning the authority, either divine or human, by 
which the colonists held slaves, and the colonial legislatures, 
(that attempted the suppression of the slave trade as criminal,) 
enacted their slave laws. 

We ure entering, here, upon no process of argument. We 
are only recording indisputable facts, without which our his
torical sketches would be unfaithful and incomplete. We-

2 
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know of nothing 80 sacred in the claims of slavery as could 
warrant the suppression of important historical facts. 

One of those facts is, that there were no English statute 
laws, prior to the American Revolution, authorizing the hold
ing of slaves, either in England or in the American colonies. 
None such, at least that we know of, have ever been alleged 
to exist. 

Another fact is, that the common law of England was in
compatible with slavery, and neither recognized nor permit
ted its existence. 

Another fact is, that in the year 1772, the Court of King's 
Bench, Lord Mansfield presiding, affirmed, in respect to Eng
land, the legal facts above stated, and decided that there 
neither then was, nor ever had been, any legal slavery in 
England. 

Another fact is, that the colonial charters, authorizing the 
·eolonial Legislatures to enact laws, gave no license to slavery, 
and contained the genernl proviso, that the laws of the colo
nies should" not be repugnant or contrary, but as nearly as 
circumstances would allow, conformable to the laws, statutes, 
and rights of our kingdom of England."* 

Another fact is, that when slavery was first introduced into 
the Anglo-Amcrican colonies, and for some time afterwards, 
·there were no colonial enactments that authorized the holding 
of slaves, or defined tbe relation and condition of slavery. 
'Tbe practice of slave-bolding grew up and was tolerated with
-out law, till at length it acquired power to control legislation 
and wield it in favor of slavery. 

Another f.'\ct is, that when ennctments were passed upon 
the subject, they assumed the existence of slavery, without so 
,defining who were or might be slaves, as to enable any slave
m~ster at the present day to prove that his slaves are held in 
'Virtue of any of the colonial enactments. 

Another fact is, that the authority of the colonial II charters, 

• The cbllrtera of Virginia, Marylnnd, the Carolinu, and Georgia, 811 well as of 
Penn~yl\"ania Imd the New Englcmd coloni~, were e~sentiall'yalike in this particolar. 
-...~,p.24. 
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during their continuance, and the general authority of the 
common law, prior to the Revolution, have been recognized 
by the Supreme Court of the United States."* 

These important historical facts should be borne in mind, 
pondered, and used, when there is occasion for 'them, by all 
who wish to oppose slavery, or to understand the relation of 
slave-holding to the laws and institutions of the country. 

The landing of the founders of New England, at Plymouth, 
was in 1620. The first settlement in Virginia, at Jamestown, 
was in 1607. The chartCr to Lord Baltimore, of Maryland, 
was granted in 1632. The charter to William Penn, of Penn· 
sylvania, in 1681. North Carolina began to be settled about 
1650. South Carolina, about 1670, and Georgia in 1733. 

Virginia was the first of the colonies that introduced slavery. 
Such an event was a natural consequence of the character and 
position of the first inhabitants. 

" Of the one hundred and five persons on the list of emigrants destined to 
remain, there were no men with families,-there were but twelve laborers, 
and very few mechanics. The rest were composed of gentlemen of fortnne, 
and of persons of no occupation,-mostly of idle and diBBolute habits--who bad 
been tempted to join the expedition through curiosity or the hope of gain; & 

company but poorly calculated to plant an agricuhural State in a wilder· 
neBB."-WilI6071'. Am. Hut. p. 162. 

New emigrants arrived in 1609, "most of whom were profligate aDd 
disorderly persons; who had beeD sent oft' to escape a worse destiny at 
home. "-lb. p. 166. 

"In the month of August, 1620, a Dutch man-of·war entered James River 
and landed twenty negroes for sale. This was the commencement of negro 
slavery in the colonies."-Ib. p. 169. 

At this time" there were very few women in the colony"-" Ninety 
women of reputable character" were soon after sent over, and the colonists 
purch&aed them for wives, .. the price of a wife rising from one hundred &ad 
twenty to one hundred and fifty ponnds oftobacco."-lb. p. 170. 

Though these were not held as slaves, yet the state of soci
ety indicnted by these historical incidents, illustrate the moral 
and social position of the colonists, at the time they com· 

• II (}rarttlt'. U. S. R'JID"U, 832-3, 118 quoted in "n. U_titvtioMWyoJ 814_" ", Lg6fJrttUr Sp«mrt-," pp. 25-6. 
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menced the practice of slave-holding. And, so far as law wns 
concerned, there was no more legal authority or sanction, at 
that time, in Virginia, for the holding of negroes in slavery, 
than there was for making slavcs of the white women they 
purchased. And the incideet of purchasing that 

mere act of heman beings (of 
zvade in the not, of necessithj 

iheas of chattel/wod, eervitude: no, 
1* 

About the year 1671, Sir John Yeamans was appointed governor of South 
Carolina. "From Barbadoes be brought a number of African slaves, and 
South Carolina was, from the first, essentially, a planting State, with slave 
labor."-Willson's Am. Hist. p. 256. 

The first settlement of Georgia was commenced under au-
decidedly hvetile Gen. Janl±~l± 

Inember of the "conceived 
epnning for the pc country, and 
j?jted protestants an asylum 

obtained king, be 
nah with 120 emIgrants, and commenced his settlement in 
1733. 'fhe Trustees strictly prohibited slavery, and "de-

* Another fact, illustrllth'e of the social nml moral influences under which sl8\'ery 
grew up nnd entrenched itself in Virginin, de~eT\'cs notice. 

The following were the \'iews of Sir William Berkeley, a royal Governor of 
Cijelnin, 011 tho subject jodj,jjjion. In 11 letter de"joTipji%o,o "j"te 

lnt pro\'incc, some y±±jjjjj juration, he says: 
thank God there nor printing, nnd jjot 
the,e IlIIndl'Cd YO"jj has brought here.y "tJd 
into the world, anj? them, nnd commitjj the 

e ojOjjrnmeut. God keep 
Chis must h8\'e been sij,jo', the erR of the" Rejtojomtijjjj Cttjjjles 

II., or n~arly hnlf a century after tho lawless introduction of slllvcry into tho colony. 
And it is IllUong the archives of this dark pcriod of Virginian brutality, scnsnalism, 
ignorance, lawlc$sncss, despotism, seT\'ility, and semi· barbarism-in a community 
without wi\'es, or with wives purchased like nogrOC8 with tobacco, without prinLing 
presses or free schools for fTWf', than hnlf II century, Ilnd no prospect of them in 
future-lure it is that our learned ci\'ilians nnd erudito theologians, in gowns and 
~peetaelc8, nre reverently searching for tho eredentiuls of the" peculiar institution," 

its sncred ~al ri{1ffd, h"jjojTaflt~, / "'orthy Wil· 
Berkeley I Accoml of hi, law, and Of {Jed 

!lI/rqm both f' 
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clared it to be not onl!l immoral, but contrar!l to the laws of 
Englo.nd."- Willson's Am. DiaL, p.262. 

Unhappily-" Most of those who first came over were unaccustomed to 
habits of labor." (IIJ. 262.) "The Colony did not prosper," and some of Lbe 
colonists began to "complain that they were prohibited the use of slave
labor. 

" TM regulations of the trustees began to be evaded, and the lalDs against 
sZat'CTY were not rigidly enforced. At first, slaves from South Carofina 
were hired for short periods; then, for a hundred years, or during life, and a 
sum equal to the value of Lbe negro paid in advance; and finally, slavers for 
Africa sailed directly from Savannah; and Georgia, like Carolina, became 
a planting State, with slave-labor."-Will"on's Am. Hut. p. 265 • 

.. In 1752, the trustees of Georgia, wearied with complaints against the 
system of government which they had established, and finding that tile 
Colony languished under their care, resigned their charter to the king," 
&c.-lb. p. 266. 

The historical evidence is here complete, that slavery and 
the slave trade werc introduced into Georgia, not only without 
the sanction' of either British or Colonial law, but in manifest 
and flagrant violation of both. 

Gen. Oglethorpe, defcated in his laudable efforts, returned 
to England, in 1743. He afterwards became the friend and 
co-adjutor of Granville Sharp, and wrote against slavery, 
and the impressment of seamen. Under date of Cranham 
Hall, 13th October, 1776, he wrote to Mr. Sharp the follow
ing particulars respecting his former connection with the 
colony of Georgia: 

"My friends and I settled the Colony of Georgia, and by charter were 
established trustees, to make laws, &c. We determined not to suffer "lfll:ery 
there. But the slave merchants and Lbeir adherents occasioned us not only 
much trouble, but at last got Lbe then government to favor them. We would 
not suffer slavery, (which is against the Gospel, 8S well as the fundamental 
law of England) to be authorized under our auLbority; we refused, as trus
tees, to make a law permitting such a horrid crime. The government, find
ing the trustees resolved firmly not to concur with what they believed UD

just, took away the charter by which no law could be passed without our 
consent. "-Stuart'" Memoir of Sharp, p. 25. 

The particulars which follow demand c:u'eful attention. 
In Virginia, "slavery was introduced in 1620, but no act 
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was passed even purporting to tell wh~ might be slaves, until 
1670 "-and this act was afterwards found so defective in the 
description, as to need a new act for the purpose in 1748, 
one hundred and twenty-eight years after slavery had been 
introduced_-Spooner's "Unconstitutionalit!/ of Slavery, pp_ 
88-9. 

"In North Carolina, no general law at all was pall8ed, prior to the revn
lution, declaring who might be slaves." (See Iredell's Statute., relli8ed by 
Martin).-Spooner p. 40. 

"In South Carolina the only statutes, prior to the revolution, that at
tempted to designate the slaves, was passed in 174O-after slavery had a 
long time" (sixty-nine years) "existed. And even this statute, in reality 
defined nothing, for the wbole purport of it was tn declare that all negroes, 
Indians, mulattoes, and mestizoes, elEcept tho.e who were tAenfree, should 
be slaves. "-Spooner, p. 40: 

But no previous law had told who were then legally slaves, 
nor who were legally fl'ee I 

"Tbe same law, in nearly the same words, was pa88ed in Georgia, in 
1770," more than a quarter of a century after the introduction of slavery, 
and after the ('ommencement and brisk prosecution of the African slave 
mde."-Vide Spooner, pp. 40, 41-Willson', Hi.tory, etc. 

The" earliest law" of Maryla.nd, noticed by Judge Stroud, 
defining who might be held as slaves, was enacted in 1663, 
thirty-one years after the settlement of the colony. The lan
guage of the statute assumes the previous fact of slaveholding, 
and alludes also to a still more remarkable fact . 

.. Divers free-born Engli8h women, forgetful of their free condition, and 
to the disgrace of our nation, do intermarry with negro slaves j by whicb, 
also, divers wits may arise, tonehing the issue of Buch women, and great 
damage doth befall tbe master of such negroes," &c. 

To deter from such matches, the statute enacts as follows: 

"Whatsoever free-born woman shall intermarry with any slave, shall 
Be"e the master of such slave during the life of her busband, and that all tho 
issue of such free born women, 80 married, shall be slaves, as their father, 
were. "-Strouti'. Sketch of the Slave Law., p. 10. 

This last provision was a departure from the prevalent 
maxim of the slave code, that the child follows the condition 
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of the mother. The temporary end of the statute of 1668 
having been answered, it was repealed in 1681, with a clause 
saving the rights under the act of 1663, so that the mas· 
ters might cOntinue to hold in slavery the descendants, if 
any, of the" free born English women" who might have 
married slaves, during the operation of the act of 1663, 
which was repealed "to prevent persons from purchasing 
white women as servants, and marrying them to their slaves, 
for the purpose of making slaves of them and their offspring." 

Yet" the doctrine oC 'partussequitur' obtained in the province" (i. e. the 
children oC alavea Collowed the condition oC the Cather) .. till the year 1699 
or 1700, when a general revision oC the lawa took place, and the acta in 
which this doctrine waa recognized were, with many others, repealed. An 
interval oC aboutjiftetn yearl appears to have elapsed, without any written 
law on this aubject; but in 1715 (chap. 44, aec. 22) the following one waa 
passed: ., All negroes and alavcs already imported, or hereafter to be im
ported into this provbce, and all children now born or hereaner to be born 
oC such negroes and slaves, "hall be alaves during their natural lives. ' Thus, 
(continues Stroud) was the maxim oC the civil law, • padus sequitur vtr&trem' 
introduced, and the condition oC the mother, Crom that day to the present 
time, haa continued to determine the fate oC the child."-Stroud'8 Sleetch, 
pp. 10, U. 

Rad the opposite maxim prevailed-had the child fol· 
lowed t.he condition of the fother, there would have been 
comparatively few slaves in Maryland, or in any of the 
sout.hern states, at the present time. 

The dal.e8 of colonial enactments on the subject of slavery 
are important historical items, as already hinted, because 
they are necessary in order to establish the fact of legalized 
colonial slavery, and to fix: the period of its commencement, 
in a given colony,· (if nny such legislation under the Colonial 
Charters already alluded to, can be supposed to have been 
valid.) And we have already noticed that the practice of 
slaveholding obtained ill the principal slave colonies, for long 
periods, and, in one instance, up to the period of the Ameri· 
can Revolution, without any action of the colonial authorities, 
atl.empting to tell who were slaves; viz. in Virginia, 50 years; 
in South Carolina, 69 years; in Georgia, more than 25 years; 
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in Maryland, (from its first settlement), 31 years; and in 
North Carolina there was no colonial definition at aliI 

But the dates and the various provisions' of the several 
colonial enactments, admitting them to have Deen constitu
tionally valid, become important historical· facts in another 
point of view, not only as bearing upon the inquiry, lVho 
were, legally, slaves, but also on the question, What teas the 
slavery under which they were thus legally held, and When 
was it, that that slavery, as thus legislatively defined, became 
legalized? 

For, if it were clearly ascertained and established, that 
"SLAVERY," in general terms, had been legalized by valid 
and constitutional enactments of the colonial legislatures, in 
the first commencement of their authority, the question would 
still remain whether the slavery thus legalized wa.~ identical 
with the slavery defined many years afterwards, or whether 
it was altogether another thing, though known by the same 
name. The South Carolina enactment of 1740, and the 
Georgia enactment of 1770, would tell us, distinctly enough, 
what was the slavery of those colonies at those perIods: but 
they could not tell us whether the slavery legalized in those 
colonies (if, indeed, there were any) sixty-nine, and twenty
five years previous, was precisely the same thing. It might 
have been only the bond-service of Massachusett.~, in 1641, 
defined by "the law of God established in Israel," and which, 
jf followed out, would have secured " a jubilee throughout the 
land, to all the inhabitants thereof," long ago. In Georgia, as 
we have seen, the first slavery was the hiring of slaves for 
short periods, then for one hundred years-then buying, then 
importing them, and thus the whole system was changed. 

When we are told of the inherited, imprescriptible, time
sanctioned, and guarantied rights of the present American 
:slaveholder, it becomes a matter of the deepest interest to 
learn, if we may, the origin, the date, the tenure, and the 
description of those rights, as originally defined. Between the 
right to import Africans into the colonies, with" their own 
free consent" in the times of Queen Elizabeth or James I., 
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and the right to hold the descendants of those Africans, and 
of all the nations of Europe, as chattels personal, in the pres
ent American States, there seems a perceptible chasm, and 
before the latter can be inferred from the former, some atten
tion must needs be paid to the various arches of the bridge 

which this chaszn to have been 
missing links and 

tr£4%,tion. Into thn 
Wc only 

obvious facts. 

endanger the 
nKamination wn 

of inquiry, and 

In consulting Stroud's Sketch of the Slave Laws, one is 
struck with the fact that most, if not all of the colonial enact
ments cited, bear date many years after the practice of slave
holding is known to have been introduced, and after the slaves 
must have become numerous. From this fact, and from the 

!!Ul.U prcambles to 
of slavery grew 

in, to sanction 
tilct of a 7JrI'lJIiiii.':i 

ezm!sequently ILLE(T,iL, 

one maintains that it could have originated in natural right, 
or in the principles of common law. 

Thus, in Virginia, where slavery, in fact, commenced in 
1620, the first slave law cited by Stroud or by Spooner, is 
that of 1670, and most of the acts defining slavery are, per-

since 1700.-0f }rsws of Maryland, 
in 1632,) the that of 1663, and 

"te from 1715 those of South 
the first citeh 

to 1740, at whieh 
the "peculiar institution" evidently received, (so far as the 
statute is concerned,) its full proportions and shape.-Of those 
of North Carolina, settled about 1650, the first cited is that 
of 1729, and the remainder bear date from 1741 to 1743, about 
which time the definition of slavery appears to have been 

basis, in the! 
commenced 
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the first and only distinct reference is to the law of 1770, by 
which, very manifestly, the cardinal features of the slave law, 
in that Colony, were determined.-Th~e eras in colonial slave 
legislation are too distinctly marked to be mistaken or forgot
ten by the student of American slave law; though, doubtless, 
there must have boon some earlier acts, not noticed by Judge 
Stroud, and some of his references are to Digests and Manuals, 
in which the dates of legislation are not given. 

Slave legislation, since the American Revolution, has made 
some important strides. Virginian slavery reposes on her 
revised code of 1819, and is what that makes it, without dream
ing of any hazard to the venerable antiquity of her claims. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

EARLY TESTIMONIES AGA.INST SLA. VERY .A.."'ID THE SLA. VE 

TRADE. 

2'1 

THE Dominicans in Spanish America, as related by Clarkson, " conaid
ered slavery as utterly repugnant to the principles of the gospel, and recom
mended the abolition of it." Being oppoaed by the Io'ranciscans, "a 
controversy on the subject between them was carried to Pope Leo X. for 
his decision." 

Pope Leo X. declared that .. not only the Christian religion, but that 
nature herself cried out against slavery." 

Charles V. (as before stated) bore testimony against slavery, by abolish
ing it in his dominions, in the year 1542. 

Between A. D. 1670 and 1680, Godwyn, a clergyman of the Established 
Church, and Richard Baxter, the celebrated Non-conformist, bore strong 
testimony against these oppressions, the former, describing, with nervona 
eloquence, the bnttalityof slavery, as he had witnessed it in Barbadoes;
the latter protesting against the traffic, and denouncing those engaged in it as 
pirates and robbers. These writers were followed by Southern. Hutcheson, 
Foster, Atkins, Wallis, and others. [Vide Clarkson.] 

Bishop \Varburton, in 1676, preached a sermon, denouncing, in itrong 
language, those who "talk, as of herds of cattle, of property in rational 
creatures !" 

Dr. Porteus, Bishop of London, said that the slave trade was contrary to 
the religion we professed. He vindicated the Bible against the assertion 
that it sanctioned slavery-" Nay," (said he) "it classed men-stealers or 
slave traders among the murderers of fathers and mothers, and the most 
profane criminals on earth." 

John Wesley, the founder of Methodism, who had witnessed the workings 
of slavery in our North American colonies and in the West Indies, declared 
"American slavery" to be "the vilest that ever saw the sun," and consti
tuting II the sum of all villanies." Slave dealers, he denominated" man 
stealers; the worst of thieves, in comparison of whom high-way robbers 
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and house-breakers are comparatively innocent." He adds: "And men 
buyers are exactly on a level with men stealers." 

Jonathan Edwards, the younger, said: "To hold a man in a state of 
slavery, is to be, every day, guilty of robbing him of bisliberty, or of man 
ltealing." . . 

Bishop Horsley said: "Slavery is injustice, which no consideration of 
policy can extenuate." 

Dr. Samuel Johnson said: "No man is by nature the property of another. 
The rights of nature must be some way forfeited before they can justly be 
taken away." 

Edmund Burke said: "Slavery is a state so improper, so degrading, and 
so ruinous to the feelings and capacities of human nature, that it ought not 
to be suITered to exist." 

Archdeacon Paley said: "Slavery is a dominion and system of laws, the 
most merciless and tyrannical that were ever tolerated upon the face of the 
earth." 

Montesquieu ironically said: "If we allow negroes to be men, it will 
begin to be believed that we, ourselves, are not Christians !" 

Blackstone, the jurist, sums up an elaborate scrutiny of the subject thus : 
"If neither captivity nor contract can, by the plain law of nature and 
reason, reduce the parent to a state of slavery, much le88 can they reduco 
the off'spring." 

William Pitt declared it to be " injustice to permit slavery to remain for 
a single hour." 

Charles James Fox said: "'Vith regard to a regulation of slavery, my 
detestation of its existence induces me to know no such thing as a regula
tion of robbery, and a restriction of murder." "Personal freedom is a 
right of which he who deprives a fellow-creature i3 criminal in so depriving 
him, and he who withholds is no less criminal in withholding." 

Bishop Butler said: " Despicable as they" (the negroes) "may appear in 
our eyes, they are the creatures of God, and of the race of mankind, (or 
whom Christ died, and it is inexcusable to I,eep them in ignorance of the 
end for which they were made, and of the means whereby they may be
come partakers of the general redemption." 

Hannah More said: "Slavery is vindicated in print (1788), and defended 
in the House of Peers! Poor human reason! 'Vhen wilt thou come to 
years of discretion 1" 

Dr. Samuel Hopkins said: "Slavery is, in every instance, wrong, un
righteous, oppressive, a very great and crying sin, there being nothing of 
the kind equal to it on the face of the earth." 

The learned Grotius said: "Those are men stealers who abduct, keep, 
se\1 or buy slaves or free men. To steal a man is the highest kind of 
theft." 
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Dr. Benjamin Rush said: .. Domestic slavery is repugnant to the prin
ciples of Christianity." .. It is rebellion against the authority of a common 
Father." 

Dr. Primatt said: "It hu pleuecl God to cover some men with white 
akina and others with btack; but u there is neither merit nor demerit in 
complexion, the white man, notwithstanding the barbarity of custom and 
prejudice, can have no right, by virtue of his color, to enslave and tyran
nize over the black man." 

Dr. William Robertson said: "No inequality, no superiority in power, 
DO pretext of consent, can justify this ignominioua depre88ion of human 
Dature." 

The Abbe Gregoire said: .. The corruption of our times carries towards 
posterity all the elements of slavery and crime." "There is not a vice, 
Dot a species of wickedne88, of which Europe is not guilty towards De
gTOe&, of which she baa not shown them the example." 

The Abbe Rayna) said: "He who supports slavery is the enemy of the 
human race. He divides it into two societies of legal UBUBins, the op
pressors and the opprellSed." " I shall not be afraid to cite to the tribunal 
of reuon and justice those governments which tolerate this cruelty, or 
which even are not ashamed to make it the basis of their power.!t 

Dr. Price, of London, said: "If you have a right to make another man 
a slave, he has a right to make you a slave." 

Joseph Addison said: .. What color of excuse can there be for the con. 
tempt with which we treat this part of our species" (the negroes)," that we 
abould not put them upon the common footing of humanity 1"-Vide Spec
talor. 

Dr. Adam Clarke, the learned commentator, said: "How can any nation 
pretend to fut, or worship God, or dare prof ellS to believe in the existence 
of wch a being, while they carryon what is called the slave trade, and 
traffic in the souls, blood, and bodies, of men 1 0 ye most flagitious of 
knaves, and worst of hypocrites! Cast 011' at once the mask of religion, 
and deepen not your endIellS perdition by professing the faith of our Lord 
Jesua Christ, while you continue in this traffic."-Comment. onl&a., 58 : O. 

Macknight, the commentator, in exposition of 1 Tim. 1 : 10, said: "Men 
atealers are inserted among the daring criminals against whom the law of 
God directed its awful curses. These were persons who kidnapped men 
to sell them for slaves; and this practice seems inaeparable from the other 
iniquities and oppressions of slavery; nor can a slave dealer easily keep 
free from this criminality, if indeed the receiver ia u bad as the thief." 

Thomu Scott, the commentator, copied the preceding from Macknight, 
and in his practical observations on Rev. 18: 13-" Souls of men"--aaid: 
"To number the persons of men with beasts, sheep, and horses, as the 
stock of a farm, or with bales of gooda, as the cargo of a ship, is, no doubt, 
a most detestable and anti-Christian practice." 
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Abraham Booth (the Baptist theological writer) said: "I have not a 
stronger conviction of scarcely anything, than that 8ltlfle Aoltling (except 
wben the slave has forfeited his liberty by crimes agaioat society) u uncutl 
and incon.mtent witA CAri6tian ciuJraeter." "To me it is evident, that who
ever would purchase an ionocent black man to make him a slave, would 
with equal readine88 purchase a white one for the same purpose, could he 
do it with equal impunity, and no more disgrace." 

Mr. Booth preached a sermon (1792) entitled "Commerce in the 
Human Species, and the eM[alling of innocent persons, ioimical to the laws 
of Moses, and the Gospel of Christ." The/text was from Exodus 21: 16. 
" He that stealeth a man, and selleth him, or if he be found in his hands, he 
shall surely be put to death." 

James Beattie said: "Slal'ery is inconsisteut with the dearest and most 
essential rights of man's nature; it is detrimental to virtue and industry; it 
hardens the heart to thoac tender sympathies which form the most 10YeJy 
part of human character; it involves the innocent in hopeleaa misery, in 
order to procure wealth and pleasure for the authors of that misery; it seeks 
to degrade into brutes, beings whom the Lord of Heaven and Earth endowed 
with rational 8OI11s, and created for immortality; in short, it is utterly re
pugnant to every principle of reason, religion, humanity, and conscience. 
It is impoaible for a considerate and unprejudiced mind, to think of slavery 
without horror." 

George Fox, when in Barbadocs, in 1671. addressed himaelfthus, to those 
who attended his religious meetings: "Consider with yourselves, if you 
were in the same condition as the poor Africans are, who came strangers to 
you, and were sold to you as slaves; I say, if this should be the condition 
of you or yours, you would think it a hard measure; yea, and very great 
bondage and cruelty." 

John Locke said: "Slavery is 80 l'ile, so miserable an estate of man, 
and so directly opposite to the generous temper and courage of our nation, 
that it is hard to be conceived that an Englishman, much le88 a gentleman, 
should plead for it."-Essay on Gooernment. 

Thomas J etrerson said: "The whole commerce between master and 
slave, is a perpetual exercise of the most boisterous passions; the most nn
remitting despotisms, on the one part, and degrading submissions on the 
uther. " " I tremble for my country, when I reflect, that God is just; that 
his justice cannot sleep forel'er."-Notes-on Virginia. 

John Jay said: "Till America comes into this measure" (abolition) "her 
prayers to Heaven will be impious. This is a strong expreaaion, but it is 
just. II .. I believe that God governs the world, and I believe it to be a 
maxim in His, as in our courts, that those who ask for equity ought to do it." 
-Letter from Spain, 1780. 

Dr. Benjamin Franklin said: "Slavery is an atrocious debasement of 
human nature." 
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James Oglethorpe, the founder of Georgia, said: "This cruel custom of 
a private man's being supported in exercising more power over the man 
whom be affirms to have bought as hie elave, than the magistrate haa over 
the master, is a solecism in politics. "-Stuart'. Memoir of Sharp,p. 25. 

Rousseau said: .. The terms .lavery and riKlat, contradict and exclude 
each other." 

Buffon said: "It is apparent that the unfortunate negroes are endowed 
with excellent hearts, and possea the seeds of every human virtue. I can
not write their hietory without lamenting their miserable condition. .. "Hu
manity revolts at those odious oppressions that result from avarice." 

Brissot said: "Slavery, in all its forma, in all its degrees, ie a violation 
of divine law, and a degradation of human nature." 

Sir William Jones said: "I paN with haate, by the coast of Africa, 
whence my mind turns with indignation at the abominable traffic in the 
human species, from which a part of our countrymen dare to derive their 
ioanspicious wealth." 

Our limits forbid us to extend this list of witnesses, into 
which we have introduced but few of the names most prom
inently connected, in England and America, with specific 
enterprises for abolishing the slave trade and slavery. Nor 
have we quoted the more modern writers on the subject, nor 
many of the American statesmen during and since the Revo
lution, (some of them slave-holders,) whose testimony would 
havc been appropriate. In another connection we may refer 
to some of them. Nor have we cited the long catalogue of 
eminent poets, all of whom; with scarcely an exceptioD, have 
deplored and condemned slavery. And yet, our chapter of 
testimonies is sufficient to show that the moral sense, the 
reason, the sympathy, the humanity, the philosophy, and the 
professed RELIGION of the civilized world, are against slavery, 
which is, of course, destined to fall. 
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CHAPTER V. 

A.crrION OF RELIGIOUS BODIES AG.A.INST THE SLAVE TRADE 

AND SLAVERY, COMMENCING BEFORE THE AMERICAN REVO

LUTION, AND ITS RESUJ,TS. 

George Fox in Barbadoes--Willinm Edmundson, A.D. 1675-FritIUU m E1lg1Mul, 
A.D. 1727-1761-1763-1772-FrimlU m Amt,.ioa-Yearly Meeting In Philadel
pbia, A.D. 1696-Gov. Penn, 1700-Qullrterly Meetings of Cbester, Haddonfield, 
&0. Yellrly Meeting, 1754-1774--1776-Friends in New England-Rhode Isillnd 
Quarterly Meeting, A.D. 1716-1727-177o-YCllTly Mooting of New York, 
1759-Pnrehll8o Quarterly Meeting, 1767. Yearly Meeting, 1771-1781-Yearly 
Meeting of Virginia, A.D. 1757-1766-1767-1768-1778-1787-Compell8lltion 
provided for Emancipated Slavea-Stirring Agitlltions nmong Friends during 
this Reformation-Willinm Burling, Rolph Sandiford, Bcnjllmill LilY, John Wool
mnn, Anthony Bcnczet-Congregstionaliats in Ameri_Dr. Samuel Hopkina-
Church at Newport, 1769. 

FROM the records of early anti-slavery testirrum!J, we turn to 
those of early anti-slavery actiOn. As those testimonies were 
evidently founded, for the most part, in the principles of the 
Christian religion, and were urged on religious considerations, 
it was natural that the early efforts against slavcry and the 
slave trade should partake of the same character, and be pro
pounded in religious bodies. 

FRIENDS IN E... .... GLAND. 

George Fox, as already mentioned, remonstrated with the 
"Friends" in Barbadoe~, concerning their treatmcnt of the 
negroes. This was in 1671. He exhorted them to give their 
slaves religious instruction, and" bring them to know the 
Lord Christ." In his journal he says: 

" I desired, also, t.h:tt they would cause their overseers to deal mildly and 
gently with their negroes, and not use cruelty towards them, as the manner 
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or eome had been; and that, after certain years of servitude, they should 
make tb.em free."· 

In a public discourse, he said: 

" Let me tell you, it will doubLless be very acceptable to the Lord, if 80 

be that masters of families here, would deal 80 with their servants. and 
negroes. and blacks, whom they have bought with their money. as to let 
them go free, after they have served faithfully a considerable number of 
years, be it thirty, more or less, and when they go, and are made free, let 
them Dot go away empty handed ... t 

William Edmundson, a fellow· laborer with Fox, bore a 
similar testimony. He complained of the herding of the slaves 
together like brute beasts, without any religious instruction, 
or a sufficiency of suitable sustenance.-Olarlcsoll, p. 5. 

Both Fox and Edmundson were charged with exciting the 
slaves to revolt, and the latter WIlB arraigned before the gov· 
ernor, in 1675, on that false allegation.-':" Brief Statemen~" p. 6. 

Thus early began the false charge of bloody designs, and no 
peacefulness of principles, no mildne.ss of manner and Ian· 
guage, and no moderation of measures-though even fhulty 
in that direction, have ever exempted the earnest friends of 
emancipation from these charges. 

" I do not find any individual of this Society (i. e. in England) moving in 
this cause, for some time after the death of George Fox and William . 
Edmundson. The first circumstance of moment which I discover, is a 
resolution of the whole society, on the subject, at their yearly meeting, held 
in London, in the year 1727. Tho resolution was in the following 
words" :.-

.. It is the sense of this meeting, that the importing of negroes from their 
native country and relations. by Friends. is not a commendable or allowed 
practice, and is therefore censured by this meeting .... -Clar.bon·8 History, 
p.51. 

From this record it is evident that Friends, in England, at 
this time, wete, to a greater or less extent, implicated i"n the 
African slave trade. And it is equaliy clear from· what fol· 
lows, that this very cautious and gentle admonition had not 

• Cl4rUtm'. H'1Ifm,l, p. 60. 
t JJri¢ ~ &0., by the Philadelphla Yearly Meeting, 1818, page I. 

a 
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fully sufficed, in thirty-one years, to purge the SocietI from 
the guilt of that traffic. In 1758, the following resolution 
was adopted: 

"We fervently warn all in profession with us, that they carefully avoid 
being in any way concerned in reaping the unrighteous profits arising from 
the iniquitous practice of dealing in negro or other slaves, whereby, in the 
original purchaaa, one man selleth another, as he doeth the beasts that 
perish, without any better pretension to property in him, than that of superior 
force, in direct violation of the Gospel rule, which teacheth aU to do as they 
would be done by, and to do good to aU. We, therefore, can do no less than, 
with the greatest earnestness, impress it upon Friends, everywhere, that 
they endeavor to keep their hands clear of the unrighteous gain of oppres
sion." 

Three years afterwards, 1761, the Society took a further 
step, as appears by the following: 

.. This meeting, having reason to apprehend that diverse, under our name, 
are concerned in the unchristian traffic in negroes, doth recommend it 
earnestly to the care of Friends, everywhere, to discourage, as much as in 
them lies, a practice so repugnant to our christian profession; and to deal 
with all such as shall persevere in a conduct so reproachful to christianity ; 
tmd di8OU1n them, if they do not delist therefrom." 

In 1763, this action was repeated, and the cords drawn still 
tighter, in the following: 

II We renew our exhortation that Friends, everywhere, be especially 
careful to keep their hands clear of giving encouragement, in any shape, to 
the slave-trade, being evidently destructive of the natural rights of mallkind, 
who are all ransomed by one Savior, and visited by one divine light, in 
order to salvation, a traffic calculated to enrich and aggrandize some, 
upon the misery of others; in its nature, abhorrent to every just and tender 
Bentiment, and contrary to the whole tenor of the Gospel." 

" By the minute which was made on this occasion, I apprehend that no 
one belonging to the Society, could furnish even materials for such voyages." 
-Clark,on, p. 52. 

It is to be noticed that all this action was directed against 
the slave trade, or the importing of negroes. Nothing is said 
directly of slave holding, though slaves were then held in Eng
land, whether by Quakers we cannot tell, though Quakers in 
America held slaves at that time. 

In 1772, the Society in England approved the" salutary 
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endeavors" of Friends in America, to discourage the holding 
of slaves. 

FRIENDS IN AlIERICA. 

The movement among Friends in America began earlier: 

" The Quakers in America, it must be owned, did most of them, originally, 
as other settlers there, with respect to the purchase of s1aves."--Clarkson, 
p.57. 

They, however, treated them with peculiar lenity, yet indi
viduals among them soon became uneasy about holding slaves 
at all. 

In the year 1696 the yearly meeting of Philadelphia advised its members 
to .. be careful not to encourage the bringing in of any more negroes, and 
that those who have negroes be careful of them, bring them to meetings, 
have meetings with them in their families, and restrsin them from loose and 
lewd living, as much as in them lies, and from rambling abroad, on Firat 
days, or other times."·_--" Brief Statement," &c •• p. 8. 

The qU!l.rterly meetings of Chester, Haddonfield, Philadel
phia, Bucks, Burlington, and Salem, subordinate to the yearly 
meeting, took measures from time to time, on the subject. 
The quarterly meeting of Chester extended into Virginia.
" Brief Statement," &c. 

In the yearly meeting, the subject was kept alive by renewed 
testimonies from time to time, and advance steps were taken t 

until, in 1754, the meeting recommended to "advise and deal 
with such as engage" in the traffic. They also expressed a 
desire to guard against "promoting the bondage of such an 
unhappy people. n They" observe that their number is, of 
late, increased among us." They intimate the injustice of 
living upon their unrequited labor, and beseech those who 
have received slaves as an inheritance that they so train them 

* William Penn, while Governor, in 1700, laid before the meeting his concern on 
the Bame subject, recommending religions meetings witb the slaves. "His attempts 
to improve their condition by legal enactments were defested in the Honse of As
sembly."-lb., p. 9. A law imposing a dnty of twenty pound. upon every .la"e 
imported, was a few years afterwards enacted, but disanuulIed by the Britlah 
Crown.-lb., p. 11. 
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as to prepare them for freedom, if they should hereafter se' 
them at liberty.-Olarkson's History, pp. 58, 59.* 

In 1774 another advance step was taken. 

"By a resolution of that year, all members concerned in importing, sell. 
ing. purchasing, giving, or transferring negroes or other slaves, or other
wise acting ill such a manner as to continue them in slavery beyond the 
term limited by law or custom (i. e •• for white persons), were directed to be 
excluded from membership, or disowned. "-Clar.bon's History, p. 60. 

"In the year 1776, the same yearly meeting carried the matter still 
farther. It was then enacted, That the owners of slaves, who refused to 
execute proper instruments for giving them their freedom, were to be dis
owned Iikewise."-Ib. 

As the result of this action, it appears that the practice of 
slaveholding was generally discontinued within the bounds 
of the ~hiladelphia Yearly Meeting, not many years after
wards. The subordinate meetings took early mcasures for 
carrying out the views of the Yearly Meeting. The Phila
delphia Monthly Meeting reported, in 1781, that "there was 
but one case," under care, and; in 1783, that "there were no 
.slaves owned by its members." 

"As the minute of 1781 is the last on record" (of the Yearly Meeting) 
.. , on this subject, which speaks of slaves being still owned by ollr members, 
it is probable .that before the succeeding Yearly Meeting, they had all been 
freed. "-Brief Statement, p. 35. 

These measures were followed by efforts for the religious 
instruction of the emancipated negroes j and in somc inst.'\nces 
they were compensated for their past services. 

• From the morc full quotation of this document, in the BriF,f Slatmunt of 1848, 
we loarn that it wso held the more stern lIlnguage that follows : 

"And we entreat wi to examine, whether the pnrchll8ing of a negro, either bom 
here or imported, doth not contribute to a further importation, and consequently to 
the upholding all the evils above mentioned, and promoting _" .ualioag-the only 
tbet\ which, by the MOBaic law, WIl8 punished with death: • He that Btenleth a man, 
and ICCIleth him, or if 1u k /Of/.nd. ./l Aif luztUl, he shall surely be put to death. ,
Ex. 21 : 16."~Br~/ StaIMMn" 888 p. 18. 

So that the eccleeiastieDl teetimOIlJ' of the" Friends"-lnvidiou8Iycommended by 
IODI8 for ita mildneu, did not reach its object, tm it had identified slll\'ehoiding 
with man atealing. This testimouy is recorded ae being .. supposed to ha\"e baeu 
from the pen of Anthony Benezet." 
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The course of action by the New England Yearly Meeting, 
and its subordinate meetings, was very similar, and but little 
later in dates. The earliest action on record is a query by 
the Monthly Meeting of Dartmouth to the Rhode Island 
Qwuterly Meeting, in 1716, asking" whether it be agreeable 
to Truth, for Friends to purchase slaves, and keep them for a 
term of life ?" The question was referred back to the di1l'erent 
monthly meetings composing that quarterly meeting. The 
answers of several meetings were in the negative. The matter 
came up again before the Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting, in 
1717, but no decisive minute was made on the subject.-In 
1727, the Yearly Meeting made a short minute censuring the 
practice" of importing negroes from their native country and 
rela~ions. " In 1760, the discipline was revised, and the Ian· 
guage of the II printed epistle of the London Yearly Meeting 
of 1758, against dealing in negroes and other slaves," was 
incorporated into the discipline. In the same year the follow
ing inquiry was adopted: 

" Are Friends clear of importing negroes, or buying them when imported i 
and do they use thoae well, where they are pollllessed by inheritance or 
otherwise, endeavoring to train them up in the principles of religion 1" 

In 1769, the Rhode Island Quarterly Meeting proposed to 
the Yearly Meeting such an amendment of this query as 
should not imply that the holding of slaves was allowed. 
The Yearly Meeting deferred action until 1770, when the 
query was so amended as to include the following: 

"And are all sst at liberty that are of age, capacity and ability, suitablo 
for freedQlll 1" 

This action was carried forward until, in 17~2, the Yearly 
Meeting says-

n We know not but all the membel'll of this meeting are clear of that 
iniquitous practice of holding or dealing with mankind 18 alaves. tt-BrWJ 
8laleTMnl, &c., pp. 44 to 47. 

It was not, however, until 1787, that the Yearly Meeting 
could report a satisfactory settlement for the past services of 
those who had been held in slavery. (lb.) 
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The Yearly Meeting of New York, previous to 1759, had 
manifested its disapprobation of the slave trade.-The Pur· 
chase Quarterly Meeting, in 1767, suggested the inquiry, 
II whether it is consistent with a Christian spirit to keep those 
in slavery we have already in possession, by purchase, gift, or 
any other way?" 

In 1771, the Yearly Meeting concluded" that those Friends 
who have negroes shall not sell them for slaves, excepting in 
cases of executors," &c., who are, in that case, to advise with 
their respective monthly meetings.-Measures were taken, the 
same year, to encourage manumissions. 

In 1776, the Yearly Meeting took still higher ground, 
refusing to accept or employ the services in the church, or 
"receive the collections," of those who "continue these poor 
people in bondage." 

In 1784, a solitary case of slaveholding was reported-and. 
in 1787 there were none at all. 

In 1781, the Yearly Meeting advised each monthly meeting 
to appoint suitable persons to inspect the cases of the recent 
emancipations, and afford such assistance and advice, both in 
respect to the temporal and spiritual good of the emancipated, 
as might be in their power, and" endeavor to find what, in 
justice, may be due them." At the succeeding Yearly Meet· 
ing, it was recommended that committees be appointed by the 
monthly meetings to II hand out to the said negroes" "the 
sum or sums which may appear to be due them."--ClSo 
faithfully and earnestly did Friends carry out these views of 
the Yearly Meeting, that in the year 1784 there appear to 
have been but three unsettled cases remaining.-" Brief Stare
ment," &c., pp. 47 to 51. 

The Yearly Meeting of Virginia introduced a query" de· 
signed to forbid the trafficking in slaves," in 1757. In 1764, 
the Meeting advised additional attention to the religious 
instruction and clothing of slaves. In 1766, it was proposed 
to forbid its members to purchase any more negroes, and 
the subject was referred back to the quarterly meetings. In 
1767, the Yearly Meeting could not unanimously conclude 
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upon issuing any injunctions either with regard to purchasing 
or setting them· free, but earnestly desired each member to 
be careful and not encumber himself or posterity with any 
further purchases.-In 1768, this advice was made no rule of 
discipline.-In 1773, the Yearly Meeting earnestly recom
mended manumissions, and quoted the words of the prophet
"The people of the land have used oppression and exercised 
robbery," &co The measure was followed up till 1787, when 
it appeared that there were still some members who held 
slaves. It is stated that, after this, II the Yearly Meeting of 
Virginia gradually cleared itself of this grievous burthen:" 
but the precise date of its final extinction is not given.
"Brief Statement," &c., pp. 51 to 66. 

A very interesting feature of this reformation among the 
Friends, was the compensation provided for the emancipated 
slaves, in striking contrast with the absurd claim, sometimes 
set up, for compensation to the master. Another circum
stance worthy of note is the uniformity and celerity with 
which the reformation was effected, so soon as the ecclesias
tical bodies adventured to characterize slaveholding, in the 
strong but truthful language of Scripture, as robbery and 
man-stealing j giving proof of the earnestness and sincerity 
of their testimony, by taking measures for withdrawing reli
gious fellowship from slaveh9}ders. It is stated that some 
were actually II disowned," for non-compliance.-" Brief State
ment," &CO, p. 46. 

Nor was this great change effected in the Society of Friends 
without stirring agitations, exciting appeals, and long-con
tinued and earnest debates and discussions. The cautiously 
guarded and modified records of the ecclesiastical bodies, 
especially the more early testimonies, expressing, perhaps, in 
the language of compromise, the hesitant and even reluctant 
assent of the predominating aud conservative portion of the 
body, must not be taken as specimens of the tone and manner 
of the agitators by whom the subject was continually pressed 
upon the attention of the Society, until final action was 
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reached. A long succession of these untiring and zealoW! 
Inborers were engaged in this great work. , 

William Burling, of Long Island, was, perhaps, the first. 
of these. He began his testimony early in life, and seldom 
if ever permitted a Yearly Meeting to assemble and separate 
without hearing his earnest remonstrance against their tolera
tion of slavery. 

Ralph Sandiford, of Philadelphia, was another earnest 
agitator. He published his" Mystery of Iniquity, in a brief 
examination of the practice of the times," in the year 1729. 
The language is described as bold, stirring, energetic, and 
uncompromising. The very title·page is a sufficient indica· 
tion of the fact. 

Benjamin Lay published his Treatise on Slave·keeping in 
1787. It was printed by Benjamin Franklin. The title of 
this book* shows that he opposed not merely the slave trade 
and slave buying, (which was nIl that the Yearly Meeting was 
prepared to do, six years afterwards,) but. likewise the prac
tice of slaveholding, and denounced it as a high crime. He 
is described by Clarkson as "a man of strong understanding, 
and of great integrity, but of warm and irritable feelings, 
and more particularly so when he was called forth on any 
occasion in which the oppressed Africans were concerned."t 

• II All Slave-keepel'8, that keep tho innocent in bondage, apoltatu." 

t Some Bpecimens or hill manner or agitating "tho delicato question" may be 
Interesting. 

"Calling on a Friend in the city (Philadelphia), be WIl8 Il8ked to Bit down to 
brellkfast. He fil'8t inquired, 'Doat tbOll keep SlllVC8 in thy bouse I' On being 
answered in the aftinnative, be said, 'Then I will not partake with thee orthe fruita 
of thy unrighteoUBnea8.'-Aftcr an ~neft"eotnal attempt to convince A furmer and hia 
wife in Cheater county of the iniquity or keeping alavea, be seized their onJy child, 
a little girlor threo yelll'8 of age, under pretence of oorrying her AWIlY, and when the 
cries of the cbild and bia singnlar expedient alarmed tbem, be Aid, ' Yon _. and 
feel, now, a little of the diatreBe which yon OClCUion by tbe inhuman practice or 
alavo-keeping."-Firn AnrHUJl RqIOrl, No HamplAir, A. s. &Ut!/t by John Farmer, 
EBIJ·-Emancipator fllr Auutut, 1885. 

At Friends' Monthly Meetings, if a alavebolder roee to speak, :Benjamin LaY'lVould 
rise and exclalm-" There'. anotber negro muter I" 

On ono ocoaaion be scllted himself in a }'riends' Meeting among a1a,·ebolders, with 
a bladder of bullock'. blood secreted under hia mantle, and at length broko tbo qui., 
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For forty-one ye&rS, and until his death, in 1759, he bore an 
uncompromising and zealous testimony against the sin of 
slavery. 

John W oolman.travelled through the provinces as a preacher 
and anti-slavery agitator, from 1746 to 1767. He travelled 
much of the time on foot, conversing with the people, and 
discoursing to public nssemblies. 

Anthony Benezet published a work against slavery in 1762, 
and another in 1767. He wrote also in the public journals, 
in the almanacs, and labored in every practicable and suitable 
manner to convince the people of the unlawfulness of slavery. 

" Let all the evangelical denominations but follow the simple example of 
the Quakers in this country, and slavery would soon come to an end."
AJbert &17&118. 

If to this statement were added the condition that the memo 
bers of all these religious denominations, including the Qua· 
kers, would support the cause of righteousness in their political 
as well as ecclesiastical relations, the result could not be a 
matter of doubtful speculation. 

CONGREGATIONALISTS IN NEW ENGI.AND. 

The brightest as well as the earliest exhibition of Christian 
church discipline against slavery, however, was in the instance, 
not of an extended ecclesiastical organization or sect, but of 
.an Independent or Congregational Church in New England. 
When Dr. Samuel Hopkins, the celebrated theologian, re
moved to Newport, Rhode Island, in 1769, he found himself 
pastor of a. church involved deeply in slaveholding and the 
African slave trade. He was not long in applying to those 

.tilloess of tho worship by deliberately rising in full view of the whole audience, 
piereiag "\:Ie bladder, spilling the blood on the Aoor and l!ellta, thUl sprinkling Bome 
or it on the raiment of tbose noar him, md exclaiming with all tbe solemn authority 
or an ancient propbet-u Thus shall tbe Lord spill tbe blood of thOle that traffic in 
the blood of their fellow-men !"-Some shrieked-eomo fAinted, and the meeting 
broke up in coDfQai~ • 

.. Modem" abolitionists have been censured as too denunciatory and violent. Not 
unf'requently they have been adviKcd to take tho good old Qnaker abolitionist. as 
models of mlldneBsl Do tholulviMre understand what they are aaying' 
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practices the stern and unbending ethics derived from his t1um 
somewhat peculiar and most uncompromising theology, accord
ing to which, slaveholding could be nothing less than malum 
,,'n Be, in every instance sinful, without any valid excuse, or 
apology: a sin, like all other sin, to be cured or purged in no 
way but by its present and unconditional abandonment, at 
whatever cost, the case admitting of no prudential stipulations, 
and no delay. Admitting into his theory no such idea as 
that of a gradual regeneration or repentance, he could, of 
course, listen to no proposition for a gradual abandonment of 
slaveholding. His measures, therefore, were prompt, his 
purpose inflexible, his object determinate. It was not to the 
abuses of the system, nor to particular cases of cruelty that 
he directed attention, further than to ascertain and exhibit 
the principle that lay at the bottom of the mischief. His 
remedy was radical, applying to the root, not to the branches. 
In the slave tracie, with all its abominations and horrors, he 
saw only a particular manifestation or phase of slavery. With 
no extended ecclesiastical body to consult, to assist, or to im
pede him, he addressed his appeals and arguments directly to 
the consciences and the intellects of his congregation,-the 
party immediately concerned, and on tl,em, in view of the com
ing Judgment, he cast the tremendous responsibility of direct 
and unambiguous actiun : 

The church was soon induced, as a Congregational body, 
to take the following action : 

" Resolved, that the slave trade and the slavery of the Africans, aa it 
haa existed among us, is a gr088 violation of the righteousne88 and benevo
lence which are so much inculcated in the gospel, and the,.efore we will not 
tole,.ale it in tAil GA u,.eA. " 

The doctrines of modern abolitionists, of the inherent sinful
ness of slaveholding, and of the duty of immediate and un
conditional emancipation, were distinctly enunciated and con
sistently reduced to practice in this action of the Congrega
tional church in Newport. This was long before the com
mencement of any systematic efforts for abolishing the African 
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slave trade, before the decision of the Somerset case, and be
fore any body of "Friends" had taken a similar position in 
respect to slavery, or had discontinued the practice. Had all 
the Congregational ministers and churches in this country 
taken the stand of Samuel Hopkins, and the church at New
port, from that time to the present, there is no reason to think 

. that the condition and prospects of the nation would have 
been, at this time, what they now are. How many, or which 
of the Congregational churches in New England, at that 
period, came up to the standard of the church at Newport, 
we are unable to say. It is understood that there were seve
ral.* And it is certain that the sentiment was very generally 
received, for a time, and that the result was the termination 
of slavery in New England. Of this, and of the concurrent 
action of the Methodist Conference, and Presbyterian General 
Assembly, we shall treat, in connection with the records of a 
later period. We must first dispose of some points in the 
earlier history. 

• In a note to the 8econd edition of Dr. HopltiM' D14Wg1U 1m 81a1:"1I, ro-pnb
liBhed in 1785, it iB said: "Since the first edition of thiB Dialogut, /I numhn" of 
ckllrcliu m NWJ England have pnrged themselves of this iniqnity, and determined 
not to tolerate the holding of AfriClUlll in slavery." 
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CHAPTER VI. 

OF SLAVERY, AND ITS ABOLITION IN ENGLAND. 

Judicial Action.-Granville Shnr~Enrly Introduction of Slavery Into England; 
ita supposed legality (1700}-Opinion of York and Talbot, in favor of ita legality 
(1729}-Eft'ecta of this Opinion-Slav8 Tramo in Eogland-C8II8 of Jonathan 
Strong-Eft'orta of Sharp-Hia Investiption of British Law-Dedarea Slavery to 
be ilIogul-Publishes his arguDlent-Treat.. Slavery as illegal, thongh the Courts 
and Public SentiDlent were against him-Case of Thomaa Lewi_Decision of 
Lord Chief J IIstico :Mansfteld, austaining the legality of Slavery-Shnrp enters 
his Protest-Blackstono altel'll his Cbmm4ntari~, to defcat Sharp, and fa,"or the 
Slavehollera-CnsG of James Somerset-The Argument-A Decision found 
against Shlvery·in the times of Queen Elizabeth-Lord Mllnsfteld hesitat_An 
inten"aI before the declsion-SAarp anticipata tM ruuU, an4 mmwrializu Lorcl 
.North a(Jawt Slaurgin tAe CWonkl-Stato of Public Seutiment against Slavery
Final decision of Lord Mansftcld (1772), releasing Somerset, and dccbrinlr Slllvery 
iIICIra! in Englllnd-Second Memorial of Sharp to Lord Nortb, admonis!Jing him 
of the duty of suppressing Slavery in the Colomel', agreeably to the decision of 
Lord Mansftcld. 

As church action against slavery naturally follows and 
grows out of religious teachings and testimonies against the 
sin of slavery, so judicial and legislative action against the 
practice, naturally follows and grows out of both the preced· 
ing. The laws of a country are an index, to a great extent, 
of the prevalent religion of a country, and it is difficult, if not 
impossible, to maintain, for any length of time, a code of laws 
that essentially conflict with the religion of the people. 

From the records of early religious testimony and action 
against slavery, we come to those of judicial action. 

The first laborer in this department of benevolent enterprise, 
in England, says Clarkson, was Granville Sharp, II distin
guished from those who preceded him ill this particular, that 
whereas they were only writers, he was both a writer and an 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FREEDOM. 

actor in the cause." His first eft'ort in 1767, for the release of 
an individual slave, was followed, not long afterwards, by 
systematic endeavors to overthrow slavery itself in the British 
dominions, and particularly in England. 

The introduction of slavery into England, appears to have 
been upon the same foundation, (in respect to its legality,) as 
its introduction into the North American colonies. That is, 
it was done without the authority of any direct statute i and 
it was done in the presence and in palpable violation 'of Eng. 
lish Common Law. If it could plead any legal warranty, it 
was that of the royal permission to transport Africans" with 
their own free consent," into the colonies, and the Act of Par
liament "for extending and improving the trade to Mrica," 
which prohibited" any violence to the natives." 

Ho\vearly slaves were introduced into England, we cannot 
exactly determine. "Before the year 1700," says Clarkson, 
"planters, merchants, and others, resident in the West Indies, 
but coming to England, were accustomed to bring with them 
certain slaves, to act as servants with them during their stay." 
They frequently absconded, and were sometimes seized and 
scnt back by force. A sentiment had eome down from former 
ages that Christians could not enslave Christians, and that as 
soon as an Englishman's slave was baptized, he became free. 
In consequence of this sentiment, it became common for pious 
clergymen to baptize all the slaves they could, providing 
" god-fathers" for them, according to the usages of the Church 
of England. These god-fathers were in the habit of vindicat
ing their high claim to the title, by espousing the cause of 
their god-children, and demanding their freedom. For a time, 
this held the slave-masters in check, as they were "afraid to 
carry oft'their slaves by force, and equally afraid to bring any 
of the cases before a public court." 

" In this dilemma, they applied, in 1729, to York and Talbot, the Attorney 
and ,Solicitor.General, for the time being, and obtained from them, the 
following strange opinion :-' We are of opinion that a slave, by coming 
from the West Indies into Great Britain or Ire/and, either with or without 
his master, doe. not become free, and that his master'. right and property in 
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him is not thereby determined or varied, and that baptism doth not bestow 
rreedom upon him, or make any alteration in his temporal conditiou, in these 
kingdoms. Weare also or opinion that the master may legally compel him 
to return again, to the plantations.'" 

"This cruel and illegal opinion was delivered in 1729. The planters, 
merchants, and others, gave it, or course, all the publicity in their power; 
and the consequences were as might easily have been apprehended. In a 
little time, slaves absconding. were advertised in the London papers, as 
runaways, and rewards olrered ror the apprehension of them; in the same 
brutal manner as we find them advertised in the land or slavery. They 
were advertised, also, in the same papers, to be sold at auction, sometimes 
by themselves, and at others, with horses, chaises, and harness. They were 
seized also by their masters, or by persons employed by them, in the Tery 
streeta, and dragged from thence to the ships; and so unprotected, now, 
were these poor slaves, that persons, no wise concerned with them, began to 
institute a trade in their persons, making agreements with captains of ships, 
going to the West Indies, to put them on board at a certain price." This 
,. shows, as all history does, that where there is a market for the persons 
of human beings, all kind of enormities will be practiced to obtain them. "
Clarlcson's History, &c., pp. 38-9. 

For forty-three years did this "illegal opinion" of York 
and Talbot prevail in Great Britain instead of law j nay, in 
opposition to the fundamental law of the realm. Such was 
the state of things when, in 1767, as before mentioned, Gran
ville Sharp undertook the liberation of Jonathan Strong, 
claimed as a slave by David Lisle, a lawyer and slave-master 
of Barbadoes, then residing in London . 

.. But the lawyers whQm Sharp consulted, declared the laws were against 
him. Sir James Eyre, Renorder of the city, whom he retained as hi' 
connsel, adduced to him York and Talbot's opinion, and informed him that 
Lord Chier Justice Mansfield agreed with those gentlemen."-S:uart's 
Memoir of Sharp, p. ~. 

"Mischief framed by law, yet against law, thus took deep root in 
Britain." "At this time slavery had disgraced the British Colonies in 
America and in the West Indies, for two hundred years. The righteous 
law of the empire had been evaded or perverted, and opinion and precedml 
had been substituted for latlJ. "-lind, pp. 6-7. 

This, Granville Sharp understood, though he stood alone. 
He had not been educated a lawyer. But he understood, 
better than York and Talbot, (as the event proved,) and bet-
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ter than Mansfield and Blackstone, the sacred and the change. 
Ies..~ nature of LA. w. A legal triumph was in reserve for him, 
the most sublime and august of any on the records of modern 
jurisprudence. 

But it was not won in the controversy concerning Jonathan 
Strong. Some informality in the proceedings led to his dis
charge by the Mayor. He was, however, instantly seized 
again by Captain Laird, (about to sail for the West Indies,) 
on behalf of John Kerr, to whom Lisle had sold him. This 
seizure was made in the presence of the mayor and others, be· 
fore whom also, Granville Sharp, with consummate general. 
ship and promptitude, stepped up to Captain Laird, and, tap· 
ping him on the shoulder, exclaimed: "I charge you, in the 
name of the king, with an assault upon the person of Jonathan 
Strong, and all these are my witnesses I" Laird was intimi· 
dated, let go his grasp, and Sharp conveyed away the ran· 
somed captive in triumph. This led to a suit against Sharp, 
the trial of which was deferred by the plaintiffs for two years, 
and then withdrawn by them under charge of treble costs for 
the delay. 

During these two years, Mr. Sharp applied himself, dili· 
gently, to a further study of the law, by which his former po
sition was fortified, and he was prepared for any future litiga. 
tion on the subject. In the course of this investigation, he 
applied to the great Doctor (afterwards Judge) Blackstone, 
for his opinion. "He was not, however, satisfied with it," 
says Clarkson, II when he received it, nor could he obtain any 
satisfactory answer from several other lawyers, to whom he 
afterwards applied." Thrown, therefore, upon his own indus· 
try and resources, he worked out the problem alone . 

.. The result oC his research, was a tract, 'On tAe inju,tice and danger""" 
tendency of tolerating ,la"ery, or tIIIen of admitting the least claim to pri"ate 
property, in tAe per,on, of men, in England."-Stuart" Memoir, p. 8 . 

.. In this work"· (says Clarkson) .. he reCuted, in the clearest manner, 
the opinion oC York and Talbot. He produced against it the opinion oC 

• Mr. Clarkson gives, 88 tho title of tho book, .. A Representation of the InjuatiOl 
and DangeroUI Tendency of Tolerating SlaV8l1 in England." 
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Lord Chief Juatice Holt, who, many years before, had determined that 
every alave coming into England became free. He attacked and refuted it, 
again, by a learned and laborious inquiry into all the principles of villeinage. 
He refuted it, again, by showing it to be an axiom in the British Constitu
tion, • That every man in England, was free to sue for, and defend his 
rights, and that force cannot be used without a legal proce88,' leaving it 
with the judges to determine whether an African was a man. He attacked 
a180, the principle of Judge Blackstone, and showed where his error lay. 
Thill valuable book, containing these and all other kinds of arguments, on 
the subjeot, he distributed, but particularly among the lawyers, giving them 
an opportunity of refuting or acknowledging the doctrines it contained."
Claruon's History, p •• 2. 

Several cases were afterwards tried, in which the slaves 
were set at liberty; but "none of the cases had yet' been 
pleaded upon the broad ground, I Whether an African slave 
coming into England, became free.' This great question had 
been studiously avoided. It was still, therefore, left in doubt. n 

Mr. Sharp continually acted on the ground that there was no 
legal slavery in England, though the judges had not so deci
ded. The suspense at length became painful to both parties, 
and there was a general anxiety to have the controversy deci
ded.-Olarkson, p. 42, Stuart, p. 10. 

In the meantime, some of the cases were so decided as to 
afford great encouragement to the slave party. An African. 
named Thomas Lewis, had escnped from his master, Mr. Sta
pylton, in London. He was l'ecaptured, and put on board 
a vessel for the West Indies. The vessel had reached the 
Downs, and was already under way, when a habeas corpU8 was 
carried on board, and the man released, and sent on shore. 
A bill was found againstStapylton and his two assistants, and 
the case was tried before the Court of King's Bench, Lord 
Chief Justice Mansfield presiding, the 20th of February, 1771. 
The jury returned a verdict of guilty: "but so fraught was 
Mansfield's mind, still, with the false vie~s of the day, that 
he refused to proceed to judgment, and the criminals escaped." 
_" Against this proceeding of the Judge, as an open contempt 
of the laws of England, Granville Sharp prepared a strong pro
test."-Stuart's Memoir, p. 10. 
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Another incident, and a very remarkable one, illustrates 
the methods resorted to, by gentlemen of the highest stand· 
ing in the legal profession, at that time, in England, to sustain 
the slave interest, at the expense of those great fundamental 
maxims of Common Law, of which they were themselves the 
recognized expounders, and which they could enunCiate, dis· 
tinctly enough, except when overawed by "the mighty wealth 
and influence of the West India faction," before whom, king 
and nobles, courts of justice, parliaments and doctors of the 
law, bowed down in abject submission. 

"In the beginnings of his researches, Granville Sharp bad found and 
IIOted the following paaaage in Blackstone's Commentaries, Book I., page 
123, Edition Ist-' And this spirit of liberty is so deeply implanted in our 
Constitution, and rooted in our very soil, that a slave or a negro, the moment 
he lauds in England, falls under the protection of the laws, and. with regard 
to all national rights, becomes eo i1l8tanti, a freeman.' 

" This passage being quoted in one of the trials, was triumphantly repelled 
by the opposite counsel, who produced the volume from which the quotation 
was made, and instead of the words as noted by Granville Sharp, read as 
follows: 'A negro, the moment he lands in England, falls under the pro. 
tection of the laws, and so far becomes a free man, though the master's 
right to his se"ir.e may p088ibly remain.' 

" Upon further investigation, it was found that, in the courlle of the tnalll, 
Dr. Blackstone him,elj had made this alteration in the lIubllequent editi01l8." 
-8tuart'll Memoir of Sharp, p. 19. 

Such was the condition of things, when, at length, a case 
came before the courts that presented a fair opportunity to 
test the great question of legal slavery in England. This 
opportunity was improved, and the issue was joined. 

Jamell Somer.set" had been brought to England in November, 1769, by 
his master, Charles Stewart, from Virginia, and in process of time had left 
him. Stewart had him suddenly seized, and carried on board the Ann and 
Mary, Captain Knowles, in order to be taken to Jamaica, and there sold for 
a slave." 

"On February 7, 1772, the cause was tried in the King's Bench, before 
Lord Chief Justice Mansfield, aided by Justices Ashton, Welles and Ash
hurst. The question at issue wa&-' Is every man in England entitled to 
the liberty of his person, unless forfeited by the law8 of England l' This 
was aflirmed by the advocate8 of Somerset; and Mr. Sergeant Davy, who 
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opened his causo, broadly declared, 'that no man at this day ir, or ClIft be, 
a slave in England.' "-Stuart'.r Memoir, p. u. 

In the course of the argument a precedent was adduced in 
favor of freedom. "This was the case of Cartwright, who 
brought a slave from Russia, and would scourge him. For 
this he was questioned, and it was resolved, that England Wtl8 

too pure an ai1· for slaves to breathe in. "-See Rushworth's Oolkc
tions, p. 468. This was in the 11th of Queen Elizabeth.-lb. 

Lord Mansfield was evidently beginning to waver. 

" In order that time might be given for ascertainiug the law fully on thie 
head, the case was argued at three different sittings. First in January, 
secondly in February, and thirdly in May, 1772. And that no decision 
otherwise than what the Jaw warranted, might be given, the opinion of the 
judges were taken on the pleadings."-Clark.ron'.r Hut. p. 43. 

"Granville Sharp availed himself, with his usual zeal, of this interval, 
and, among the other measures by which he 80ught to obtain an equitable 
decision, he addreaaed a Letter to Lord North, dated Feb. 18th, 1772."
Stuart'.r Memoir, p. 12. 

In this Letter Mr. Sharp anticipates a decision of the courts 
against slavery, and says-"We must judge by law, not by 
precedent."-He further intimates the illegality of slavery in 
the American Colonies, in the following paragraph: 

" I might indeed aIJege that many of the plantation laws (like every other 
act that contains anything which is malum in .re, evil in its own nature,> 
are already ftull and lIoid in them.relve,; because they want every necessary 
foundation to render them valid, being absolutely contradictory to the Jaws 
of reason and equity, as well as the laws of God."-lb. p. 13. 

By this time the eyes of the British public, from the mem
bers of the administration down to the mass of the intelligent 
inhabitants, were fixed upon Lord Mansfield and the Court 
of King's Bench, awaiting, with deep interest and anxious 
suspense, their decision. It was a healthful scrutiny, not 
unfelt by the Lord Chief Justice and his associates. N e\v and 
enlarged views of the nature and character of LA W had been 
impressed upon the nation and upon the national judiciary, 
by the tireless labors and profound investigations of Gran
ville Sharp. And yet it required a desperate struggle to 
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break away from the meshes of precedent and opinion, and 
restore the ascendancy of impartial and equitable law . 

.. Lord Mansfield delayed judgment, and twice tbrew out tbe suggestion 
, tbat tbe master migbt put an end to tbe present litigation, by manumitting 
tbe slave.' But the base suggestion was, providentially, not attended to. 
Tbe judgment was demanded; and the judgment was given on Monday, 
22d of June, 1772. After mucb lawyer-like circumlocution, Lord Man8-
field decided as follows: 

•• Immemorial usage preserves tbe memory of pOlitive laID, long after all 
traces of the occasion. reason, autbority, and time of its introduction are 
lost, and in a case 110 OOioull as the condition of Ilavel, must be taken 
Itrielly: (tracing the lIubject to natural principlel, the claim of Ilavery can 
Reller be lupported.) The power claimed by thill return never IDGI in ule 
here. 'Ve cannot llay the cause set forth in thill return ill allowed or 
approved of by the laws of tbis kingdom, and tberefore tbe man must be 
discbarged."-Stuart'l Memoir, p. 17. .. Mr. Sbarp felt it bis duty, imme
diately after this trial, to write" (again)" to Lord Nortb, tbep principal 
minister of State, warning him, in tbe most earnest manner, to abolisb, 
immediately, botb the slave trade and tbe Ilavery of tbe buman speci~s, 
llf ALL THII BRITISH DOMINIONS, al utterly irreconcilable with the principlel 
of the BRITISH CONSTITt1TION, and the establisbed religion of the land."
Clarklon'I.Hilt., p. 44. 

The measure here insisted on by Granville Sharp, was evi
dently required by the decision of the Somerset case, and had 
it been cnrried into effect, at that time, there would have been 
no slavery no\v in the United States. 

Mr. Clarkson awards much credit to the counsel employed 
on this trial, Davy, Glynn, Hargrave, Mansfield, and Alleyne, 
but chiefly to Granville Sharp, "who became the first great 
actor in it, who devoted his time, his talents, and his substance 
to this Christinn undertaking, and by whose laborious 
researches the very pleaders themselves were instructed and 
benefited."-p.44. 

" It ougbt to be remembered tbat, wbile Granville Sbarp thus boldly 
remonstrated witb the government of bill country, be filled a governmllJlt 
litoation, and was dependent for bis present sublistence, and bis future pros
pects in life, upon tbe ministry of tbe day."-Stuart'l Memoir, p. 15. 

Thus was the guilty fiction of legal slavery in England 
exploded, after having been acted upon as though it were a 
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truth for' at least thtee-fourths of a century, and confirmed 
by the highest official authority for forty-three years. Of the 
magnitude, the importance, and the legal consequences of this 
judicial decision, whiQh forever settled the slave question in 
England, without legislative action or executive interference, 
we propose not to speak here. In another connection it may 
be adverted to again. Very possibly its study mny assist in 
the detection and correction of similar mistakes in the judicial 
action of other countries, besides England. If York and 
Talbot, and Blackstone and Mansfield were mistaken, other 
rearned judges may be. If, under the British monarchy, a 
private individual may peacefully revolutionize the jurispru
dence of his country, it cannot be out of place, nor arrogant 
for thc friends of liberty in republican America to study, to 
understand, to insist upon the principles of constitutional and 
common laW', in their bearing upon the snme great practical 
question, in their own country, as Granville Sharp did in his. 
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CHAPTER VIl. 

OF EFFORTS FOR ABOLISHING THE A.FRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 

Relaxation of efrort-AmeriCllu Revolution---Sharp ~pou_ the ClIMe of the Colo
nies-Thomas Clarkson's early Iife-GranvilIe Sharp-Slave ship" Zong" (1781) 
-Trial of this ease (1783}--Slave-tradel'll sustained-Sharp's Report of the '!rial 
-COmmittee instituted to act lpinat tho Slave Trade (1787}-Unfortunate 
Compromiao-Pollcy of opposing the Slave T,.II4k, but not Slam-g-Solemn Pro
teet of Gram'iIIe Sharp-William WilberCorce-Publio A.gitation-Abstinence 
from Slave Producta-WilberCoroe denounced in the House of Lords-Inflnence 
of John W ealey~r the Quakers-the Baptista-Inquiry in King's Privy Council, 
1788; also in lIouse of Commons, introduced by Wm. Pitt-Dates or various 
movementll in Parliamont till 1806--.Slave Trade abolished in Parliament in 1807-
lltf1ietD of flaw nrvggZ,-8lafJn'lI declared illegal in 1772, yet the Slave fioadI 

tolerated till 1807-The turning point-The legality or the Slave Trade-Pitt 
proved it ilkgaZ-Abolition. of eM SlafJI Tradil aborti_Premature and misplaced 
gratulation and triumph. Mr. Clarkson's late retraction or his grand error (184li). 
Testimony to the impossibility of suppreasing the traffio while Slavery continued 
(1MS)-Continued profitableness or tho Slave Trade-Increased horrors of the 
Middle Passage-Slave Trade actually increasod instead or being 8uppreaaed. 

THE speedy and glorious success of the efforts of Granville 
Sharp and a few others for uprooting slavery from the soil of 
Great Britain, should have encouraged Christian philanthro
pists, in both hemispheres, one would think, to co-operate in 
similar efforts to uproot slavery throughout the colonial pos
sessions of Great Britain, over which the same great prinoiples 
of the British Constitution, and of English Common Law, 
were recognized as holding paramount authority. It is not 
improbable that the growing diffioulties between the North 
American colonies and the mother country, ripening into a 
civil war, soon after the decision of the Somerset case, may have 
interrupted the correspondence just beginning to be opened 
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between the friends of liberty in the two countries. The Brit
ish West India Islands, howcver, might have presented a field 
of operation for the abolitionists in England, though there 
may have been none in the islands to co-operate wit~ them. 

From some cause, no such efforts were made. Granville 
Sharp, in 1774, published a tract in favor of the rights of the 
American colonies, of which he presented two hundred and 
fifty copies to Dr. Franklin, who dispatched them to America. 
"It was immediately and extensively republished in the colo
nies." The next year, 1775, on hearing of the commence
ment of hostilities, near BostOIl, he retired from the post he 
had held under the British administration, which was his only 
means of subsistence.-8tuart's Memoir of Sharp, pp. 21, 22. 

The entire period of the American Revolutionary 'Var, ter
minating in 1783, appears to have been marked by an almost 
total suspension of active labors on the part of the friends of 
the negroes in England. And when, not long after, their la
bors were renewed, they took the form of opposition to the 
African slave trade, the horrible cruelties of which, at that 
time, having been, in some cases, exposed, excited the sympa
thies and the indignation of many who had never reflected 
profoundly upon the iniquity involved in the slave system 
itself. 

Thomas Clarkson, the chief actor, for a long time, in this 
enterprise, then a young man, a student at Cambridge, had 
obtained a college prize for an Essay on the Slave Trade, 
which was printed in 1785, and attracted somc attention. 
He frankly confessed afterwards, that his only motive, in the 
first place, was " that of other young men in the University, 
the wish of being distinguished, or of obtaining literary honor." 
But the facts he had collected, made so deep an impression 
upon him, that he soon" interested himself in it, from a mo
tive of duty," and afterwards relinquished his prospects of 
promotion in the profession of a clergyman in the established 
church, for which he was preparing, in order to devote him
self to the enterprise of abolishing the African slave trade.
Cln.rkson's History, pp. 79-86. 
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The attention of Granville Sharp, some time prev:ous, had 
been intensely directed to the slave trade, by a most thrilling 
illustration of its atrocity. The slave ship Zong, Captain Col
lingwood, from Africa, freighted with slaves for Jamaica, in 
1781, was vic;itcd with a dreadful mortality among the slaves. 
Under a false pretence of scarcity of water, the captain ordered a 
large number of the sick slaves thrown overboard, that the loss 
might fall on the insurers, (as merchandize thrown overboard 
for the safety of the vessel,) instead of falling on the owners, 
if they died from sickness. The question growing out of this 
transaction, and before the court, in 1783, was not concerning 
the murder of these men, but simply whether the owners or 
the insurers should lose the pecuniary amount of their value I 
The Solicitor-General, J. Lee, said: 

" This is a case of goods and chattels. It is reaUy so; it is a case of 
throwing over goods, for, to this purpose, and for the purpose of insurance, 
they are goods and property; whether right or wrong, we have nothing to 
do with it." 

Lord Mansfield said: 

"The matter left to the jury ia-Was it from nece88ity ~ for they (the 
court) had no doubt (though it shocks one very much) that the case of 
daV/l8 is the same as if hor8e. had been thrown overboard. It is a very 
shocking case." 

The verdict of the jury, on the first trial, was for the captain 
and owners. A new trial was grnnted, and the insurers gained 
their cause. But no criminal prosecuti.cn could be !tad against 
tlte murderers! Any such accusntion, legal gentlemen agreed, 
" would argue nothing less than madness 1"-Clarkson's Hi8-
tory, p. 45. Stuart's Memoirs, pp. 29-81. 

Granville Sharp" was present at this trial, and procured the attendance 
of a short-hand writer, to take down the facts," "which he communicated 
to the public afterwards. He communicated them also, with a copy of the 
trial, to the Lords of the Admiralty, al guardians of justice on the high 
seas, and to the Duke of Portland, as Minister of State. No notice, how
ever, was taken, by any of these, of the information which had thUI been 
sent to them."-Clark8on, p. 46. 
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In his address to the Duke of Portland, Mr. Sharp warned 
him of "the absolute necessity to abolish the slave trade; and 
West Indian slavery. n-8tuar~ p. 31. 

It is ea.'1y to conceive that while the public sympathy was 
so strongly acted upon by such astounding developments con
cerning the slave trade, an effort for its abolition would be 
more likely to win at once a cheap general favor, than an ef
fort for the abolition of slavery. But benevolent enterprises, 
founded on mere sympathy, are not likely to be as wisely di
rected, as consistently supported, or as really and permanently 
successful as those that are likewise seen to be deeply imbed
ded and fortified in the fundamental principles of moral right. 
The history of the nominal abolition of the African slave 
trade is deeply interesting, as affording a striking exemplifi
cation of one class of these experiments. 

The committee instituted in June 1787, for" effecting the 
abolition of the slave trade," was composed of twelve members, 
nine of whom were Quakers. Of the three others, one was 
Thomas Clarkson, and one was Granville Sharp, the latter of 
whom was appointed chairman. An earne.'1t discussion took 
place in the committee, on the question whether they should 
direct their efforts against the slave trade alone, or against the 
slave trade and slavery. All the members, except Granville 
Sharp, wcre in favor of acting only against the slave trade. 

The arguments in favor of this course are stated in his his
tory, at some length, by Mr. Clarkson. Two distinct evils, 
the slave trade and slavery, presented themselves, he says, to 
their attention, and both needing removal. " It soon appeared 
to the committee that to aim at the removal of both, would be 
to aim at too much, and that by doing this, we might lose all." 
"The question then wa.'1, which of tlie two would they take 
as their object." "By aiming at the slave trade, tbey were 
laying the axe at the very root." Pp. 27, 28. 

This view is the more remarkable as being found in the 
same volume in which the same writer had said: "AU history 
shows, from the time of Joseph, that where there is a market 
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tor the her;;ons of homoK aU kinds of win 
Dmcticcd to obtaia th<;m~" P~ 39~ 

I~ is still more mortifying to find Mr. Clarkson, at different 

~~ints tho hiS~~~~'i~~o~~t~~::t~t;4~:0~1~oting eman. 

cipation. in his intercourse with .Mirabeau, and the 
French National Assembly: 

"bma.iliiipaiion nnn" stinted to th;; o·jnct. tRi;; fri~ind8 d 
negri'i'S. Thin chnnge I nepdled, by a.ddressing myself to Monsieur Beau· 
vet. I explained to him the views of tbe different aociefies whidT ~; 
",ken up The '?inTSe gf t1>g AfricaiT"" and I d,?lireh him xO SlT,TW lee~" ... xr, 
the planter8."-p. 241. 

Though it was held by the committee, including r~ arn· 
r~on, thzzt " at the ;;IaKh lr'Hde they \V<~1'e HtllikiHg 
the Hoot," hiH "Summary View d the Slav:e Trade, 
and of the probable consequences of its abolition,'~Mr. Clark· 
son apparently to reeoneile the of the ~laDe 
traY1' the contienanee aod slane-halfifr,g, vieYll~ 

which scems designed to conciliate the planters. 

" If the slaves were kindly treated in our coJoai.es, they. lIIould iM'ftllft'. 
The "boliiion th" sla,,1' trt,>7e w""ld 5e,tiire rnIh tr?l?l%?DenY, 
and would produc.-e many other advantages," &o.-p. 96. 

The same view was afterwards takea by Mr. '\ViTherforce 
and Mr. Pitt, in their speeches in Parliawent. titd~dih they 
imagina thilt tha shoe ab(Tlish+;d, 
aun-ive ,sud flot1Y'ish after the actual abolition of sJWeryj in the 
British colonies, because slavery would exist elsewhere. 

Kven at time nf his of d±~ 
Clavkson seems 1.0 hs±ve antr'liained hiyh 

sagacity of the committee in making this decisioD . 

.. Thus, at the very outset," says he, .. 'hey took a gnlUnd which W8II 

"{>rev"r ",abl,,~ Thus theh wer" envbled to eT,SW'"' thv oiJj,·,{tio££ wm"h 
?faa ,fte,wards 80 constantly and 80 industriouslt circulatinb abainst them, 
that they were going to emancipate the .8im'e8. And I have no doubt tbat 
this eTas wi"" de£>i"ion, ,tontIibuti"g d,ead>, to their IttOC""", fhe I pe£'~ 
Buaded that if they had adopted the other object, they would not, for years. 

e"1'r, h""e ""cce1'ded tbair att,emC."-Clarttton'a Hi8tOT!I, Dt. 
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What kind of "success" wns realized, after twenty years 
of labor, and forty more of triumph and gratuiation, will be 
seen in the seque1. 

Granville Sharp stood alone in the committee, in opposing 
their decision in this matter. 

"He solemnly and vehemently remonstrated with the Committee against 
the resolution which they had adopted. He declared that. ' as &ilZ1Jtry w;o. 
as much a crime against God as the &lal:e trade, it became the committee 

• to exert themselvea equally against the continuance of both, and he did not 
hesitate to pronounce all present guilty hefore God, for shutting those who 
were then slaves out of the pale of their approaching labors.' He delivered 
this protest with a loud voice. a powerful emphasis, and both hands lifted 
up towards heaven, as was usual with him when much moved. The Com
mittee acknowledged the crimir.ality of hoth to be the same, but they ad
hered to their resolution, fearing that if they attacked, at once, both slavery 
and the slave trade, they would succeed against neither."-Stuart'& Me
moir of Sharp, p. 56. 

Having delivered this testimony, and conceiving, as he 
seems to have done, that the responsibility rested on him no 
longer, he consented to act with the committee, though with 
such singular modesty, (notwithstanding his Christian bold-, 
ness) that II he would never assume the chair "_" while he 
sustained the responsibility and discharged the duty of the 
office."* 

" I have attended above seven hundred Committees and Sub-Committees 
with him," says Clarkson, "yet, though sometimes but few were present, 
he always seated himself at the end of the room j choosing rather to serve 
the glorious cause, in humility, through conscience, than in the character of 
a distinguished individual." 

Among the early patrons of the enterprise of abolishing 
the slave trade, was William Wilberforce, member of Parlia
ment, with whom Mr. Clarkson, Mr. Sharp, and several others, 
·had been in the habit of holding consultations before the 
·organization of the Committee, Ilnd preliminary to that mea
.sure. 

Mr. Clarkson, at the request of the Committee, visited 

• Vide Stuart'. Jlmwlr, p. 56. 
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severnl different commercial cities in the kingdom, to obtain 
further information, before commencing the agitation of the 
subject in Parliament. He likewise visited France, to secure 
the co-operation of the French National .Assembly i but this 
mission was a failure. Correspondence was likewise held 
with friends of the cause in Americ<'l, and their co-operation 
secured, to effect t4e abolition of the slave trade by our 
Government. The public mind was operated upon in various 
ways. A sentiment averse to the use of slave·grown products 
was cherished in the literature of the country. At one period, 
the school books, both of England and of the United States, 
abounded in expressions of this sentiment. 

"Three hundred thousand persons, at this period, rerrained from lugar 
altogether, perceiving that by using it they were directly supporting the 
slave system they abhorred. Three hundred and ten petitions were pre
sented from England, one hundred and eighty-seven from Scotland, and 
twenty from Wales."-Stuart'" Memoir, p. 51-2. 

Could this sentiment against the use of slave products have 
arisen to the dignity of a moral principle, in the minds of 
these philanthropists, and had it been guided by a sufficient 
degree of reflection and intelligencc, it might have suggested 
the necessity of an enterprise against SLAVERY-which fur
nishes slave products-as well as against the slave trade. 

As it was, the country was extensively agitated, and a vio
lent opposition was roused, which was continued for twenty 
years, led on by some of the principal men of the nation, and 
sustained by the entire ,\V cst India interest. In the cities the 
opposition was violent. At Liverpool, attempts were made 
to throw Mr. Clarkson into the dock. In the House of Lords, 
the abolitionists were stigmatized by the Duke of Olarence, 
afterwards King William IV., "as fanatics and hypocrites, 
among whom he included Mr. Wilberforce, by name."* Many 
years afterwards, he had the honor of giving the royal assent 
to a bill for abolishing, not the African slave trade, but slavery 
itself, in the West Indies I-A more protracted or a more vio-

• OZarc.on" ITwtflr1l, p. 823. 
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lent contest could hardly have been witnessed, had the effort 
been made against slavery itself. While the ranks of the 
opposition could have done nothing more, the friends of the 
negroes would have been doubly armed with the whole pano
ply of divine truth, and would have been spared those pitiful 
and indefensible disclaimers that so much crippled and em
barrassed them, and their successors, at a later day. 

We must not forget to notice the important fact, that during 
the whole of this contest against the slave trade, as in the 
previous one of Granville Sharp against slavery in England, 
the conscience and the humanity of the country were neither 
counteracted nor unsustained by the religion of the country. 
Churches and Ministers, so far from opposing human progress 
and liberty, very extensively regarded it their proper business 
to urge them onward. The Society of Friends, having pre
viously purged their own community, were ready to cast their 
influence ou the right side. 

But the Ifriends were not alone. The eloquent and cele
brated letter of John Wesley, on his death-bed, (1791) t() 
William Wilberforce, is to be regarded not merely as an ex
pression of his own personal feelings in respect to the pending 
contest, but as a specimen of the religious sentiment in the 
midst of which he was moving, and which it was the business 
of his life to commend and communicate to others, as belong
ing to the sanctification which fits men for heaven. In this 
letter the opponents of abolition are alluded 1<> as the confed
erates of "devils," and American slavery is denominated 
"the vilest that ever saw the sun." This was Methodism, 
when Methodism was vitalized by the Spirit of God, and 
clothed with Divine power. 

But Baptists in England were not behind Methodists, at 
this period, nor have they since been. It was during the pro
gress of this same contest, and very nearly at the same date, 
that" one of the ablest writers and soundest divines who have 
ever adorned the Baptist denomination, good old Abraham 
Booth," by his preaching and in his correspondence (1792) with 
brethren in America,· bore a similar testimony. He, too, 
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along with Grotius, and Wesley, and Edwards, and Porteus, 
and Macknight, and Scott, and the American Presbyterian 
Church, (previous to 1818), understood that modern slave
holding falls uncier the condemnation of "man'stealing," as 
prohibited by Moses, in Exodus 21 : 16, and condemned by 
Paul in 1 Tim. 1 : 10. The sermon of Eld. James Dove was 
still earlier, (1789,) and had direct and special reference to the 
same great struggle, in which no good men were neutral. 

Not only Baptist ministers but Baptist Churches and Bap
tist Associations in England, came up to the work, in good 
earnest. The idea that the enterprise was too secular or too 
political for the co-operation of churches and ecclesiastical 
bodies, seems not to ha.ve embarrassed them.* 

The King directed a privy council to consider the state of 

.. "The Elders and Messengers of the lleveral Baptist Chnmhes meeting at Fal
month, Chaeewater, Plymonth Dock, Plymouth," and (twelve other Chul'llhes) 
"having'received lettel'll also from Portsmouth, Sarum" (and twenty other ehurchea 
-making 38 Chumhea in 011), "being met in IIMOCiation at Plymouth, May 25-t1, 
1790, a letter received lut year Crom Granville Sharp, Esq., wae read, and a tAinl 
benefaction of live guineas was voted to the treaeurer of the truly noble Committee 
for the Abolition of the Slavo Trade, as a further testimony of our high approbation 
of their zealous oft"orts to removo so great an ovil." 

" NOI'eluzmpttm and oeAn' (Jhv,.chu in Auociatilm. 
" 0a.Uam, JVM 1'-111, 1'1111. 

"It WDII unauimoWlly voted that be guinellll be sent np to tho treaaurer of the 
Society Cor Procuring the Abolition of the Slave Trado," &c. A pert of the atate
'ment speaks oC "the iniquitous, disgraceful prectices of s1ave-dcaling and 1Il4_ 
ltolder,." 

"}Jape;"t ..tllOl:iatwn, WooUn-v~" 
"JUnIJ 1'-111, 1'191. 

" Voted, pmtieularly, a fovrtA benefaction of live guineas to the Committee for 
Abolishing the Slave Trade." 

Similar minntea nre on record of the Northnrnptonshire Aaaociation. 
YOI'i: and Lanco.lAir~ A8-.iation.-U The ministers, met in MSoclation at Salen

dine, Jnne 15-18, 17111, send Christian JIIIlntationa to the lleveral Chnl'llhetl with 
which they are connected" (here Collow their nOlDeII, eighteen in nnmber), &c. 

Then followa a ldter Crom the ministers, to these Churches, urging upon tbem 
renewed and continued eft"ort in tho cause or abolition, adding: "Ye friend. of 
humanity, henven will reward and approve your conduct." , 

[See" FadllOI' }Japti.at CIillrchu, by A. T. FoSl and E. Mathew.. Utica: Pub
lished by tho American Baptist Free MiBlion Society," 1850.- book oC 408 pages, 
IIDd containing a DllII8 of documentary information, ohieRy concerning Baptists in 
America.] 
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the African Slave Trade, in February, 1788. In May of the 
same year, the same subject of inquiry WIlS introduced into 
the House of Commons, by Mr. Pitt, during the sickness of 
Mr. Wilberforce. The investigation was urged by Pitt, Wil
berforce, Fox, and Burke, but delayed by opposition, un
til, in April, 1791, Mr. Wilberforce moved for leave to bring 
in a bill to prevent the further importation of slaves into the 
colonies. After a long debate, the motion was lost. He re
newed his motion in 1792, when an amendment in favor of 
gradual abolition prevailed in the Commons, but was not acied 
upon in the House of Lords. 

"In 1793, Mr. Wilberforce renewed ILnd lost his motion. In 1794, he 
renewed and carried it in the House of Commons, but the House of Lords 
rejected it. In 1795-6, the effort was renewed and negatived. In 1797, 
an addreu was carried to the king. In 1798-9, Mr. Wilberforce renewed 
his motion, and was defeated, but Dr. Horsley, Bishop of Roohester, in the 
House of Lords, nobly and effectually vindicated Scripture from the blas
phemous imputation of tolerating slavery."-Stuart's Memoir, p. 54. 

So the argument must needs be made against slavery, though 
the proposition was only to abolish the traffic from Africa I 
And the Bible argument, from the lips of religious teachers, 
must needs precede legislative action. 

From 1799 till 1804, the agitation in Parliament was sus
pended ; but, in the mean time, public sentiment appears to 
have undergone a favorable change, and in Parliament the. 
cause was strengthened by the accession of the new represen
tation from Ireland. 

"In 1804, the bill passed the Commons, but its discussion 
was deferred in the Hou!le of Lords. 

"In 1805, Wilberforce renewed his motion, but lost it. Mr. 
Pitt, who had thus far fostered the bill, soon after died. 

In 1806, a bill was introduced by Sir Arthur Piggott, to 
give effect to a previous proclamation of the King, restricting 
and crippling, in some particulars, the slave trade. This bill 
passed both houses, whereupon Mr. Fox moved "That the 
House, considering the slave trade to be contrary to the prin
ciples of justice, humanity and policy, will, with all practica-
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hIe expedition, take effectual measures for its abolition."
"This was carried by Il. majority of 114 to 15 in the Commons, 
and 41 to 20 in the Lords. Mr. Fox died before the next 
session." 

" In 1807, Lord Granville brought into the House of Lords 
a Bill for the Abolition of the Slave Trade." After mature 
discussion, during which, counsel was heard against it, four 
days, the Bill was passed in the House of Lords, 100 ,to 36, 
and the House of Commons, 283 to 16. It received, almost 
immediately, the Royal assent. This was March 16th, 1807. 
The bill provided that no vessel should clear out from any 
British port for slaves after the 1st of May, 1807, nor land 
any in the colonies after the 1st of March, 1808.-Stuart's 
Memoir, p. 54. (}(arkson's Hist. passim. 

Similar action was going on in the Governments of other 
nations, or soon followed. In the United States, a Statute of 
Congress, enacted in 1807, prohibited the importation of 
slav~, after January 1, 1808. In 1818, Congress declared 
the traffic to be piracy. In 1819, the President was author
ized to provide for the removal of imported slaves beyond 
the limits of the United States. 

REVIEW OF THIS STRUGGLE. 

This memorable and protracted struggle is instructive, in 
many respects. Among other things, it shows how blindly 
public men may follow mere technicalities and precedents, 
and how difficult it is to overcome the prejudices associated 
with these, in the effort to restore the reign of imparliallaw. 
A similar struggle had resulted in the decision of Lord 
Mansfield in the Somerset case, in 1772. The illegality of 
slave /wlding was then fully established, under the funda
mental principles of the British Constitution and Common 
Law, which were not then first brought into existence, but 
had been the same, from the beginning of the slave trade. 
The decision had labeled "ILLEGALITY" upon the whole 
procedure, from beginning to end, upon the slave trade as 
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well as slavery, upon the past slave trade and slavery as well 
as present., so far as the pri7tcip'le involved was concerned. 
To have admitted that there had been, or then was, any 
legality in the slave trade, under that same British Constitu· 
tion and Common Law, would have been, in effect, to have 
impugned the decision of Lord Mansfield in the Somerset 
case, and to have set it aside as erroneous. No one thought 
of attempting this. And yet, strange to tell, the then pre3ent 
legality of the slave trade appears to have been taken for 
granted, on all hands, at the commencement of this long strug
gle for its Parliamentary suppression. 

It is curious to observe, that while in America, at the pre
sent time, slave holding is held to be legal and not disreputa
ble, and yet the slave trade is branded as piracy i the corres· 
ponding prejudice in England took an opposite direction; 
insomuch that slave holding was considered a high crime, 
while around the slave tmlle was supposed to cluster all the 
sacred sanctions and guaranties of obligatory and valid law / 

It was not until this falsehood was ferrited out of its hiding 
places, dragged into daylight, and dissected by Mr. Pitt, that 
the power of the slave trade, in the Parliament, wns broken, 
and the charm of its invincibility, as an interest fostered by 
the Government, was dissolved. 

To every thing that could be urged by the eloquence of 
Wilberforce, against the wickedness, the injustice, the inhu
manity, the cruelty, the impolicy, and the blighting effects of 
the slave trade, the ready answer of the interested opposition 
W:lS, the legality of the traffic, the sacred and in violable guar
anties, the legal inheritnnce, the patrimonial rights of the par
ties concerned, and especially of the West India planters, who 
were supposed to need further supplies of slaves. 

In answer to Mr. Dundas, who, for the fortieth time, per
baps, had been parrying off Parliamentary proceedings, by 
urging pleas of this sort, Mr. Pitt, upon whose vision new 
light on the subject appears to have suddenly gleamed, rose 
up, astonished the House, and overwhelmed his antagonist by 
a bold denial of the legality of the slal:e trade, under nny sup-
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posed. laws of the realm I He proceeded to dash in shivers 
the flimsy pretext, in a ma.nner that precluded all attempts at. 
reply • 

.. .Any contract," he said, "for the promotion of this trade mwt, in hia 
opinion, bave been VOID FROM THE BEGINNING, for if it was an 
outrage upon justice, and only another name for fraud, robbery, and murder, 
what pledge could devolve on the legislature to incur the obligation of 
becoming principals in the commission of such enormities, by sanctioning 
their continuance 1 

II But he would appeal to the acta themselves. That of 23 George II., 
e. 31, wu the om: "prna which the I(rtattst 8lrt88 lOa laid. How would the 
House be surprised to hear that these very-outrages committed in the pro
leCution of thia trade had been /M'IJiddm by that act! 'No master of a 
abip trading to Africa,' says the act, , shall, by fraud, force, or violence, or 
by auy indirect practice whatever, take on board or carry away from that 
coast any Negro, or native of that country, or commit any violence upon 
the natives, to the prejudice of said trade i and every person 80 ofl'ending 
ahall, for every such ofl'ence, forfeit one hundred pounds.' But the whole 
trade had been demonstrated to be a system of fraud and violence, and 
t1aerifore the contract WfU daily violated under which the Parliament 
allowed it to continue. "-ClarKson's History, p. 314. 

Thus was the notion of the legality of the slave trade ex
ploded, (as that of the legality of slat·ery had previously been) 
a.nd the mind of the British nation forever emancipated from 
that ensnaring and enslaving delusion. Thenceforward the 
real qnestion was, how that lawless tmffic could be suppressed 
and terminated. 

ABOLITION OF THE SLAVE TRADE ABORTIVE. 

One of the most instructive though mortifying lessons to 
be deduced from this history, as expounded in the light of its 
results, is the utter futility of all attempts to suppress the 
alave tram, without breaking up the market, by the abolition 
of ,zaw:ry itself. So slow have philanthropists been to learn 
this plain lesson, that, during one entire human generation, 
the glorious abolition of the African slave trade was celebra
ted by public demonstrations, by orators, by poets, by histo
rians, in almost universal inattention to the fact, that the slave 

II 
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trade, though prohibited by law, was increasing, both in ex
tent and in cruelty, amid all this misplaced gratulation and 
triumph. 

Disregarding chronological order, for a few moments, we 
must leap over a chasm of thirty-five years, to witness the 
historical confirmation of Granville Sharp's solemn protest 
against the deplorable error of the Committee. 

Mr. Clarkson lived to see and to retract the error. As Presi
dent of the Anti-Slavery Society, in 1845, he addressed a let
ter to Lord Aberdeen, on the mode of suppressing the traffic, 
in which he solemnly affirmed, "that by the total abolition of 
slavery only, can the slave trade be annihilated." This view 
was "sustained by the high authority of Lord John Russell, 
who, when Colonial Minister, addressed a communication to 
the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty's Treasury, in which 
he says,-' To repress the Foreign Slave Trade by a marine 
guard would scarcely be possible.' II This view was afterwards 
amply sustained by evidence before a Select Committee of 
Parliament, and embodied in two Reports presented to the 
House of Commons, showing not only the increase and the 
horrors of the Slave Traffic, but the utter inefficiency of an 
armed force for its suppression. A number of Commanders 
in the Royal Navy, employed in that service, gave explicit 
testimony to that import, and that the horrors of the middle 
passage and the miseries of the slaves are greatly aggravated 
by the efforts to suppress the traffic. The reason, as stated by 
the witnesses, is obvious. The trade, after deducting losses 
by deaths on the passage, yields a profit of about 200 per 
cent. on the investment I The amount of re-captures, though 
very great, and indicating the vast extent and briskness of 
the traffic, is only from four to ten per cent. of the estimated 
amount of shipments, and consequently interposes no serious 
check to the business. Yet the danger of capture induces 
the use of smaller vessels, in order to escape more easily the 
cruisers, and the consequent crowding of the slaves into a 
much sma'ller space. 

The picture of the middle passage, in former times, as drawn 
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by Mr. Mann, (already quoted,) falls short of the reality, as 
existing at present. It was testified that II in Brazil the num
ber of slaves imported are now beyond what they were before 
Great Britain first used her efforts to put down the trade." 
Between 60,000 and 65,000 were computed to have been 
landed alive in Brazil, in the year 1847, after a loss of 85,000 
by deaths, on the passage. In short, II the horrors of the 
slave trade appear to increase, just in proportion to the rigor 
used for its suppression." The French and American squad
rons have, however, done little or nothing for the suppression. 
And, under cover of the American flag, which, by treaty, the 
British cruisers are prohibited from molesting, the slav~rs, of 
whatever nation frequently defeat the object of the British 
cruisers. The whole number of slaves computed to have been 
exported from Africa, westward, in 1788, was 100,000. The 
annual export from 1798 to 1805 was computed at 85,000. 
For the year 1847, it was computed at 88,000. This shows 
that the decrease of the slave trade since the first organized 
agitation on the subject has not kept equal pace with the ex
tent to which slavery itself has been abolished, diminishing 
the field resorted to as a market. In other words, if slavery 
now existed, as it recently did, in the British West Indies, in 
Mexico, and all the South American countries, we should wit
ness Do greater amount of slave exportations from Africa than 
in 1788. This is confirmed by the fact that in 1825, such was 
actually the case, the exportations for that year having been 
computed at 125,000, and from some causes, the average of 
exportations from 1835 to 1840, inclusive, were computed at 
135,000.* Towards the close of this period, Thomas Fowell 
Buxton, Esq., Member of Parliament, wrote an account of the 
African slave trade, in which he says: 

.. It has been proved, by documents which cannot be controverted, that 
for every village fired, and every drove of human beings marched, in former 
times, there are now double. For every cargo then at sea, two cargoes, 
------------------------

.. See Annual Reports of the British and Foreign Anti·Slavery Society, for 18'7 
and 1MB j also, the (Britillh) Anti-Slavery Reporter, for AuguBt 1, IM8, containing lID 

abstract of the evidence berore the Select Committee of Parliament. 
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or twice the number in one cargo, wedged together, in a mua or Jivilll' c0r

ruption, are now borne on the wave or the Atlantic."-Buzton' .. 8l4w 
Trade, p. 159. 

But the efforts of philanthropists for the abolition of tho 
African slave trade were not wholly in vain. They demon
strated the necessity of abolishing slavery itself They branded 
with the infamy of piracy the African slave trade, and, by 
unavoidable implication, the same traffic everywhere else, 
thus striking at the very idea of human chattelhood throughout 
the world. If the process of teaching these truths has been a 
slow one, it has nevertheless been effective. 
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CHAPTER vm. 

PERIOD OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, AND THE ESTABLISH

lIENT OF AN INDEPENDENT GOVERNMENT. 

Natural Tendencies or the RevolutioDlll'1 Straggle-Ita principle eduoed from pre
Yioua Anti-Blaverr Dilcuulon-Originated in the States leaat intuenood br 
Slavery-Fil'llt Congress (1774}-Action in favor or .. tlu aiolUion 0/ ~ 
SIo17f7',"-Resolutiona against the Slave Trade-Previous action In Provincial and 
LoeaI Conventio_In North Cvolina and VugInIa-" Articles or Aaaociation" 
agaiDat Slave Trade-Concurren\ Action in Georgia, Maryland, Virginia, and Con
neoticut-Anti-Slavery Literature of 177l1-Implied illegality or SlaYerr-Decla
ration of Independence-The unanimoWl act of the Thirteen Un.iU4 Btatu-
.. Tbe Union" formed then, and not by the Federal Con.titution of 178&-John Q. 
Adalll&--Tbis Decllll'Dtion equivalent to a Constitution of Govemment-State 
Constitution_Articles of Confederation (1778) make no compromise with Slaverr 
-Sentiments published by order of Congress (1779)-Jeifel'llon'a Notes on Vir
ginia-Peace of 1783-Addresa of Congreaa to the Sta~ntiments of promi- -
nent Stateamen-Legislatlon in Virginia. 

THE state of tbe slave question in America, from about tbe 
time of the commencement of the Revolution in 1774, till the 
adoption of the Federal Constitution in 1789, requires to be 
correctly understood, in order to any trustworthy estimate of 
the bearing of our political institut.ions upon the present 
existence of slavery. 

It was by no accidental coincidence that the period of the 
Revolution was the period of a more general and deep seated 
opposition to slavery than had been before visible, or tban 
has been witnessed since. Tbe religious sentiment against 
slavery, as a violation of heaven established rigbts, a senti
ment that had been rising for some time previous, and tbat 
was now beginning to reach tbe point of disfellowsbip with 
slave-holders, was a sentiment that naturally assimilated itself 
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with the rising opposition to the British Government for its 
invasions of the same sacred rights i and that as naturally 
sought the same remedy i to wit, the separation of freedom 
from the embraces of despotic power. A spirit of liberty, 
humanity, and justice, in the church, may be regarded as the 
best foundation for the establishment of liberty, humanity, 
and justice in the 8tate,* and a proper regard for the rights 
of others will ever be found essential to a healthful jealousy 
and timely vindication of our own. 

It is equally evident that the rising opposition of the com
munity in general to the despotic assumptions of the British 
Government, so far as it had anything in it like a manly re
gard to free principles for its basis, compelled that community 
to look at the more grievous wrongs of the slaves, and created 
an earnest sympathy in their favor. A decent regard to self
consistency, in that unsophisticated and earnest age, could 
scarcely fail to produce some such effects. The only just 
ground for regret or Il8tonishment is that the spirit of freedom 
then seeming to be in the ascendant, did not secure and main
tain a more complete and permanent triumph. 

It is instructive to notice how the spirit of republican liber
ty and independence, in the different colonies, was found most 
predominant and most efficient, precisely where there were 

• It may be doubted by BOme wllotber the religiouR sentiment aud the testimony 
and actien of religious bodies agaillst slavery in this country, bad been sufficiently 
extensh'e to make any \"cry deep impres..ion either upon the publie conscience, in 
general, or upon the minds of our prominent .tatesmen. But tho power of such 
infiu~nce8 is grenter thnn is commonly underst()od. True statesmen, and eYen 
shrewd politician., always keep tbomsch'os infonned in respect to the religious ten
dencies of a country. Etopecial1y was tbis true in the III:.<t century. There can be 
no doubt that such mcn as JeffcrMon and Madison wero fllmiliarly acquainted with 
all that theologians in tbis country and Europe had written concerning slavery. 

The letter of Patrick Henry to Robert Pleasllnts (llt'ler"'ards PFCI!ident of the 
Virginia. Abolition Society), written Ja.n. 18, 1773, sufficiently shows thnt his mind 
had been deeply affected with the mO\'ements among tho" Friends." 

"Believe me," says he, "I .hall honor the Quakers for their noble efforts to 
abolish "!twery. It is a debt that we owe to the parity of Ol1r religion to show that 
it is at YlJrianoo with that law that warrants slavery. I exhort you to persevere in 
80 worthy a resolution." "I believe a time will come when an opportunity. will be 
offered to aOOlilli this lamentable evil." 
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fewest slaves, and where the spirit of opposition to slavery 
was likewise most efficient and most predominant i while the 
regions most deeply involved in the sin of slaveholding and 
least accessible to the principles of emancipation, were pre
cisely the same regions in which the apologists and partizans 
of British usurpation were most numerous and infiuential
the regions in which the spirit of opposition to that usurpation 
was, to the smallest extent, and with the greatest difficulty 
roused. The South was overrun with tories, while New Eng
land was united in favor of independence, almost to a man. 
Particular localities at the North, might be mentioned, where 
the prevalence of slaveholding and slave trading was connected 
with a corresponding sympathy with despotic government. 

It may be added, that the names most prominent in the 
Revolutionary struggle were also among the names most 
prominent in opposition to slavery, and it is not known that a 
single ad vocate olthe abolition of slavery was otherwise than 
a firm asserter of the rights of the Colonies. 

That the subsequent decline of the spirit of general liberty, 
and the corresponding decline of opposition to slavery, have 
steadily gone hand in hand, until the propagandists of inter
minable slavery have derided the self-evident truths of the 
Declaration of Independence, and the people of the free States 
have listened with comparative apathy, are equally undeni
able facts. 

A full and correct history of the American Revolution, and 
of the incipient and successive steps taken to unite the 
Colonies under a new government, cannot fail to identify the 
movement with opposition to slavery, and the purpose and 
anticipation of its overthrow. A few documentary facts, in 
illustration, must suffice here. 

The first general Congress of the Colonies assembled in 
Philadelphia, in September, 1774. Preparatory to that mea
sure, the Convention of Virginia assembled in August of 
that year, to appoint delegates to the general Congress. An 
exposition of the rights of British America, by Mr. Jefferson, 
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was laid before this Convention, of which the following is nil 

extract: 
"THE ABOLITION OJ' DOMESTIC SLAVERY is the greatest object of desire 

in these Colonies, where it was unhappily introduced in their infaut atate. 
But previous to the enfranchisement of the slaves, it is necessary to exclude 
further importations from Africa. Yet our repeated attempts to elrect this 
by prohibitions, and by imposing duties which might amount to prohibition, 
have been hitherto defeated by his Majesty's negative i thus preferring the 
immediate advantage of a few African corsairs to the lasting interests of the 
American States, and the rights of human nature, deeply wounded by this 
infamous practice."-Am. Archil/es, 4th series, Vol. I., p. 696. 

The Virginia Convention, before separating, adopted the 
following resolution: 

"Resolved, We will neither ourselves import nor purchase any alave or 
slaves imported by any other person after the first day of November next. 
either from AFRICA, the WEST bDn:s, or ANY OTHER PLACE."-I6. p. 687. 

Similar resolutions, had been adopted by primary meetings 
of the people in county meetings throughout Virginia, during 
the month of J~ly preceding the State Convention. At the 
meeting in Fairfax county, "\V ASHINGTON was chairman. 

North Carolina also held her Provincial Convention in 
August, of the same year. Nearly every county in the State 
was represented. There were sixty-nine delegates. The 
following resolution was adopted: 

"Resolved, That we will not import any slave or slaves, or purchase any 
slave or slaves imported or brought into the Province by others, from any 
part of the world, aner the first day of November next."-16., p. 736. 

Similar resolutions had been previously adopted in primary 
meetings of the citizens in other Southern provinces, now 
States. 

It Wa.Ii after such demonstrations that the first General Con
gress assembled. Their first and main work was the formation 
of the " ASSOCIATION" which formed a bond 0/ Union between 
the Colonies. This was nearly two years before the Declaration 
of Independence, so that "ti,e Unum" of the future States W9S 

effected before their Independence, a fact subversive of the 
common theory of the Constitution, which supposes inde-
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pendent Statesfirs~ and a compromise of the slave question, 
in order to the effecting of a Union, afterwards. The follow
ing extracts from the articles of Association will show the 
principles and the terms, so far as the slave question is con
cerned, upon which this first union was effected: 

"We do, fi,r ourselves and the inhabitants of the leveral Colonies whom 
we represent, firmly agree and aaaociate uuder the sacred ues of virtue, 
honor, and love of our country, as followl: 
• • • • • • • 

2. "THAT WE WILL KEITHEIl IMPOIlT KOR PURCHAIE AMY IL ... VE import
ed af\er the fim day of December next; after which ume we will wholly 
discontinue the SLAVE T .... DE. and will neither be concerned in it ourselves, 
Dor will we hire our veSleII. Dor sell our commodities or manufactures, to 
those who are concerned in it." 
• • • • • • • 

11. "That a committee be cholen in every county, city, and town. by 
those who are qualified to vote for Representativel in the Legillature, whose 
busineas it shall be attentively to observe the conduct of all persons touching 
this Association; and when it lhall be made to appear. to the satisfaction oC 
a majority of any such committee. that any person within the limits of their 
appointment has violated this ABIOCiation, that such maiority do forthwith 
cause the truth of the case to be published in the gazette, to the end that all 
such FOES to the rights of British America may be publicly known, and 
universally contemned as the ENEMIEB or AMERICAN LlBII:RTY; and thence
forth we respectively will break olfall dealings with him or her." 
• • • • • • • 

14 "And we do further agree and resolve that we will have no trade, 
commerce, dealings, or intercourse whatever, with any colony or province 
In North America, which shall not accede to, or which shall hereaRer 
violate this Aasociation, but will hold them as UNWORTHY or THE RIGHTS or 
rREEMEN, and as inimical to the Iibertiel of thil country." 
• • • • • • • 

"The foregoing Al8Ociation, being determined upon by the Congreas, 
was ordered to be subscribed by the several members thereof; and there
upon, we have hereunto set our respective names accordingly. 

In Congress, Philadelphia, October 20, 1774. 

PEYTON RANDOLPH, 
p,.enacnt •. 

NEW HAMPSRIRE-John Sullivan, Nathaniel Folsom. 
MASSACHUSETTS BAy-Thomas Cushing, Samuel Adams, JohD. AcIama,. 

Robert Treat Paine. 
RHODE !sLAMD-Stephen Hopkins, Samuel Ward. 
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CONNECTICUT-Eliphalet Dyer, Rogor Sherman, Silas Deane. 
NEW YORK-Isaac Low, John Alsop, John Jay, James Duane, Philip 

Livingston, William Floyd, Henry Wisner, Simon Boerum. 
NEW JERSEY-James Kinsey, William Livingston, Stephen Crsne, 

Richard Smith, John Du Hart. 
PENNSYLVANIA-Joseph Galloway, John Dickinson, Charles Humphreys, 

Thomas Mifflin, Edward ]liddle, John Morton, George Ross. 
THE LOWER COUNTIES, NEWCASTLE, &c.-Ceaar Rodney, Thomas 

McKean, George Read. 
MARYLAND-Matthew Tilghman, Thomas Johnson, jr., William Pac&, 

Samuel Chase. 
YIRGINIA-Richard Henry Lee, George Washington, Patrick Henry, jr., 

Richard Bland, Benjamin Harrison, Edmund Pendleton. 
NORTH CAROLINA-William Hooper, Joseph Hewes, Richard Caswell. 
SOUTH CAROLINA-Henry Middleton, Thomas Lynch, Christopher Gads

den, John Rutledge, Edward Rutledge.-Americall Archivel, 4th Series, 
p.915. 

Such was the action of the first American Congress. These 
were items in the" Articles of Association." How they were 
received in the Colonies will appear from the following: 

II 'Ye, therefore, the Representatives orthe extensive District of Darien, 
in the colony of Georgia, having now assembled in Congress, by authority 
and free choice of the inhabitants of said District, now freed from their 
fetters, do resolve: 

.. 5. To show the world that we are not influenced by any contracted or 
interested motives, but a general philanthropy for ALL MANKIND, of what
ever climate, language, or complexion, we hereby declare our disapprobation 
and abhorrence oC the unnatural practice oC slavery in America, (however 
the uncultivated state of our country, or other specious arguments may 
plead Cor it,) a practice founded in injustice and cruelty, and highly danger
ous to our liberties, (as well as lives,) debasing part of our Cellow-creatures 
below men, and corrupting the virtue and morsls of the rest, and is laying 
the basis oC that liberty we contend Cor, (and which we pray the Almighty 
to continue to the latest posterity,) upon a very wrong Coundation. 'Ye, 
therefore, Resolve, at all times to use our utmost endeavors filr the manu
mission oC our slaves in this colony, upon the most safe and equitable Coot
ing for the master and themsclves."-JAN. 12th, 1775.-Ihid., p. 1136. 

The following action was taken by the Convention of Mary
land, held in November, 1774, and re-adopted by a Conven
tion more fully attended, in December: 

II Reloloed, That every member of this meeting will, and every person in 
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the province should, strictly and inviolably o_"e and carry into e_cutioll 
the Aaaociation agreed on by the Continental Congren." 

The declaration adopted by a general meeting of the free
holders in James City county, in Virginia, in November, 1774, 
is in these words : 

." The Aaaociation entered into by Congreaa being publicly read, the free
holders and other inhabitants of the county, that they might testify to the 
world their concurrence and hearty approbation of the measures adopted by 
that respectable body, very cordially acceded thereto. and did bind and oblige 
themselves, by the sacred ties of virtue, honor, and love to their country, 
strictly and inviolably to observe and kf'.ep the same in every particular." 

The proceedings of a town meeting at Danbury, Connec
ticut, Dec. 12th, 1774, contained the following: 

" It is with singular pleasure we notice the second article of tbe Asso
ciation, in which it is agreed to import no more negro slaves, as we cannot 
but think it a palpable absurdity so loudly to complain of attempts to enslal'e 
u& while we are actually enslaving others."-Am. Archives, 4th series, Vol. 
I., p. 1038. 

These are but "specimens of the formal and solemn declarations of 
public bodies." "The Articles of Association were adopted by Colonial 
Conventions, County Meetings, and lesser assemblages throughout the coun
try, and became the law of America-the fundamental Constitution, sn to 
speak, of the first American Union." " The Union thus constituted was, to 
be sure, imperfect, partial, incomplete, but it was still a Union, a union of 
the Colonies and of the people for the great objects set forth in the articles. 
And let it be remembered, also, that prominent in the list of measures agreed 
on in these articles, was the discontinuance of the slave trade, with a view 
to the ultimate extinction of slavery itself ... • 

That this "sentiment pervaded the masses of the people," 
and that they understood themselves as laying the constitutional 
foundations of a permanent union and general government by 
these measures, may be seen by the following extracts from 
an eloquent paper, entitled "Observations addressed to the 
people of America," printed at Philadelphia, in Nov., 1774: 

* Speech of lion. S. P. ChllSe, of Ohio, U. S. Senate, March 28, 1850. To thIa 
speech, BOd to thl1t of Hon. Lewis D. Cllmpbell, or Ohio, in the HoWIe or ReprolleD
tatives of the U. S., Feb. 19, 1850, we Bre indebted for the quotationa made from the 
AmeriCl1ll Archives. 
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Cffff;p;!'fiSI will be treuofi 
ffffffffffff~,ilv of commiUirc ~ 

the coloniea-againEfi 
h®rEafter in America

agaififlf and happine88 mankind--agaiffffl~ 

the lut hopes of the wretched in every corner of the world; in a word, it 
will be treuon against God. • • • WE ARE !fOW LAYlIfO TBII FOIlI'I

DATIONS or AIf AMERICAN CONSTITUTION. Let us, therefore, hold up 
everything 1I"e do to the eye of posterity. They will most probably mea
sure their liberties and happiness by the most careless of our footsteps. 
Let no unhallowed hand touch the precious seed of liberty. Let UI form 
the fmch a manner, and mith such principlfif 

Ifst forever. • • mish to live to hear 
iulJilee in the yeafi the models, picture®f 

fffH.llf,fflf. that shall be the memory of thf 
Congre88 of 1774. fc1ffifftitious circumstaDffE 

pfefffffj,erfffp on that day, it the blood, or eT®ff 
to po88888 the name, of a member of that glorious assembly."-Amer. 
Arch., 4 ser., vol. i: p. 976. 

The spirit of1774 was not extinct or languishing in 1776, 
a year memorable not only for the Declaration of American 
Independence, but for the previous enunciation of the same 

applied to thfi in a morii 
thorough elucidation whole subject than 

The Hopkins againot 
by a notiee ecotion of Congresii 

agamfit trade, and the the traffic" hae 
now but few advocates, and is generally exploded and con
demned." The treatise contains the remarkable statement 
that" the slavery that now takes place," (in distinction from 
that of ancient times,) is "without the express sanction of civil 
government."t This idea will now appear strange to most per-

C<fCfcming the Slavery Of 

nm«riaan State. to emBmChtfffff 
WfCf"""'f" tbe Continental 

fiiffwing it to be the dut! 
Cfrican SIM·ea. Dedi

Hopkins, D.D., ot 

ffema involved In anc,thff the treatise. "Th" 
,.,,,,.n O':eae ooloni08," 88yft rM9Utl'akl and 
bod,. of the people, have doubtless been greatly guilty in approving and oncour
.,mg, M' a' kut OImMtl;ng at, thi~ practice" (i. ,., a1aveholding). 

This Is certainly remarkable language, especially from ao acourate and discrimin-

zed by uUUglt: 
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sons. But the careful and reflecting reader of the history we 
have given in the preceding chapters, will have been led to 
inquire when and how the "express sanction," of "civil gov
ernment" had been given to slavery in any form that could 
entitle it to the reputation of being legalized. The decision 
of Lord Mansfield in the Somerset case, four years previous, 
may have been in the mind of Hopkins, and he is known to 
have been in correspondence with Granville Sharp, with 
whose views the reader is acquainted. What seems most re
markable is, that a treatise containing such a statement should 
not only have been extensively circulated without being 
questioned, but republished, and still more extensively circu
lated, nine years afterwards, by anti-slavery societies under 
the auspices of such statesmen as Franklin and Jay. If it be 
conceded that American slavery was "without the express 
sanction of civil government," that it was not, in a strict. and 
proper sense, legalized, at the time when Hopkins wrote hi. 
treatise, a few months before the Declaration of Independence, 
it would be a curious question how it could have become 
legalized since. Assuredly, the far-famed Declaration of in· 
alienable human rights cannot have given it any new validity I 

.. We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal ; 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable righta, 
among which are life, liberty, and the pUl'lluit of happineea." "To eecure 
these rights, Kt1I1ernment8 are instituted among men." "We, tMNftWe. 
the representatives of the United States of America," clc. &C. 

We enter into no argument here concerning the legal dect 
of that immortal Declaration, upon the tenure of slave proper
ty. But it is important to note down distinctly the historical 
facts. It was the "unanimous Declaration of the thirteen 
United (not disunited) States of America." The" Union" 
had already been formed, and has never since been dissolved. 

ative a writer u Hopkins, if lliavery were uuiverullyand unhesitatingly held to be 
r.,al. Legislatures and magistrates are uot oommonly spokeu of u "-'IIiAf" 
(closing their eyOl upon) practices which are admitted to be legal I Such languap 
dOBCribcs their eulpablo neglect to 8upprell and punish practicea that are unlawful. 
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On this point, there can be no mistake.* It was not only n 
Declaration of the States by their delegates, but was separately 
ratified by all the States, afterwards, and has never been re
pudiated or repealed since. In connection with the previous 
Articles of Association, it was the only constitution of the 
United States, until the adoption of the" Articles of Confeder· 
ation" in 1778 j and with these, thenceforward, until the adop
tion of the present Federal Constitution, in 1789. It had 
power to legalize Acts of Congress and Treaties, as also to 
absolve citizens from their allegiance to the king of Great 
Britain.t Its repeal would have been an abandonment of In
dependence, and a return to the condition of colonies. 

Besides this, the original thirteen States, except Connecti
cut and Rhode Island, formed Constitutions bearing date, 
variously, from 1776 to 1783. " They generally recognized, 
in some form or other, the natural rights of men, as one of the 
fundamental principles of the government. Several of them 
asserted these rights in the most emphatic and authoritative 
manner." So that the fundamental principles and self-evident 
twths of the Declaration of 1776 became the constitutional 
law of the several States. YUle Spooner, p. 46. 

The Articles of Confederation, formed in 1778, contained 
no recognition of slavery, nor of distinctions of color. It was 
never pretended that, under these articles, the slaveholder 
whose slaves had escaped to another State, had any legal 
power to force him back. 

In 1779 the Continental Congress ordered a pamphlet to be 
published, entitled, "Observations on the American Revolu
tion," of which the following is an extract: 

"The great principle (of government) ill and ever will remain in force, 

* The reader is referred to the unanswered and nnanswerable argument of JOM 
Quiucy Adams on this point, in his addreaa at Newburyport, 4th of July, 1837. 

t John Hancock, Pr08ident of Congress, in a letter to the Convention of New 
JeI'lleY, then in ae88ion, and inclosing a copy of the Declal'lltion of Independence, 
lpeaks of it BII being" the g-round and foundatum of a futnre uovernment. It If the 
"ground and foundation" be removed, what becomes of the superstructure I But 
it this "ground and foundation" remaina, what becomes of the validity of sla\"8 
la_I 
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tlult mm are, by fIIIture, free; u accountable to Him that made them, they 
moat be 80; and 80 long u we have any idea of divine jwtice, we moat 
aasociate that of Ituman freedom. Whether men can part with their 
liberty, is among the questions which have exercised the ablest writers; 
but it is conceded, on all hand., tltat tlte rigltt to he free CA.K KEVER .IC 
ALIENATED; still le88 is it practicable for one generation to mortgage the 
privileges of anotlter." 

A more forcible denial of the pos.'1ibility of legalizing slavery 
could not easily have been penned. 

About this time, or not long after, Mr. Jefferson wrote his 
celebrated Notes on Virginia, in which his testimonies against 
slavery are 80 various and emphatic, that we hesitate what 
paragraph to select for quotation. The following serves to 
show what such men, at that time, expected and desired to 
see accomplished, and what was then, in Mr. Jefferson's 
opinion, the state of sentiment in the Southern States . 

.. I think a change is already perceptible since the origin of the present 
revolution. The spirit of the muter is abating, that of the slave is rising 
from the dust, his condition mollifying, THE WA.Y, I HOPE, PREPA.RINO, UNDEa 
THE AUSPICES OF HEAVEN, FOR A TOTAL IUUKCIPATIOK." 

General Gates, the conqueror of Burgoyne, emancipated, in 
1780, his numerous slaves. 

From the beginning to the close of the war, one uniform 
language was held. Soon after the peace of 1783, Con· 
gress issued an address to the States, drawn up by Mr. Madi
son, a main object of which was to ask the provision of funds 
to discharge the public engagements. The plea is thus urged: 

" Let it be remembered, finally, that it has eTer been the pride and boast 
of America that the rights for which she contended were the rights of 
human nature. By the blessing of the Author of these rights on the means 
exerted for their defence, they have prevailed against all opposition, and 
form the basis OfTRIRTEEN INDEPENDENT STATES." 

The expression of similar sentiments did not then cease, 
nor were they confined to public acts. 

"JefFerson, Pendleton, Mason, Wythe, and Lee, while acting as a com
mittee of the House of Delegates of Virginia, to revise the State Law8, 
prepared a plan for the gradual emancipation of the slaTes, by law." 

In addition to these, .. Grayson, St. George Tucker, Madison, Blair, Page, 
Parker, Edmund Randulph, Iredell, Spaight, Ramsey, McHenry, Samuel 
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Chase, and nearly all tbe illustrious names south of the Potomao, proclaimed 
it before tbe sun, that the days of slnery were beginning to be nDln
bered.!'-Power oJ CMlgre .. Oller the" Di6trict of ColumiJis," by T. D. 
WELD. 

But it is needless to multiply these references. So universal 
were these sentiments, that Mr. Leigh, in the Convention 
of Virginia, in 1832, took occasion to say: 

"I thought, till Tery lately, that it was known to eTery body tbat, during 
the ReTolution, and for many years after, the abolition of slnery was a 
favorite topic witb many of our ablest statesmen, wbo entertained with re
spect all the schemes which willdom or ingenuity could suggest for ita 
accompliehment. " 

Mr. Faulkner, in the same Convention, alluded to the same 
fact, as did also Gov. Barbour, of Virginia, in the United 
States' Senate, in 1820. 

These professions of the fathers of our republic were nol 
totally unaccompanied with corresponding action. 

The articles of Association, including the solemn pledge to 
discontinue the slave trade, appear to have been generally 
respected and observed. That there were unprincipled men 
who evaded or transgressed them, as there were other traitors 
to the cause of liberty, there can be no doubt. After the close 
of the war, this is known to have been the fact. But the 
States took early measures for its suppression . 

.. Tbe first opportunity was taken, after the Declaration of J ndependence, 
to extinguisb tbe detestable commerce so long fi,rced IIpon the province 
(Virginia). In October, 1778, during: the tumult and anxiety of the ReToln
tion, the General Assembly passed a law, probibiting, under beavy penalties, 
the further importation of slaves, and declaring: that every slave imported 
thereafter, should be immediately set free." "Tbe example of Virginia 
was followed, at difFerent times, before tbe date of the Federal Constitution, 
by most IIf the otber States."-Wal"h'" .. Appeal"-Vide" Friend of 
Man," June 21, 1837. Copied from" Human Right"." 

" We are not aware that. any State allowed the importation of slaves at 
t.he time," when tbe Constit.ution was adopted. "Tbe first State tbat re
newed tbe traffic, so far as we know, was S. Carolina." in 1803.-" Human 
Rightll"-" F. of Man," as &buTe. 

Under what influences, and with what activity, the slave 
trade was resumed, from 1803 to 1808, will be shown in the 
proper place. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

ERA OF FORMING THE FEDERAL CONSTITUTION. 

Prevailing Sentiment-WlISbington-Lutber Martyn-WUliam Pinckney-North. 
Western Territol'1-Ordinanoe of 1787-MllCiieon-u Und .... tandinp"-WillOD
Hea\b-Jobnson-Randolph-Patrlok IIenry-lrodeU-u The Federalist," by Jay, 
lbdison, and Hamiiton-RatificatloDS-Rhode Island-Now York-Virguu
North Carolin_Amendment--" Due proeeaa of law." 

FROM the close of the Revolutionary war in 1783, to the 
sitting of the Constitutional Convention, was a space of only 
four years. Thence, two more years bring us to the adoption 
of the Constitution, in 1789. What was the prevailing senti
ment of that period 7 

In a leUer to Robert Morris, dated Mount Vernon, April HI, 1786, George 
W ubington said: 

.. I call ooly say that there is not a man living who wishes mOle sincerely 
than I do to see a plan adopted for the abolition of it, (slavery;) but there is 
only one proper and effectoal mode in which it can be accomplished, and 
that is by legislative authority; and this, so far u my suffrage will go, shall 
never be wanting."-9 Sparb'. W/Uhington, 158. 

In a letter to John F. Mercer, September 9, 1786, he reiterated this 
sentiment: 

" I neYer mean, unless some particular circomstances sbould compel me to 
it, to poaaeaa another slave by purchase, it being among my first wiahea to 
see some plan adopted, by which slavery in this country may be aboliahed 
by law. "-llJitl. 

And in a leUer to Sir John Sinclair, he further said: 
.. There are in PenDBylvania laws for the gradual abolition oC slavery, 

which neither Virginia nor Maryland have at present, but which nothing is 
more certain than they must have, and at a period not remote." 

By his last will and testament he made all his slaves free. 
6 
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The testimonies of Franklin, Rush, and Jay, in strong op
position to slavery, have been citel} in another connection.* 

We have now traced the history of the "peculiar institu
tion" down to the time when the Federal Constitution, was 
about to be formed. Exceedingly" peculiar" indeed, are the 
vouchers for its authenticity and legality down to that point 
in our national history. What occurred while the Federal 
Constitution was in process of forming, is the next historical 
fact to be inquired after. What was likely to have occurred, 
and even, indeed, what could have occurred, may well nigh be 
read in the mere light of the historical facts already noticed. 
Those facts, at least, should not be left out of the account, in 
any attempts at a historical exposition of the Constitution, if, 
indeed, the advocates of the " institution" adventure into 
the field of history at all, in defence of their claims. The 
simple history, and not the argument, must occupy, at present, 
our attention, and yet it is in the light of the pending contro
versy that we should ponder the facts. It is that contest that 
gives them their value, and they should be collected, arranged 
and studied with a view to the points to be illustrated and 
determined by them. 

Luther Martin, of Maryland, advocated the abolition of 
slavery, in the Federal Convention of 1787, and in his Report 
of the proceedings of that Convention to the Legislature of 
his own State. 

William Pinckney, of Maryland, in the House of Delegates 
in that State, in 1789, urged, strongly, the abolition of slavery. 
We will give but a specimen of his language on that occasion. 

"Sir-Iniquitous and most dishonorable to Maryland, is that dreary 
.ystem of partial bondage which her laws have hitherto supported with a 
solicitude worthy of a better object, and her citizens by their practice, 
countenanced. Founded in a disgraceful traffic, to which the parent 
country lent ita fostering aid, from motives of interest, but which even she 
would have disdained to encourage, had England been the destined mart of 
auch inhuman merchandize, ita continuance is as shameful as ita origin." 

• Chapter IV. 
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NORTH-WESTERN TERRITORy-oRDIN.A.NCE OF 1787. 

While the Convention for drafting the Constitution of the 
United States was in session, in 1787, the Old Congress passed 
an ordinance abolishing slavery in the North-Western Terri
tory, and precluding its future introduction there. The first 
Congress under the new Constitution ratified this ordinance, 
by a special act. It received the approval of W Bshington, 
who was then fresh from the discussions of the Convention 
for drafting the Federal Constitution. The measure originated 
with Jefferson, and its ratification in the new Congress received 
the vote of every member except Mr. Yates, of New York, 
the entire &utltern delegation voting for ita adoption. By this 
ordinance slavery was excluded from Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Iown. 

The series of articles is preceded by this preamble: 

"And for extending the fundamental principles of civil and religious 
liberty, which form the basis whereon these republics, their laws and con
stitutions, are erected; to fix and establish those principles as the basis of 
all laws, constitutions, and governments, which forever hereafter shall be 
formed in said Territory; to provide also for the establishment of States, 
and permanent government therein, and for their admiBBion to a share in 
the Federal Councils at as early a period as may be consistent with the 
general interest:-Be it ordained and established," &c. &c. 

Then follow the articles. The sixth is as follows: 

" There shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise than 
in tbe punishment of crimos, whereof the party shall have been duly con
victed; provided, always, that any peraon escaping into the same, from 
whom labor or service may be lawfully claimed, in anyone of the original 
States, such fugitive may be lawfully reclaimed, and conveyed to the person 
claiming his or her labor or service, as aforesaid." 

"The Constitution," it is clo.imed, "guaranties slavery." 
And" the compromises of the Constitution" are very gene
rally conceded, even among those who disrelish and contro
vert the claim. We enter not now into matters of mere 
oplDlon. But the continuity and fidelity of the 'li8tory we 
have attempted, compel us to attend to the lac". 
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Whatever those facts are,' they are such as are interlinked, 
indissolubly, with the historical facts of the last previous 
chapter, and the preceding ones. History must be understood, 
if at all, in its connections. 

The Constitution is in the hands of the people. 'Ve need 
not copy here its provisions. No claimant of the Constitu-

• tional guaranties of slavery adventures to rest the claim on 
the mere wordJJ of that instrument. He well knows that 
neither the terms "slave" nor "slavery" are to be found 
there. He goes out (If the instrument for its exposition, and 
reposes on supposed facts, in the shape of "understandings" 
then entertained. What were the" understandings " of that 
period? In the preceding chapter may be seen some of them. 
It is in place here to record more. We have seen what they 
were, up to the time of the framing and adopting of the Fed
eral Constitution. What were they, then? 

In the Convention that drafted the Constitution-

Mr. Madison declared, he .. thought it wrong to admit in the Constitution 
the idea that there could be property in men."-3 Mad. Pap., 1429. -

" On motion of Mr. Randolph, the word' SERViTUDE' was struck out, and 
, SERViCE' unanimously inserted-the former being thought to expre88 the 
cODdition of SLA UB, and the latter the obligation of FREE PERSONS. "-16. 3, 
p.1569. 

Such were the "understandings" of the Convention that 
drafted the Constitution. And with what "understanding" 
was it adopted by the people, in their State Conventions? 
Let us see. 

James Wilson, of Pennsylvania, had been a leading member of the Con
vention, and in the Ratification Convention of his State, wben speaking of 
the clause relating to the power of Congre88 over the slave trad" after 
twenty years, he said: 

" I consider this clause as laying the foundation for banishing slavery out 
of tbis country; and though the period is more distant than I could wiah it, 
it will produce the aame kind, gradual change aa was produced in Pennsyl-

* In other word" Mr. loladison would not conaent thnt the Constitution should 
recognize e\'en the ugaUty of .ID\·ery I This 11'011 a It ill more full, confident, _ 
emphatic expression of the idea we have before quoted from Dr. Hopkins. 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FREEDOH. 

vania. • • • The new Statea which are to be formed will be under the 
control of Congress in this particular, and slavery will never be inl.roduced 
among them. "-2 Elliot's Debates, 452. 

In another place, speaking of this clause, he said: 
" It presents U9 with the pleasing prospect that the rights of mankind 

will be acknowledged and established throughout the Union. If there wall 
no other feature in the Constitution but this one, it would diffuse a beauty 
over its whole countenance. Yet the labor of a few years, and Congre85' 
will have power to exterminate slavery from within our borders."-lb. 2, 
p.484. 

In the Ratification Convention of Massachusetts, Gen. Heath said: 
.. The migration or importation, &c., is eonfined to the States now exist

ing only; new States cannot claim it. Congress by their ordinance for 
creating new Statea some time since, declared that the new State. shall be 
republican, and that there shall be no slavery in them. "-lb. 2, p. 115. 

Nor were these views and anticipations confined .to the free States. In 
the Ratification Convention of Virginia, Mr. Johnson said: 

" They tell U8 that they see a progressive danger of bringing about eman
cipation. The principle has begun since the Revolution. Let UII do what we 
will, it will come round. Slavery h~ been the foundation of much of that 
impiety and dissipation which have been so much di85eminated among our 
countrymen. If it were totally abolished, it would do much good.!'-lb. 3, 
pp.6-48. 

Gov. Randolph rebuked those who expressed apprehensiolls that its influ
ence might be exerted on the side of freedom, by saying: 

.. I hope that there are none Iiere who, considering the subject in the calm 
light of philosophy, will advance an objection dishonorable to Virginia, that, 
at the moment they are securing the rights of their citizens, there is a spark 
of hope that those unfortunate men now held in BONDAGE may, by the 
operation of the General Government, be made FREE."-lb. 3, p. 598. 

Patrick Henry, in the same Convention, argued" the power 
of Oongres8, under the United States' Omstitution, to abolish slavery 
in the Slates," and added: 

.. Another thing will contribute to bring this event about. Slavery is 
detested. We feel its effects. We deplore it with all the pity of human
ity."-Debates Va. Cont"ention. p. 463. 

"In the debates of the North Carolina Convention, M~. Iredell, after
wards a Judge of the United States Supreme Court. said-' When the entire 
abolition of (llavery takes place, it will be an event which must bo pleasing 
to every generous mind, and every friend of human nature.' "_" PtlWtlr oJ 
Congre.s," &c., pp. 31-2. ' 
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Such are a few specimens of the expressed II understand
ingstl with which the people adopted the Constitution. 

Another class of historical facts, of the utmost importance 
to a right understanding of the slave question in America, 
relates to the expositions and arguments addressed to the 
people of the United States to persuade them to adopt the 
Federal Constitution. It is well known that the people were 
sensitively jealous of their rights at that period, and fearful 
of the encroachments of despotic power. A strong party, 
of which Mr. Jefferson (a prominent and zealous propagandist 
of abolitionism) was understood to be the nucleus, and after
wards became the successful presidential candidate, opposed 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution, as prepared by the 
Convention, on the ground of its alleged defects in not pro
viding sufficient securities for personal rights, and a more ample 
and explicit enunciation of the self-evident truths of the 
Declaration of 1776. This opposition drew out the distin
guished statesmen, Madison, Jay, and Hamilton, in a joint 
and elaborate defence of the Constitution as drafted, compri
sing a series of papers known as "The Federalist," and since 
collected into a large volume. These papers were extensively 
circulated before the action of the States, and were largely 
instrumental in securing their desired object.-No. 39 of" r.I.'he 
Federalist," by James Madison, contains the following: 

.. The fi,.,t gue,tion that olTers itself is, whether the general form and 
aspect of the government be strictly republican. It is evident that no other 
form would be reconcilable with the genius of the people of America, and 
with the fundamental principle, of the Ret'olution, or with that honorable 
determination which animates every votary of freedom, to rcll all our polit
ical experiments on the capacity of MANKIND for SELF-GOVERNMENT. If the 
plan of the Convention, therefore, be Cound to depart from the republican 
character, its advocates must abandon it, as no longer defensible." 

Mr. Madison proceeds, at some length, to discuss the ques
tion, "What are the distinctive characters of the republican 
form" ? After distinctly repudiating the aristocracies and 
~ligarchies of Holland, Venice, Poland, and England, as not 
being republican, though sometimes "dignified," very impro-
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perly, "with the appellation," Mr. Madison proceeds further 
to define a republican government as one whose officers are 
appointed by THE PEOPLE, &C. "It is essential to such a gov
ernment," says he, II that it be derived from the great body of 
society, NOT from an inconsiderable portion, oR, a favored cltus 
of it." And this is the same Mr. Madison, who, in the Con
vention for drafting the Constitution which he was now re
commending, had insisted that the instrument must not recog
nize the legality of slavery. 

The adoption of the Federal Constitution was thus success
fully urged upon the people, by representing it as laying the 
foundation of the Government upon" the principles of the 
Revolution "-the principles of '76,-the principles promul
gated so effectively by Mr. Jefferson, who had said-

.. The true foundation of republican government is the EQU.lL RIORT8 or 
EVERY CITIZEN, in his PERSON and PROPERTY, and in their MANAOEMEl'IT," 

and who had explicitly designated the slaves 1-8 .. citizens."· 

In No. 84 of "The Federalist" several pages are devoted 
to a consideration of what wns evidently understood to be a 
vital point, in the minds of the people, who were 80 800n to 
decide on the adoption or rejection of the proposed Con
stitution. 

"The most considerable of the remaining objectIons," says 
the writer, "is, that the plan of tIle Cbnventwn contains no biU 
of rig1Lts." 

The writer speaks of "the intemperate partizans of a bill of 
nghts," and of their I, zeal in this matter." This shows that 
many of the people were sensitive on this point, and that the 
friends of the proposed Constitution were afraid of its being 
rejected in consequence. 

And how did "The Federalist" successfully allay this 
Jealousy, and persuade the people to adopt the proposed Con
stitution? 

* With what execration should the statesman be loaded, who, permitting OM MV 
of the cilium thus to trample upon the righta or 1M Dew, traoaforDIII thoee into 
despot~, and these iato enemies, destroys the moral. of the one part, and the _ 
p4It'i4I of tho other. "-HoIM ",. Y"WVmitJ. 
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It was done, fir8~ by citing a number of specific provisions 
in the Constitution, equivalent, (as was claimed) to so many 
corresponding items in a bill of rights i and, second, by citing 
the PRB.UlBLE to the Constitution, setting forth its objects 
"to secure the blessings oj liberty," &c. to "the people of the 
United States." This Preamble, as being a part of the Con
stitution, and its very basis, to which all the rest was con
formed, was represented as being not only a bill of rights in 
the general, but "a better recognition of popular rights" than 
could otherwise have been framed, nnd less liable to be set 
aside, under a "plausible pretence," by men "disposed to 
usurp power."* 

The objectors had desired such a bill of rights as several of 
the States, particularly Massachusetts, had already adopted, 
and under which, before that time, the Courts of Massachusetts 
had decided slavery to be illegal. Yet" The Federalist" as
sured them that the Constitution was more than the equivalent 
of such bills of rights. 

It was under the pressure of expositions and arguments 
like these, from leading members of the Convention, that the 
people were persuaded to ratify the Constitution that had been 
elaborated with closed doors. They ratified it with" the 
understanding," so frequently expressed by and among them, 
that the Const.1tution was in favor of freedom. We know of 
no record in which the ratification of that instrument was 
urged, either at the North or at the South, on the ground that 
it was the guaranty of any form of despotism--or on the 
ground that the conflicting interests of liberty and slavery 
had been compromised. The whole current of the political 
literature of that period forbids the idea that any such appeals 
could have been adventured. 

But the people, though they ratified the Constitution, were 

• The reader Is doubtl_ familiar with the I'IIOdwn plena. that the Preamble baa 
DO controlling power over the CODBUtuUon; tbat it doea .not fumiah II criterion for 
CoDBtitutioual expoaition; IIDd that, in fact, it Is no part of the Coultilution I We 
-7 judge what would have .been the fate of the proposed CODBtitution, if ita frienda 
had outltript ita enomiea in reprcseuting it thUII ! 
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Dot satisfied to do 80 without insisting upon important amend
ments. The Conventions of Virginia, North Carolina and 
Rhode Island, proposed a provision as fOllO\vs: 

II No FREEMAN ought to be taken. impriaoned. or disseized of his free
hold, liberties. privileges. or franchise •• or outlawed. or exiled. or in any 
manoer despoiled or deprived of his life. liberty. or property. BUT BY THill 

LAW OF THE LAND."-Elliot.r Debate.r. 658. 
New York proposed a difl'erent provision: 
" No PERSON ought to be taken, imprisoned, or diseeized of his freehold. 

or be exiled, or deprived oC his privileges, franchises. life. liberty. or pro
perty. but by due procese oflaw."-1 Ibid. 328. 

These various propositions came before Congrese. and that body, at its 
first _ion, agreed upon several amendments to the Constitution, which 
were snbsequently ratified by the State.. That which related to personal 
liberty was expressed in these comprehensive words: 

" No person • • • • .hall be deprived omfe, liberty, or property, 
without due procese oflaw."-Cona., Amend., Art. li. 

It is to be noted, as nn importnnt historical fact, that this 
remarkable provision is an amendment, coming in after the 
original instrument had been ratified, thus over-riding and 
controlling, like nIl other amendments, whatever in the origi
nal instrument may have been supposed to be of a contrary 
bearing. 

The ratification o( Rhode Island was longest withheld, and 
was most. remarkable in its mode of expression. It was, in 
fact, conditional. It specified a long list of declarations of 
rights, and then said: 

" Under these impreseions, and declaring that the rights aforesaid cannot 
he alJritJglld. and that the explanations aforesaid are con.ristent with the said 
Constitution. and in confidence that the amendments hereafter mentioned 
will receive an early and mature deliberation. and conformably to the 5th 
article of said Constitution. speedily become parts thereoC: We the said 
delegate .... &c., &c., " do assent to and ratify the said Constitution." 

Among these declarations of rights were some equivalent 
to those of the Declaration of Independence. 

Among the proposed amendments, above mentioned, was 
the following: 

"As a traffic tending to establish or continue the .rlavery of any part of 
the human species. is disgraceful to the cause of religion and humanity, that 
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Congress as lOon as may be, promote and eltabliah Inch laws as may 
eft"ectually prevent the importation of slaves, of auy description, into the 
United Statel." 

From this it is seen, that the State whose citizens were most 
deeply engaged in the lucrative importation of slaves, the only 
State, perhaps, that was growing rich by the continuance oj the 
slave s!/stem, consented to ratify the Federal Constitution only 
on condition that the traffic should be speedily prohibited. No 
other ratification of the Constitution was ever made by Rhode 
Island. She never consented to the twenty years' delay of that 
prohibition. 
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CHAPTER X. 

OF DIREC'r ANTI-SLAVERY EFFORTS, INCLUDING ECCLESIASTI
CAL AcrION, FROl[ THE PERIOD OF THE REVOLUTION TO 
THE CLOSE OF THE LAST CENTURY, AND THE ABOLITION 
OF SLAVERY IN THE NORTHERN STATES. 

Republication of Hopkina' Dialogue (1785)-Edwarda' Sennon (17Dl)-Anti-Slave'7 
Meeting at Woodbridge, N. J. (1788)-Abolition Societies in l'ennaylvania, NeW' 
York, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Maryland, Virginia, NeW' Jersey, Delawaro
Names of distinguished abolitionists-Memorial to Leg. of New York, by Jay, 
Hamilton, &c.-PetitionB to Congre8ll, by B. Franklin and otbera-Diacu88iona in 
Congre.~s-William and Mary College (Va.)-Action of Methodiat E. Conference
Presb. General AlIsembly-Baptiati-Aetion of the States-Virginia, Delaware, 
Rhode bland, Vermont-Muaachusettl-Pennaylvania-New llampahlre, Con
necticut-New York-New Jeracy-Cenaus of remaining slaves. 

SIGNIFICANT as are the facts recorded in the two preceding 
chapters, they would fail of producing their full and proper 
impression, unless connected with an account of other move
ments witnessed at the same time, and extending to a still 
later period of our history. It was not in the National Coun
cils alone, the resolutions and acts of Congress, the corres
ponding proceedings of State and County Conventions, the 
action of State legislatures, and the declarations of prominent 
statesmen, that the· rising of sentiment against slavery was 
apparent. Then, as at other times, under popular institu
tions, such manifestations were to be regarded as evidences of 
a still broader and deeper current of public opinion, that was 
producing them. Then, as now i here, as in Great Britain, 
the public bodies and functionaries nearest 'to the people, 
freshest from their bosom, most accessible to their inspection, 
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and most directly and vitally amenable to them (" Represen
tatives" and" Commons," in distiIl:ction from II Lords" and 
II Senates "), were most deeply imbued with the principles of 
justice and freedom-a general fact of incalculable weight in 
the argument for thoroughly democratic institutions. 

And back of this general public sl!ntiment against slavery, 
were the moral influences that had been operating in that 
direction-the religious testimonies and the ecclesiastical action 
before mentioned. The power of the press, and of voluntary 
association, irrespective of sect, followed soon afterward. 

The first edition of Hopkins' Dialogue was published at 
Norwich, Connectiout, early in 1776, as before stated. Its 
circulation was extensive, and is known to have produced a 
powerful impression upon the minds of refleoting men, includ
ing some in high stations. A second edition was issued in 
New York in 1785, "by vote of the society for promoting 
the manumission of slaves "-of which John Jay was Presi
dent, and which had been fo~ed January 25th of that Rame 
year. 

Another publication, of great weight and influence, was the 
celebrated sermon of Dr. Jonathan Edwards, of New Haven, 
Conn., afterwards President of Union College, Schenectady, 
preached before the Connecticut Society for the Promotion of 
Freedom, &c., Sept. 15, 1791. It is a masterpiece of logical 
argument, and was extensively circulated by the manumission 
and abolition societies of that period, as it has been since by 
the more modern anti-slavery societies. 

By these two publications, the argument against slavery 
was placed upon a deeper and broader theological and meta
physical basis,' and was pushed to more startling and radical 
conclusions, than in any previous writings on the subject with 
which we are acquainted. And it may safely be said that no 
later writers have gone beyond them in affirming the inherent 
sinfulness and deep criminality of slaveholding, and the duty 
of immediate and uncondi,tional emancipation. Particularly 
is this true of tbe sermon of Edwards. If others have insisted 
upon these points with more vehemence of declamation, or 
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With a more biilfiant display of rhetoric, there is no one who 
has more deliberately arid triumphantly demonstrated those 
truths by a 'process of cool iron~linked argument, placing it 
forever beyond the power of man to unsettle them, without 
dethroning the moral sense, rejecting the inductions of reason, 
and abjuring the Christian religion. It is not known that any 
writer or public speaker of any note, has ever attempted to 
grapple with that sermon, attempting to criticize, or to con
fute it. And yet this forbearance cannot be because the lan
guage employed is more smooth and mild than that of other 
writings that have been criticized as denunciatory. The 
preacher distinctly charges upon the slaveholder the crime of 
man·stealing, and the repetition of the crime every day he 
continues to hold a slave in bondage. He charges him also 
with" theft or robbery"-nay, with" Ii greater crime than for
nication, theft, or robbery." He predicts that, "if we may 
judge the future by the past, within fifty years from this time 
it will be as shameful for a man to hold a negro slave, as to 
be guilty of common robbery or theft." In an appendix, Dr. 
Edwards answers objections against immediate emancipation, 
just as modern abolitionists answer them now. 

Such were the sentiments whieh the abolition societies of 
the last century, directed by the patriots of the American 
Revolution, the founders of the Union, the framers and 
the adopters of the Federal Constitution, were intent to circu
late through the country. If some of them, as statesmen, did 
not fully carry out the idea of immediate emancipation taught 
in such writings, they circulated them among the people, 
nevertheless. . These were the effective weapons of their war
fare against slavery, so far as they succeeded at all. By these 
doctrines, mainly, the public conscience was reached, and the 
measures put in progress, which finally resulted in the aboli. 
tion of slavery in some of the States. The doctrines are none 
the less true and trustworthy because the partial adoption of 
them produced but partial and tardy results. If the abolition 
of slavery in some of the States was so slow and gradual as 
to· occupy a ~hcile generation or more in the process, if in 
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some others it still lingers, or hns been indefinitely postponed, 
while the system has strengthened itself, and the slave power 
has assumed the control of the nation and stealthily reversed 
its policy, the fault does not lie in the teachings of Hopkins 
and Edwards, but in the mistaken prudence of those who 
thought it more wise and safe to follow but partially in prac
tice what was admitted to be right and true in the abstract. 
To this single fallacy, the failure of the Revolutionary aboli
tionists, in their intended overthrow of American slavery, 
may be distinctly traced. "The ruse of gradualism," iden
tical with deferred repentance for sin, produced its accustomed 
and legitimate fruits. IL deceived them, as it deceives the 
greater portion of mankind. 

We may honor their earnest endeavors, nevertheless, and 
rejoice in the success, however limited, with which their labors 
were crowned. It should be ours to emulate their love of 
freedom, and avoid their mistakes, the repetition of which 
would be less excusable in us. 

An important and highly spirited anti-slavery meeting is 
said to have been held at Woodbridge, New Jersey, appro
priately convened on the 4th of July, 1783, just seven yea1'8 
after the Declaration of inalienable rights that was now ad
mitted to have been manfully and succes.'Ifully sustained. 
Dr. Dloomfield, father of Governor Bloomfield of New Jersey, 
is said to have presided on that joyous occasion, which was 
celebrated by a public dinner, for which wns provided a. 
roasted ox-a circumstance that a.ttests the general and cor
dial attendance of the citizens. Who could have predicted 
the era of pro·slavery mobs against abolition meetings then? 
Who would have looked for biblical defences of slaveholding, 
from the high places of Princeton? Who would have be
lieved that churches and pulpits, generally, throughout the 
country, would ever be closed against the discussion of slavery, 
for fear of " disturbing the peace of our Zion 7" Who would 
have believed that anti·slavery agitation would ever have been 
regarded with abhorrence, as adve1'8e to "the perpetuity of 
our glorious Union 7" What value could the patriots of that 
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day have attached to any union that was not cemented on the 
basis of freedom, and designed for its guaranty? 

ABOLITION SOCIETIES. 

It may be difficult to enumerate all the manumission and 
abolition societies of this period, or to fix, accurately, the pre· 
cise dates of their organization. The particulars that follow 
embody what we have at command. 

Dr. Holmes, in his" American Annals," says that the Abo
lition Society of Pennsylvania was formed in 1774, and was 
enlarged in 1787. Hildreth, in his" History of the United 
States," says the Pennsylvania Society was the first. Edward 
Needles, in his "Historical Memoir ofthe Pennsylvania Soci
ety for the abolition of Slavery, the relief of free negroes un
lawfully held in bondage, and for improving the African race," 
says the first associated action in Philadelphia was a meeting 
of a few individuals at the Sun tavern in Second-street, April 
14, 1775,* when a society was formed" for the relief of free 
negroes unlawfully held in bondage." The society met four 
times in 1775, and adjourned to meet in 1776 i but, on account 
of the war, no meeting occurred till February, 1784, after 
which its meetings were continued till March, 1787, when the 
Constitution was so revised as to include prominently" the 
abolition of slaveT!J/' as in the above title. Of this Society, Dr. 
Benjamin Franklin was chosen President. 

The New York "Society for promoting the Manumission 
of Slaves, and protecting such of them as have been or may 
be liberated," was formed J auuary 25, 1785, as before men
tioned. Of this society, John Jay was the first President. 
On being appointed Chief-Justice of the United States, he reo 
signed, and was succeeded by Gen. Alexander Hamilton, who 
held the office a few months, until, on receiving an appoint
ment in the Federal cabinet, he removed to Philadelphia, and 
soon after his place was filled by "Gen. Matthew Clarkson, 
the United States Marshal for New York, a very pious, good 

* ODe:yOll later thaD the ltatoment of Dr. Holm ... 

Digitized by Google 



96 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

00, 'and belonging to a different 'species frOm the ~ner81 
race of slave-Catching marshals."* " 

May 5,1786, the committee of the New York Society re
ported that a similar society was about to be established at 
ProTidenee, Rhode Island. In 1788 the Pennsylvania Society 
addressed their corresponding members in Rhode Island, 
about vessels fitting out there in defiance of the laws against 
the slave trade. In 1791 the Rhode Island Society is alluded 
to as having memorialized Congress, in conjunction with the 
abolition'societies of Connecticut, N ew York, Pennsylvania, 
Baltimore, Virginia, and two societies on the eastern shore of 
Maryland. 

The Maryland Abolition Society was formed in 1789. The 
Connecticut Abolition Society in 1790; the Virginia Abolition 
Society in 1791. The New Jersey Society" for promoting 
the Abolition of Slavery," in 1792. 

The Maryland and Virginia Societies had auxiliaries in dif
ferent ,parts of those States. 

There was also a society in Delaware. In 1794, ten socie
ties met in convention in Philadelphia, and continued to meet 
annually, for a number of years afterwards. 

Of the Pennsylvania Abolition Society, Benjamin Franklin 
was chosen President, and Benjamin Rush Secretary, both sign
ers of the Declaration of Independence, and the first·named 
just returned from the convention' that drafted the Federal 
Constitution. Among the officers of the Maryland Society 
was Samuel Chase, one of the signers of the Declaration of 
Independence, afterwards Judge of the United States' Supreme 
Court, and Luther Martin, a member of the Constitutional 
Convention. Of the Connecticut Abolition Society, Dr. Ezra 
Stiles, President of Yale College, was the first President, and 
Simeon Baldwin was Secretary. 

"Among other distinguished individuals who were efficient officers of 
these abolition IOcietieB, and delegates from their respective State societiee, 
at the annual meeUDp 'of the American Convention for Promom.g the 

• HSS. by HOD. Wm. Jay. 
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Abolition of Slavery, were Hon. Uriah Traey, United Slatel Senator Crom 
Connecticut; Hon. Zephaniah Swift, ChieC JUltice oC the same; Hoo. 
Cesar A. Rodney, Attorney-Gtmernl of tho United Slates; Hon. Jamel A. 
Bayard, United Statel Senator from Delaware; Gov. Bloomfield, of New 
Jersey; Hon. Wm. Rawle, the late venerable head of the Philadelphia 
bar; Dr. Casper Wistar, of Philadelphia; Messrs. FOlter and Tillinghast, 
oC Rhode Island; MeArs. Ridgley, Buchanan, and Wilkioson, oC Maryland; 
and Messrs. Pleasants, McLean, and Anthony, of Virginia."-P01Dtr of 
Congre88, &c., pp. 30,31. 

These Abolition Societies and the officers and members of 
them were not idle. They agitated the subject, circulated 
publications, and petitioned legislative bodies. 

In 1786, John Jay drafted and signed a memorial to the 
Legislature of New York against slavery, and petitioning for 
its abolition, declaring that the men held as slaves by the 
laws of New York, were free by the law of God. Among the 
other petitioners were James Duane, Mayor of the City of 
New York, Robert R Livingston, afterwards Secretary of 
Foreign Affairs of the United States and Chancellor of the 
State of New York, Alexander Hamilton, and many other 
eminent citizens of the State.* 

Nor were petitions addressed only to the legislatures of the 
States in which the petitioners resided. The doctrines of 
moral and political non-intervention with the delicate subject 
had not then been discovered. The dogma. that Congress has 
nothing to do with slavery in the States does not appear to 
have obtained general currency at that period. These state
ments are believed to express simple historical/acts, and appli
cable up to a point of time after the Federal Constitution had 
been drafted, discussed, and adopted, and the Federal Govern
ment under that Constitutio'n organized and put in operation. 
A ft!w particulars will suffice to justify these statements. 

Both the Virginia and Maryland Abolition Societies, at an 
early day, sent, up memorials to Congress. We have not at 
hand the precise dates, nor is this important. The dates of 
the organization of these societies, particularly that of Vir-

• HSS. bI lIon. Wm. Jay. 
7 
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ginia, make it evident that their petitions were addressed to 
the new Fedcral Government. r.I.'he Connccticut Abolition 
Society sent up a petition in 1791. The Society of Friends 
and the Pcnnsylvania Abolition Society had done so, still 
earlier, and their petitions came bcfore the first Congress 
under the new COllstitutioll, and were debated February 12th, 
1790.* 

These petitions were addressed to Congress. What could 
the petitioners have supposed that Congress had to do with 
the subject 7 The Foreign Slave Trade, at that time, appears 
to have becn interdicted by most of the State.'", in conformity 
with the original compact of 1774, and was not resumed, even 
by South Carolina, as has already been stated, until 1803. 
And among the" compromises of the Constitution," since 
claimed, a prominent one, and the best authenticated, is that 
which prevented Congress from interdicting the foreign traffic,· 
unti11808. The ccssion of the District of Columbia was not 
accepted by Congress until July 16, 1790, some time aftcr the 
presentation of the Pennsylvania petition. The seat of the 
Federal Government, thcn, and for some years afterwards, 
was at Philadelphia. By the ordinance of 1787, slavery had 
been prohibited in the North 'V cstern Territory, and no one 
anticipated the admission of any new slave states. What, 
then, was there for Congress to do, according to the doctrine 
of non·intervention now entertained? What was it that the 
petitioners asked 7 Against what did they petition? And 
where did it exist 7 

A copy of the Pennsylvania petition is before us, and por
tions of those from Connecticut and Virginia. 

The Connecticut petitioners, (Pres. Stiles, Simeon Bald win, 
&c.) say: 

"From a Bober conviction oC the UNRIGHTEOUBNESS OF BLA.VERY, your 

• Mr. Weld'. pamphlet and the LiMrtll B#U give the· date 1789, bnt W uhington 
11''' Dot inangurated until April 80tll of tllat year, and the" tlrst Congresa" com
menced itll tlrat PeRBion, April 7th. Besides, the petition of the Pennsylvania 80-
·aiety, 81Jl1lcd by Benjamin Franklin, 88 publi811ed in the Lihn-tll B#U, bean date 
Feb. 8, 1790, and the Journal of CongT8S8 mentions ita preaentaUon, Feb. ll1, 1790. 
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petitioners have long beheld with grief our fellow-men doomed to perpe
tual bondage in a country which boaJIts her freedom. ¥our petitioners 
are fully of opinion that calm rcllf'Ction will at last convince the world that 
THE WHOLE SYSTEM OF AMERIOAN SLA.VERY is unjust in its nature, im
politic in its principles, and in its consequences ruinous to the industry and 
enterprise of the citizens of THESE STATES." 

The" Virginia Society for the Abolilion o/SLAVERY," &c., 
in addressing the Oongress 0/ U,e United Slates, say: 

.. Your memorialists, fully aware that righteousness exalteth a nation, and 
that SLAVERY is not only an odious degradation, but an outrageous viola
tion of one of the most essential rights of human nature, and utterly repug
nant to the precepts of the Gospel, which breathes • peace on earth and 
good will to men,' lament that a practice so inconsistent with true policy 
and the inalienable rights of men, should subsist in 80 enlightened an age, 
and among a people prufessing that all mankind are, by nature, equally en
titled to freedom." 

"The memorial of the Pennsylvania Society for promoting 
the ubol,'(ion of SLAVERY," &c., addressed "to the Senate and 
IIouse of Representatives of the United States," contains the 
following: 

.. Your memorialists, particularly engaged in attending to the distresses 
arising from SLAVERY, believe it to be their indispensable duty to present 
this subject to your notice. They have observed, with real satisfaction, 
that many important and salutary powers are vested in you, fhr • pro
muting the welfare and securing the blessings of LIBERTY to the PEOPLE 
of the UNITED STATES ;'. and as they conceh'e that thesc bleBSings 
ought rightfully to be administered, WITIIOCT DISTINCTIUN OF COLOR, to al\ 
descriptillns of people, so they indulge themselves in the pleasing expecta
tilln that nuthing which can be done for the relief of the unhappy objects 
of their care, will be either omitted or delayed . 

.. }<'rom a persuasion that equal liberty was originally the portion, and is 
still the birth-right of al\ men, and influenced by the strong ties of humanity 
and the prindples of their institution, your memorialists conceive themselves 
bound to use al\ justifiable endeavors to LOOSEN THE BONDS OJ' SLAVERY, and 
promote a general enjoyment or the blessings of freedom. Under these 
impressions, they earnestly entreat your attention to the subject of ~la"uy; 
that you will be pleased to countenance the RESTORA.TION TO LIBERTY oC 

• ThiR langnage is o\"iolently taken from the Preamble to tho Federal Constitu
tion. .. We, the people of the United Stote8, in order to promote the general wel
tare, and seeura the blessings of liberty," &0., &C. 

Digitized by Google 



100 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

those unhappy men, who, alone, in this land of f,.eedom, are degraded into 
perpetual bondage, and who, amid the general joy of surrounding freemen, 
are groaning in servile subjection; THAT YOU WILL DIVISI MIA"S FOR RI
MOVING THIS INCONSISTENCY OJ' CHARACTER FROM THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE; that you will promote mercy and justice towards thill distressed 
race; and that you will step to the very verge of the power vested in you 
(or discouraging every species of traffic in the personl of nur fellow-men. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN, PRISIDIKT."* 
PHILADILPHIA, Feb. 3, 1790. [Federal Gazette, 1790.] 

DISCUSSIONS IN CONGRESS. 

How were these petitions understood in Congress? How 
were they received and treated? Were they understood to 
look in the direction of a general removal of slavery, as well 
as the slave trade? Were the petitioners denounced as fa
natics and madmen? Was the application repelled as treason 
against the Constitution and the Union? On the other hand, 
were there any who expressed a readiness "to espouse their 
cause" ? The reader of the following extracts from the dis
cussions, will judge. 

In the debate on the petition from Pennsylvania, Mr. Par
ker, of Virginia, said: 

.. I hope, Mr. Speaker, the petition of these ,.tlpecttWle people wiII be 
attended to, with all the readiness the impo,.lance of its object demands; 
and 1 cannot help expressing the pleaaure I feel in finding 10 conlideralJle a 
pa,.t of the community atwnding to matters of luch a momentous concern 
to the future prosperity and happiness of the people of America. I think 
it my duty, QI a citizen of the Union, TO ESPOUSE THEIR CAUSB." 

Mr. Page, of Virginia (at\erward Governor) "waa in favor of the com
mitment. He hoped that the designs of the respectable memorialists would 
Dot be stopped at the threshold, in order to preclude a fair discussion of the 
prayer of the memorial. With respect to the alarm that was apprehended. 
he conjectured there was none; but there might be just cause. if the me
morial was NOT taken into consideration. He placed himself in the CUt> 

of the slave, and aid that, on hearing that Congreu had refused to listen to 
the decent suggestions of a respectable part of tbe community, he should 
infer that the general Government, FROM WHICH WAS IXPICTID GRIAT 

* This wu probabl1 the laat important pubUo act or Franklin, who died the 
lUll!! year. 
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GOOD WOULD RESULT TO EVERY CLUS OF C1TlZEIfS,· had shut their eara 
against the voice of humanity. and he should despair o( any alleviation of 
the miseries he and his posterity had in prospect. If anything could induce 
him to rebel, it must be a stroke like this, impressing on his mind all the 
horrors o( despair. But if he was told that application was made in his 
bebalf, and that Congress were willing to hear what could be urged in favor 
of discouraging the practice of importing his fellow-wretehes, he would 
trust in their justice and humanity, and wait the decision patiently." 

Mr. Scott, of Pennsylvania: .. I cannot, (or my part, conceive how any 
person CAlf BE SAID TO ACQUlaE PROPERTY Ilf ANOTHER;t butr-enougb of 
those who reduce men to the 8tate o( tran8ferable goods, or use them like 
bea8ts of burden, who deliver them up a8 the patrimony or property of 
another man.t Let U8 argue on principles countenanced by reason and 
becoming humanity. I do not know how far I might go if 1 was one of 
the Judge80( the United State8, and those people were to come before me, 
and claim their emancipation; but I am IlUfe I would go III (ar III I could.". 

Mr. Burke, of South Carolina, 88id: .. He Ilaw the di8position of the 
House, and he feared it would be referred to a committee, maugre aU their 
opposition. " 

Mr. Smith, of South Carolina, said: .. that 011 entering into this govern
ment, they (South Carolina and Georgia) apprehended that the other States, 
not knowing the necessity of the citizen8 of the Southern States, would, 
from motives of humanity and benevolence, be led to vote for 0. GEIfERAL 
EMANCIPATIOIf; and, had they not seen that the Conatitution provided 
again8t the eft'ect of 8ucb a disposition, I may be bold to say they never 
would have adopted it." 

.. In the debate, at the 88me session, May 13th, on the petition of the 
Society of Friends re8pecting the Illave trade, Mr. Parker, of Virginia, 
said: • He hoped Congress would do all that lay in their power 10 rtl810re 

to Auman nature il8 inAerent prir:ilege8, and, if possible, wipe out the 
8tigma that America labored under. The incon8i8tency in our principles, 
with which we are jUlltly charged, 8Aould 1Je done away, that we may 8how, 
by our action8, the pure beneficence o( the doctrine we held out to the 
world in our Declaration of Independence.' tt 

"Mr. Jackson, of Georgia, 88id: • IT WAB THE FABHIOIf OF THE DAY 
TO FAVOR THE LIBERTY OF THE 8LAVES. • • • What i8 to be done 
for compen88tion 1 Will Virginia set all her negroe8 free 1 Will they give 

* Here, again, we And the negro _!aVOll expl'8llly deeignated IS riIiMu. 
t Anotber blow at the Idea of tbe legality of alavery. 
~ How doea this barmonize with tbe Con.titutional obligation of delivering up 

fllgitive Ilavel Y 
5 A pregolUlt hint of the _pealter'8 Impreaaion of the dntiea of the Federal 

ConN. 
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up the money they have cost them, and to whom! 'Vhen this practice 
comes w be tried, then the sound of liberty will lose those charms which 
make it grateful w the ravished ear.' " 

"Mr. Madison, of Virginia: • The dictates of humanity, the principles 
of the people, the national safety and happiness, and prudent policy, require 
it of us. The COll8titution has particularly called our attention wit. • • 
I conceive the Constitution in this particular was formed in order that the 
Government, whilst it was restrained from laying a total prohibition, might • 
be able to give some testimony of the sense of America, with respect to 
the African trade. • • • It is to be hoped, that by expressing a 
national disapprobation of the trade, we may destroy it, and save our 
country from reproaches, and our posterity frOID the imbecility ever atten
dant on a country filled with slaves. I do not wish to say anything harsh 
to the hearing of gentlemen who entertain different sentiments from me, or 
different sentiments from those I represent. But if there is anyone point 
in which it is clearly the POLICY OJ' THIS NATlOf(, so far as we constitu
tionally can, to vary the practice obtaining under some of the State Go-
1'erllments, it is this. But it is certain that a majority of the States are 
opposed to the practice."-Cong. Reg., v. i., pp. 308-12; Weld'. POlDer of 
Ctmg., &c., pp. 30-32. -

There may be some difficulty in apprehending, clearly, the 
import of some of the expressions used in this debate. This 
may be owing to our making a broad distinction, now, which 
seems scarcely to have been recognized at all, then, between 
the slave trade and slavery.. It seems to have been taken for 
granted that the prohibition of the former would involve, 
virtually, the extinction of the latter. Georgia had desired a 
respite of twenty years, which, by the ConstitutioD, had been 
granted. Thus far the hands of Congress were tied. Thus, 
at least, it was understood by the speakers. This was the com
promise claimed. This exposition of the position of the speak
ers, if it be correct, enables us to understand the drift of their 
arguments. What then do we find 7 

First, we have the presentation of petitions, some of them 
said to be in respect to the slave trade, others of them (inclu
ding that of Dr. Franklin) as evidentiy bearing upon II SLA

VERY" itself, desiring for the slaves their II restoration to 
liberty," and that Congress would "devise means," in some 
way, for "removing this inconsistency from the American 
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cAaracter." The two descriptions of petitions appear to have 
had th~ same object, and to have been received and considered 
accordingly. . 

Next, we have two gentlemen from Virginia decidedly 
"espousing the cause" of the petitioners, followed up by a 
representative of Pennsylvania, on the same side. 

Then, we have a specimen of the opposition, from South 
Carolina and Georgia; and finally, an effort, by Mr. Madison, 
to reconcile the difference between the parties, though strong· 
ly leaning to the side of the petitioners, and declaring that he 
represented, for his constituents, those sentiments. 

The main object of the slave party, seems to have been to 
stave off present action. The House, and the Country, they 
saw and acknowledged, were disposed to be against them
disposed to liberate "tlte slaves. " They pleaded the consti· 
tutional compromise, that is, the postponement till 1808. 
Yet they raised the question of compe7lsation, as much as to 
intimate that if the country was ready to meet their demands 
in this respect, they might waive their constitutional objec. 
tions. And this was then the extent of South Carolinian 
and Georgian opposition I " Humanity and benel,'olence," they 
admitted, was on the side of the petitioners, and of those 
who might" vote for a general emancipation." Not a word 
of the dangers of turning the slaves loose. Not a single 
threat of dissolving the Union. Not a lisp of the sacred guar· 
anties of the Constitution, of the obligation to protect and 
extend slavery I 

From the advocates of liberty, in the House, then, we hear 
no concessions of the compromises of the Constitution. Those, 
they left in the hands of their opponents, and in the hands 
of the illustrious pacificator between the two parties. And 
even his (Mr. Madison's) speech, would be accounted a radical 
abolition harangue, were it uttered in Congress now. It is 
instructive to ponder these contrasts. We need to be disa· 
bused of our vague impressions and educational prejudices, if 
we would understand the relation of slavery to our political 
institutions, as at first established. 
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Little incidents, often, more than imposing official docu
ments, and publio records, reveal publio character, and assist 
us to understand the spirit and temper of a part.icular age 
or people. "In 1791, the universit.y of William and Mary, 
in Virginia, conferred upon Granville Sharp, of England, the 
Degree of Doctor of Laws."* Who was Granville Sharp? 
And by what discoveries in the sublime science of jurispru
dence had Granville Sharp, a clerk in the ordinance depart.
ment of Great Britain, commended himself to a Virginian U ni
versity, for so distinguishing an honor? The reader of the 
preceding chapters understands. Granville Sharp had dis
covered and announced the utter and absolute illegality of sla
very under the regis of the British Constitution, and under 
the jurisdiction of English Common Law. With this dis
covery he had enlightened the British mind, had reversed the 
legal decisions and opinions of York and Talbot-of Black
stone and Mansfield. Without a seat in the Court of King's 
Bench, nay, without the credentials that could entitle him, by 
the usages of Court, to stand up in its presence and plead a 
cause, Granville Sharp, by the simple force of his lofty intel
lect and indomitable and righteous purpose, had laid his hand 
on that Court of King's Bench, and compelled it to do (unwil
lingly enough) his bidding, in the decree that II slaves cannot 
breathe in England." More than this-Granville Sharp, per
ceiving that this decree was binding on the colonies of Bri
tain, as well as on the mother country, had solemnly admon
ished the British prime minister of his high responsibilities 
in this respect, and with all the majesty of a holy prophet had 
charged him, on the peril of his soul, to lose no time in sup
pressing slavery in America. This was the high merit of Gran
ville Sharp. For this, he wore, meekly, the clustering homage 
of the wise and good, of two hemispheres. The University 
of William and Mary, in Virginia, eagerly honored herself 
by honoring Granville Sharp. What a change hIlS since 
taken place I Had Granville Sharp lived to visit the Univer-

• PI1II1t1' of c.m"'~'" &c., p. 86. 
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sity of William and Mary, in 1885, his temerity would pro
bably have cost hioi his life. He would have subjected 
himself to the liability of being ignominiously and uncere
moniously hanged up, without judge or jury, or condemned 
to death under the laws of the Statc.* 'V ere the public sen
timent of Virginia, and of the whole country, now, what they 
were in 1791, those English philanthropists who are now de
nounced as impertinent intermeddlers, would be fair candi
dates for the highest honors of the U ni versity of William and 
Mary, in Virginia. 

Can it be credible that a change of sentiment like this can 
have come over Virginia, and over the nation, without bring
ing along with it new maxims of state policy, new principles 
of jurisprudence, new views of the relation of slavery to our 
Constitution and laws?-and with these-of necessity-new 
usages of Constitutional exposition,-new conceptions of the 
relations described by it, and of the obligations and rights 
growing out of those relations? May it be assumed, without 
scrutiny, that the usages and expositions with which we, in 
this age, have become familiarized, are trustworthy? 

• No exaggeration in this. The very tDritinV8 of Granville Sharp could not have 
been Barely circulated in Virginia in 1885, if indeed they can be at present. On 
charge of having oirculated anti-elavery writings, Dr. Reuben Crandall was arrested 
and tried for bis life, in the District of Columbia, and on prosecution of the late 
Francis S. Key, bq., one of the mOBt popular citizens of the District. The" incen
diary publications," for the publi~hing of which the late R. G. Williams, of New 
York, was indicted, and demanded to be given up to the authorities of Alabaml, 
by the Executive of that State, included the writings of Granville Sharp, and 
nothing beside them that could bave been more oft'ensive than they must have 
been. Notbing more strongly condemnatory of slavery and of slaveholders could 
have been found in the papers pillaged from the U.S. mail at Charleston, and burnt. 
By the laws of Virginia, the pUblisbing or circulating of publications baving /Z Un,. 
tlnIq to ellcite slaves or free people of color to inaurrectiou or resistance, is punished 
with thirty-nine lashes; t.W NC01Iil tDit1 tleiJIA." Amos Dl'C8I!cr, though without the 
fOnDll oC a legal trial, Buft'ered a publio wbipping in Tennessee. Whatever may bave 
appeared on the antiquated 8tatute books of Virgiuia, in 1791, the simple incident 
we have recorded aft'orda evidence of the change of publio sentiment we have de
scribed_ ohange the more marked, In proportion u the sentiment of 1';111 wu in 
oppolition to her own lltatutel. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL DODIE8--YETllODISTS. 

The position and language of ecclesiastical bodies at that 
era, furnish another significant feature of our history. 

In the year 1780, the sentimcnts of thc Methodist Bocieties in this 
country were thus expressed in the minute" of the Conference for that year: 

.. The Conference acknowledges that slavery is contrary to the law. of 
God, man,· and nature, hurtful to society; contrary to the ~ictates of con
science and pure rcligion, and doing what we would not that others should 
do untn us, and they pass their disapprobation upon all our friend. who keep 
slaves, and they advise their freedom. "-A. S. Manual, hy Sunderland, 
p.58. 

In 1785, the following language was held by the M. E. 
Church: 

"'Ve do hold in the deepest abhorre:lce the practice of slavery, aDd shall 
Dot cease to seek its destruction, by all wise and prudent mcans." 

The following is extracted from Sunderland's Anti·Slavery 
Manual, published in 1837 : 

From Lee's History of the Methodists, p. 101, we learn that the M. E. 
Church was organized with a number of express rules on the subject which 
stipulated THAT SLAVERY SHOULD NOT BE CONTINUED IN THE CHURCH. ODe 
of them was as follows: 

.. Every member in our Society shall legally execute and record an instru
ment [for the purpose of setting every slave in his possession free] within 
the space of two years." 

Another was as follows: 
" Every person concerned who will not comply with these rules, shall 

have liberty quietly to withdraw from our Society within twelve months 
following the notice being (liven him as aforesaid :-otherwise, the assistant 
shall exclude him from the Society." 

Another rule declared that 
.. Those who bought or sold slaves, or gave them away, unless on purpose 

to free them, should be expelled immediately." 

" "Controry to the laws of man." Here we find another adm\psion of the ille
gality of slavery, corresponding with the doctrines of Granville Sharp, the deeMoD 
of Lord M"nsfield in the Somerset C8Pe, the expressions of Dr. Hopkin~, the decla
ratiou of James MOOi.on,llnd the Bpeech in Con~es80f){r. Scott,ofPennsyh·ania. 
Were 1111 these ignoraut eDthuaiut8' Or hoa slnvery become legalized since , 
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II And forty years ago" (i. e. in li9i), the discipline of this chorch coo
tained the following directions on the subject: 

.. The preachers and other members of oor Society are reqocsted to con
sider the subject of negro slavery, with deep attention, and that they impart 
to the General COliference, through the mcdium of the Yearly Conferences, 
or otherwise, any important thollghts on the subject, that the Conferencc 
may have FULL LIGHT, in order to take further stcps towards eradicating 
this enormous evil from that part of the Church of God with which they 
are connected. The Annual Conferences are directed to draw lip addresses 
for the gradual emancipation of the slaves, to the legislatures of those Statcs 
in which no general laws have been passed for that purpose. These 
addresses shall urge, in the most respectful but pointed manner, the neces
sity of a law fur the gradual emancipation of slaves. Proper committees 
Ihall be appointed by the Annual Conferences, out of the most relpectable 
of our friends, for conducting the bUliness; and presiding elders, elders, 
deacons, and travelling preachers, 6hall procure as many proper signatures 
as poasible to the addreases, and give all the assistance in their power,llf 
EVERY RESPECT, to aid the committees, and to forward the blessed under
taking. Let this be continued from year to year, till the desired end be 
accomplished. "-A. 8. Manual, pp. 58-9. 

These directions were not a dead letter. Persons still living 
can remember the circulating of anti·slavery petitions, and 
the distributing of Wesley'S Tract on Slavery, by the Metho
dist travelling preachers, as a part of their official business. 
So late as the year 1803, the Hymn Books of the M. E. 
Church, published by Ezekiel Cooper for the M. E. Book 
Concern, at Philadelphia, contained advertisements of the 
"Tract on Slavery." IIere then was the entire Methodist 
Episcopal connection organized' into a society for anti.slavery 
agitation, its Annual Conferences inviting free discussion and 
seeking for more light, its preachers and church officers circu
lating anti-slavery publications and petitions to legislative 
bodies. The contrast with later times we cannot stop here 
to present. 

PRESBYTERIANS. 

The General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church adopted, 
in 1794-, a note to the one hundred and forty.second question 
in the larger Catechism, in the Confession of Faith, in the 
words following: 
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" 1 Tim. 1: 10. • The law is made for MAN-STEALERS.' This crime, 
among the Jews, exposed the perpetrators of it to capital punishment, 
Exodus 21 : 16, and the apostle here claaaea them with sinners of the first 
rank. The word he uses, in its original import, comprehends all who are 
concerned in bringing any of the human race into slavery, or ,.etaining t1aem 
in it. Hominumfu,.el, qui lervOl, vellilJro, abJucunt, ,.etinene vendunt, oel 
emunt. Stealers of ruen are thoae who bring off slaves,or freemen, and 
KEEP, SELL, or SUY THEM. To steal a freeman, says Grotiu!, is the highest 
kind of theft. In other instances we only steal human property. but when 
we steal or retain men in slavery, we seize those who, in common with our
selves, are constituted by the original grant, lords of the earth. Gen. 1 : 28. 
Vide Pol; Synop,in in loc." 

B.APl'ISTS. 

"At a meeting of the General Committee of the Baptists of Virginia, in 
1789, the following point came up.-Semple" Hilt. of Bapliltl in Virginia. 

"Whether a petition should be offered to the General Assembly, praying 
that the yoke of slavery may be made more tolerable. Referred to the next 
se88ion." 

"1789. At this _ion the propriety of hereditary slavery was aleo 
taken up, and after some time employed in the consideration of the subject, 
the following resolution was offered by Eld. John Leland, and adopted: 

•• Relolved, That slavery is a violent deprivation of the rights of nature, 
and inconsistent with republican government, and therefore (we) recommeod 
it to our brethren to make use of every measure to extirpate this horrid 
evil from the land; and pray Almighty God that our honorable legislature 
may have it in their power to proclaim the great jubilee, consistent with the 
principles of good policy. "-" FactI for Baptilt Churchel," p. 365. 

Actwn in Vermont.-The minutes of the Shaftsbury Asso
ciation, in 1792, contain an expression against the slave trade, 
and in favor of universal liberty.-Ib. 

" According to Benedict (History of the Baptists, first edition), there was, 
in 1805, an A8IOciation of Baptists in Northern Kentucky, who separated 
themselves from slaveholding Baptists," &c. "Eld. David Barrow, once 
a Virginia slaveholder, became, after emancipating his slaves, one of their 
principal men. He wrote a pamphlet on slavery, entitled • Involuntary, 
unmerited, perpetual, absolute, hereditary slavery, examined on the princi
ples of nature, reason, justice, policy, and Scripture.'-Other prominent 
advocates of these principles were, Elders Dodge, Carman, Suttoo, Holmes, 
Tarrant, Grigg, and Smith. "-Ih. p. 366. 
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LEGISLATIVB AND JUDICIAL ACTION. 

Legislative and judicial action against slavery in several of 
the States, was the natural result of the moral and religious 
influences described in this and the preceding chapters, and 
on the whole the effects may be considered commensurate 
with the causes operating for the production of them. If it 
be said that the gradual and prospective emancipation pro· 
vided for by the legislatures of several States did not corres
pond with the doctrines of the inherent sinfulness of slavery 
and of the duty of immediate and unconditional abolition, 
insisted on by Hopkins and Edwards, and exemplified by 
some of the Congregational churches, it must be remembered 
that these testimonies were not fully received and adopted by 
some of the eminent statesmen at the head of the anti-slavery 
societies by whom these writings had been circulated. Ideas 
of supposed necessity, expediency, or convenience, were per
mitted to modify and control the direct and full application 
of principles admitted to be true and right in the abstract. 
Those testimonies, moreover, had been counteracted and neu
tralized by the gradual and tardy action, with few exceptions, 
of ecclesiastical bodies, including even the Society of Friends. 
It was hardly to be expected that the work of purification in 
the State would be more speedy and thorough than in the 
Church. 

A paragraph from an Appendix, by Dr. Hopkins, to the 
second edition of his Dialogue on Slavery, printed at New 
York, under sanction of the Manumission Society, in 1785, 
embraces, in a few words, an account of the progress that had 
been made since the publication of the first edition, early in 
1776. 

" Since the publication of this Dialogue, many things have been done and 
steps taken towards a reformation of this evil. In the S&ates of Massachu
setts and New Hampshire the slavery of the blacks is wholly abolished. 
And it is one of the fundamental articles in the Constitution of the proposed 
State of Vermont, that no slavery shall be tolerated there. The States of 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and the lower counties of the 
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Delaware, have provided for the gradual abolition of slavery, and have 
ordered that all the blacks who shall be hereat\er born in these States, shall 
be free at a certain age. and that no more slaves shall be introduced among 
theln. And the State of Virginia has repealed a law, which was formerly 
10 force there, against the freeing of the blacks, and now allows the masters 
of slaves to free them when they please. Thus, ALLTHIC STATXS BUT FIVE,· 

have manifested a disposition to promote the freedom of the Africans.t 
And numbers of slaves have been liberated by their masters, under a con
viction of the unrighteousness of holding them in slavery. This is a great 
advance in the desired reformation, and has given gronnd to hope that 
slavery will be wholly aboli8hed in all the United States of America." 

To this it might have been added, that" in the Convention 
that formed the Constitution of Kentucky, in 1780, the effort 
to prohibit slavery was nearly successful." "But for the 
great influence of two large slaveholders-Messrs. Breekin
ridge and Nicholson "-the measure, it is believed, would 
have been carried.-" Power of Congress," &c. p. 34. 

Virginia, in 1786, enacted that every slave imported into 
the Commonwealth should be free. 

It is to be lamented that Virginia sho.uld have since 
re-enacted her laws against emancipation, and in many ways 
sought to strengthen the slave system. In Delaware, too, 
there must have been some retrograde steps, though the num
ber of slaves has greatly diminished since 1785. 

In 1777, the people of Vermont met in COllvention and 
proclaimed Vermont an independent State. The first article 
of their bill of rights excluded slavery. Though not admit· 
ted into. the Confederacy (owing to some claims of New York) 
till 1789, Vermont has the honDr of having first provided for 
the abDlition of slavery. Seventeen slaves arc indeed set 

" The .l4ternent should ha\'e been liz, viz, Ne\\' York, JolaryJand, New Jersey, the 
two eurolin .... , IInll Georgill. Vermont, a now Stnte, having been reckoned, there 
were fOll,'teell Stutes then in tho Union, instead of the origillill thirteen, In the mind 
of the writer. 

t Virginia lind Delaware, it 8eem_, were tken counted upon RIO being on the side 
of freedom, while New York and New Jer~cy were reckoned on tho other aide. 
Another f..ct to be adju~ted to the current theory of constitutional guarantlea, which 
would I'rCl'ent to us New York and New Jen-ey refusing to come into the Union, 
unle.8 Vil';inia Ilnd Deluware wollld enter into tho 0; compact" to huut fugitive 
alaves, &c. I 
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down to Vermont in the cmisus of 1790. The revised Con
stitution of 1793 retains the prollibition of slavery . 

.. In Massachusetts, it was judicially declared, .00D after the Reyolution, 
that slaTery was yirtually abolished by the Cl11Utitution, and that the issue 
of a female slaye, though born prior to the Coostitution, was born free."
Kenl's Commentary, p. 252. 

" In Massachusetts, all the negroes in the Commonwealth werc, by their 
"ero Constitution, Iibcrated in a day, and none of the ill consequences 
objected, followed, either to the Commonwealth or to individuals. "-Appen
diz, by Dr. Edwards, to his Sermon against Slavery, Sept. IS, 1701. 

In giving the opinion of the Court in the ease of the Com· 
mon weal th versus Thomas Aves, in 1833, Chief Justice Shaw 
said :-

"How, or by what act particularly, slavery was abolished in Massachu
setts, whether by the adoption of the opinion in Somerset's CQse, as a decla
ration and modification of the Common LaID, or by the Declaration of 
Independence, or by the [State] Constitution of 1780, it is not now very 
easy to determine, and it is a matter rather of curiosity than utility, it bei"g 
agreed on all hands that, if not abolished before, it was so by the declara
tion of rights." • • • .. 'Vithout pursuing this inquiry further, it is 
sufficient for the purpose of the case before us, that by the Constitution 
adopted in 1780, slavery was abolished in Massachusetts, upon the ground 
that it is contrary to natural right and the plain principlcs of justice. 
The terms of the first article of the Declaration of Rights are clear and 
explicit. 'All men are bom free and equal, and have certain natural, esseo
tial, and inalienable rights, which are the right of enjoying and defending 
their lives and liberties, that of acquiring, possessiog, and protecting pro
perty.'-It would be difficult to select words more precisely adapted to the 
abolition of slavery."-Pickerillg's Reports, pp. 209-10. 

The suggestion of Chief Justice Shaw, that slavery may 
have been abolished in Massachusetts by the National Declara
tion of Independence, may be startling to some readers, but 
the similarity, not to say identity of that declaration with the 
article in the Massachusetts Constitution, and the coincidence 
of both with the well known powers of the Common I~aw, as 
applied and exemplified "in Somerset's case," may induce the 
inquiry whether or how either one of the three II acts" speci
fied by Judge Shaw could have had power to abolish slavery, 
unless either oj f)te others possessed likewise the same power? 
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The answer to this query seems suggested by the intimation 
of Judge Shaw, that "it is matter rather of curiosity than 
utility" to fix upon a selection of the implements or " acts" 
of freedom. * 

The first Federal Census, 1790, contains no enumeration of 
slaves in Massachusetts. 

In Pennsylvania a law was passed the first of March, 1780, 
declaring all persons born in the State after that day, to be 
free at the age of twenty-eight years. Penalty seventy-five 
pounds for carrying a slave beyond the limits of the State.t 

The first section of this act, of the nature of a preamble, 
recapitulates the condition into which the colonies were ex
pected to be reduced by the tyranny of Great Britain, the 
grateful sense due for so great a providential deliverance, and 
the corresponding obligation and privilege of extending the 
blessings of freedom to others. The second section brings 
directly into view the condition of the negro slaves, and the 
demands of justice on their behalf, and then proceeds to the 
enactment above described. 

There were those, it would seem, who were not satisfied 

.. Since writing tbe above, the following itom reaches us tbrough a new work of 
lIr. Spooner-II A Defence for Fugitive Slaves." We deem it altogether too impor
tant to be omittod here: 

"As early os 1770, and two years previous to tbe decision of Somerset's ~, 10 

fomoua in England, the right of a moster to hold a IIlave had been denied by the 
Superior COllrt of Mosaaclmsctts, and uplm tA, IIflflU ground" ,uliltanti4lly, M tltOH 
tlplm which /.ord Man~jield di«ltargtd &!rMr.ee, whet. Air CD" came ~far6 Aim. The 
cue here alluded to was James ",. Lochmere, brought by the plaintift', a negro, 
against hia moster, to recover his frecdom."- Jf'alllbtJrn', Judicial Hutor, 'If JlIlI
,acAuMUI, p. 202. 

That alaves sbould ha"e been beld in Massllchulletts tiftn' this decision, tbat a lUll' 

judicial decision should ha\'e heen needed after tho Revolution, nnd thot Chief J 118-

tice Show, in 1833, 8hould have been at a 1088 to fbi:, with precision, the earliest date 
and the gronndB of the previous decision." are very remarkable ciroumstaneea, all 
tonding to illuBtrate the facility with wbich the practi« of sla\'ebolding haa been 
continued, ctmtrarll to lalli, and the inattention of learned jurists to thefad. aa well 
M the law, on the subject. 

The coso mentioned by Washburn coninns very atrongly the impl'C58ion that 
Blavery wos os iUega! in the ())loniu, before the Revolution, 88 it is known and 
admitted to have been in England. 

t Geniul of Temperance, Sept. 111, 1838, oopied from Ef/IOMf,patw. 
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with this partial and tardy justice. " Petitions in favor of the 
oppressed Africans" were again presented to the Legislature 
in 1798, and a committee made a favorable report, March 8. 
They intimated that if the Bill of Rights, the Declaration of 
Independence, and the paternal character and overruling 
providence of a common Creator, were to be recognized, II the 
petitioners but speak the divine will, in requesting that this 
evil be dane away fr01n tlte land."* 

Of the specific points of this petition, and of the legislative 
action had on it, we are not informed. The United States 
census for Pennsylvania, in 1790, exhibits 8,737 slaves, and 
in 1840, sixty-Jour. 

It deserves notice that the efforts of that period had refer
ence to the removal of slavery "from the land," and not 
merely from particular portions of it. 

In New Hampshire, slavery was said to have been abolished, 
by constitutional declarations of rights, similar to those of 
Massachusetts, adopted in 1783, and taking effect in June, 
1784. And yet, singularly enough, the census of 1790 shows 
158 slaves in Ne\v Hampshire, and even that of 1840 gives 
one! By what tenure, and under what circumstances or pre
texts slaves are held in New Hampshire, we are not informed. 
State Constitutions, it seems, as well as National Declarations, 
may be violated in practice, but the legality of such practices 
presents another question-the same that was agitated by 
Granville Sharp in Great Britain. 

Rhode Island, the very seat of the African Slave Trade, 
was the seat also of early efforts in favor of freedom. The 
exact date, or the precise form of the earliest legislative move
ments are not before us, but a note of Dr. Hopkins to his 
Dialogue, in 1776, mentions a proposed nct, prohibiting the 
importation of negroes into this colony, and asserting the 
rights of freedom of all those hereafter born or manumitted 
within the Fame." He gives the preamble to this proposed 
act in the following words : 

• Statutes of P~nnsylvania, flitU .Nalioraal Era, Allg. 22, 1850. 

8 
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"Whereas, the inhabitants of America are generally engaged in the 
preaervation of their own rights and liberties, among which those of per
sonal freedom must be considered as the greatest; and, as those who are 
desirous of enjoying all the advantages of liberty themselves should be 
willing to extend personal liberty to others, therefore, be it enacted," &c. 

"Is it possible," exclaims Hopkins, "that anyone should 
not feel the irresistible force of this reason?" In a note to 
the second edition, in 1785, he adds: 

"Since the above was published, the General Assembly of that State 
have made a law, that all the blacks born in it after March, 1784, are made 
free. And the masters who have slaves under forty years old, are autho
rized to free them, without being bound to support them if afterwards they 
should be unable to support themselves." 

The census of 1790 reports 952 slaves in Rhode Island, and 
in 1840, FIYE. 

In Connecticut, a law providing for the gradual abolition 
of slavery was enacted in 1784. In 1790, the number of 
slaves in that State was 2,759 j in 1840, there were only SEY

ENTEEN. 

In New York, "in 1799, an act of gradual emancipation 
was passed, declaring all children born thereafter to be free, 
males when coming to the age of twenty-eight, and females at 
twenty-five. A fine of two hundred and fifty dollars was the 
penalty, and the freedom of the slave was the result of an 
attempt to sell him out of the State. Although masters were 
allowed to travel with their slaves, yet under severe fines 
they were obliged to return them; or, under oath, to make 
proof that unavoidable accident prevented the returning. 

"In 1817 another act was passed, declaring all slaves to be 
free in 1827, and on July 4th of that year the act took effect, 
and every slave, nearly ten thousand, was manumitted without 
compensation to their oWlIers."* 

And yet, from some cause, the census for 1840 reports four 
slaves in the State of New York. In 1790 there were 21,824, 
being nearly three-fourths as many as there were in GeOrgia 

* H. W. Beecber, lieu, ro,.~ 7ribulN, JUDe I, 18&0. 
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at that time, nearly twice ns many ns there were then in Ken
tucky, and more than six times ns many as there were in Ten
nessee \ The proportion, when the Federal Constitution was 
adopted. a year or two previous, could not have greatly varied, 
throwing New York, at that time, and for several years after
wards, somewhat conspicuously, into the ranks of the Slave 
States. Even down to 1800 there were 20,343 slaves, the 
number having decreased but 881 in ten years. 

New Jersey took measures, in 1804, for the prospective 
abolition of slavery, but the process must have been II. tardy 
one. In 1790 the number of slaves was 11,423. In 1840, it 
was 674. 

In 1820 an act was passed emancipating all slaves born 
after 1805 at the age of twenty-five years, and imposing a fine 
of one hundred dollars and imprisonment for transporting 
slaves beyond the limits of the State, except slaves of full age 
who freely consented to go, before a judge of one of the courts 
in private.-Statutes of New Jersey, Oongress .LiJJrary. National 
Era, August 22, 1850. 

In April, 1846, II. law was passed and approved, ostensibly 
abolishing slavery, and declaring that every person then held 
in slavery was free, subject, however, to certain restrictions, 
which retain the same persons under the control of their mas
ters, for an indefinite period, as apprentices. They are to "serve 
until discharged," and the master is permitted "to discharge 
them by a writing executed in the presence of at least one 
witness, provided the apprentice be of sound mind, and capa
ble of procuring a livelihood, and upon certificate of the over
seers of the poor and two justices of the peace, to such capa
city," &c., &C. Such is the definition of freedom, and of the 
abolition of slavery, in New Jersey \-MS& by Gov. Haines. 

The census of 1840 records 3 slaves in Ohio, 3 in Indiana, 
831 in Illinois, 11 in Wisconsin, and 16 in Iowa. The only 
States, at that time, without slaves, were Massachusetts, Maine, 
Vermont, and Michigan. A short list of really non·slave
holding States \ 

In the States now commonly denominated non-slaveholding, 
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there were, in 1776, by computation, 46,099 slaves. In 1790 
there were, by census, 40,870. In 1840, there were 1,129. 

This decrease, though' chiefly the effect of legislative and 
judical action, was not wholly so. By voluntary manumis· 
sions, the slave population must have been very essentially 
diminished. Particularly must this have been the case in 
Rhode L"land, where the dimunition between 1776 and 1790, 
an interval of only fourteen years, was from 4,370 to 932, 
since the law of 1784 liberating only those who were born 
after that time, could have operated only to a very limited 
extent, in checking the increase of slave population. In 
Pennsylvania, too, where legislation had only liberated those 
born after 1780, we find the decrease of slaves between the 
years 1776 and 1790, to have been from 10,000 to 3,737. 
Church action, rather than legislative or judicial, is to be 
credited with these manumissions in Pennsylvania and Rhode 
Island. 

It is somewhat remarkable that South Carolina, between 
1776 and 1790, exhibits a decrease of slave population, from 
110,000 to 107,094, while the slaves of New York, in the 
same time, increased from 15,000 to 21,324. But the num· 
ber of slaves in S. Carolina had increased, in 1840, to 
327,038. 

The increase of slavery in the Southern States, presents a 
striking contrast to the decrease in the Northern and Eastern 
States. In 1776 the number of slaves in these is computed at 
456,000. In 1790, by census, it was, 567,527. In 1840, it 
was 2,486,126, including the District of Columbia. 

Thus, while in one part of the country, the slave population 
increased from less than half a million to nearly two and a 
half millions, in another part of the country it was diminished 
from above 46,000 to a little more than 1,100. 

This diminution, whether in the form of voluntary manu· 
missions, or in consequence of legislative or judicial action, 
may be traced, almost entirely, to the moral, religious and 
political influences, exhibited in this and the preceding 
chapters. But for these, the eastern, middle, and north·western 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FREEDOM. 117 

States-in despite of all that has been said of soil and climate 
-would probably have been overspread with the foul stain 
and the blighting curse of slaveholding. It was the prevail
ing moral sentiment of the North that led to the abolition of 
slavery there. This is manifest from the fact that the eman· 
cipated slaves and their children, are for the most part, still to 
be found at the North. They were not, in anticipation of 
emancipation acts, exported to other States, to any observable 
extent. 

When, in 1827, ten thousand slaves were, in one day, set 
free, in the State of New York, they remained on the soi1, 
and it is not known that a single slave had been sold into 
another State, in anticipation of that long expected event. 
Transportation has never been made, in these States, a condi
tion of freedom i nor, until after the organization of the 
Colonization Society, was their removal sought as an advantage 
to the communities in which they resided. 
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CHAPTER XI. 

DECLINE OF THE SPIRIT OF LIBERTY, AND GROWTH OF SLAVERY, 

SINCE THE REVOLUTION-THEIR CAUSES AND EARLY MANI

FESTA1'IONS. 

Importnnce of tracing diaastrons loclal changes to their moral caus_Promises 
made in adversity forgotten in prospority-View of Dr. Hopkins-A hnmlliating 
fnet-Partial revi\"aI of the Slave Trade-Fallacy of expecting to abolish the traffic 
during the existence of Slavery-Tho strategy of postponement-General decline 
of Religion Rnd Morals-Disbllnding of the Anny-IIllblts of idleness, and ten
dency to Piracy and Slave Trade-Re\llXation of vigilance--Decllne of pnblio 
spirit-Vicissitudes of poverty and returning wealth-Concentration and control 
of capital-Allti-Dcmocrlltic Conservatism, and semi-intldel French Democrncy
The two rival partics-Misundcrstood .. horrors of St. Domingon-Unforeseen 
prolltableneBR of cotton-growin~-Unequal apportionment of representlltion
Declilling standard of morals in the Church-Rivalry of the Sects-Growing pre
judice agnillst color-IntlucnC8 of the Colonization project-Fatlll fostering of 
this prejudi~rroborllted by estimate of Henry Clay. 

THE study of history is like a journey, or an exploring tour, 
in the course of which, cheering prospects are sometimes 
unexpectedly succeeded by scenes less promising, but 
necessary to be traversed, or the proposed end is not reached. 
If we would faithfully explore a country, we must not con
fine our attention to the pleasant portions of it. If we 
would improve. it, wc must acquaint ourselves with the 
unseemly features and untoward influences to be removed 
or remedied. If fields once fertile are becoming sterile, 
we must learn under what modes of tillage they have become 
so. If the buildings just erected and yet unfinished, are 
beginning to crumble, we must inquire after the nature of the 
materials, nnd the process of the structure. 

The marked decline of the spirit of liberty in this country 
for half II. century after the Revolution, is a fact too palpable 
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to escape notice. Between the historical details of the last 
three chapters, and those that must appear in the following, 
there will be found, we fear, a chasm too wide and abrupt to 
comport with the ordinary vicissitudes of credible history. 
To the reader, of another country, or a future age, we shall 
appear to have been writing fiction, and even the verity of the 
public documents cited, will scarcely escape suspicion. But 
"truth is stranger than fiction." The details to be presented 
will appear credible enough when we shall have become con
versant with the moral causes at work beforehand, adapted to 
the production of them. To the reader who never stops to 
inquire after moral causes, or who reads on, without keeping 
them steadily in mind, the perusal of history can be of little 
value. It can supply him with no guide to the future, no 
element of congruity for the past. Such causes constitute, in 
reality, the most essential ingredient of true history. They 
are facts, at wholesale, fountains of facts, from whence all 
minor facts flow. We make no digression, then, in stating 
them. We cannot promise a complete enumeration of all 
these causes. We may not be able, always, to distinguish 
causes from effects, nor to designate the precise point, in the 
history, where the defection began, nor decide positively what 
portion of the body politic was first corrupted, or first became 
corrupting. But we can note down a few general facts. 

1. We shall first venture to suggest, that the regard for 
human liberty, and the opposition to the slave trade and 
slavery, that were manifested during the revolutionary period, 
may have failed to prove permanent and abiding, because, in 
respeet to great numbers of the people, including some promi
nent citizens, those sentiments were not as deep seated and as 
disinterested as they should have been, and therefore a change 
in the aspect of public affairs would naturally bring with it a 
change in the manifestation of such sentiments. To suppose 
otherwise would be to suppose an unprecedented purity of 
purpose, of which no other nation has yet furnished a parallel. 
This suggestion does not discredit the fact of an actual declen
sion. It only indicates one of the causes of it. Without any 
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previous tendency to declension, other causes would have had. 
little power. 

It is easy to see, that, in many ways, the revolutionary pe
riod presented peculiar inducements to the abolition of the 
slave trade and slavery. To fight for their own liberties while 
enslaving others, was an incongruity too glaring to consist 
with national reputation, or with intelligent self-respect. Like 
0.11 other men, in times of pressing danger and sore calamity, 
our fathers might make solemn promises of amendment, which 
would be liable to be forgotten and disregarded, on the return of 
security and peace. The fear of an insurrection of the slaves, 
or of their desertion to the enemy, in time of war, might pre
sent an argument in favor of their emancipation, that would 
influence many minds, until the danger had passed away. 
Such, indeed, was the fact. A note of Dr. Hopkins to his 
Dialogue, in 1776, will place this fact in Do clear and impres
sive light . 

.. God is so ordering it, in his providence, that it seems absolutely neces
sary that something should speedily be done in respect to the slaves among 
us, in order to our safety. and to prevent their turning against us, in our 
present struggle, in order to get their liberty. Our oppressors have 
planned to gain the blacks, and induce them to take up arms against us, by 
promising them liberty on this condition; and this plan they are prose
cuting to the utmost of their power, by which means they have persuaded 
numbers to join them. And should we attempt to restrain them by foree 
and severity, keeping a strict guard over them, and punishing thoso severely 
who shall be detected in attempting to join our opposers, this will be only 
making bad worse, and serve to render our inconsistency and cruelty more 
criminal, perspicuolls, and shocking, and bring down the righteous ven
geance of heaven on our heads. The only way pointed out to prevent this 
threatening evil, is to set the blacks at liberty ourselves, by some public act 
and laws, and then give them encouragement to labor, or take up arms in 
defence of the American cause, as they shall choose. This would, at once, 
be doing them some degree of justice, and defeating our enemies in the 
acheme they are prosecuting." 

This wise and righteous counsel was not followed, but it is 
impossible to tell how extensively the slaves were kept quiet, 
by the public testimonies made in favor of their freedom, and 
by the hopes thus inspired. 
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In his Dialogue, Dr. Hopkins had insisted so strongly on 
the tokens of divine displeasure hanging over the nation, on 
account of this crying sin, that on the re-publication of the 
work, after the return of peace, he thought it necessary, in an 
Appendix, to notice the objection, that if slavery were 80 

grcat a national sin, as had been represented, Divine Provi
dence would not have favored the cause of America i and 
therefore, the representations that had been made of the dan
ger of defeat, in consequence of this wickedness and incon
sistency, had been unfounded and rash. One answer of Dr. 
Hopkins to this objection, was, that "since the publication of 
this dialogue, many things have been done and steps taken, 
towards a reformation of this evil "-proceeding to enumerate, 
(as we have before quoted,) the States that had either abol
ished slavery or taken measures in that direction. He adds, 
that if these hopeful beginnings, commenced in times of afflic
tion, were not followed up and completed in prosperity, we 
may expect divine judgments, still. And here, he quotes as 
applicable to this country, in such a case, that remarkable 
passage in the prophecy of Jeremiah, Chapter 85, where it is 
recorded that the king and princes of Judah, in a time of 
siege and distress entered into a solemn U resolution and cove
nant to free all their slaves "-but "when their fears and 
distress were removed, they returned to their former practice," 
-for which God commissioned Jeremiah to tell them that 
since they had II refused liberty to their brethren, he would 
proclaim a liberty for them, even a most dreadful liberty to 
the sword, to the pestilence, and to the famine, and cause 
them to be removed into all the kingdoms of the earth," &c. 

The oontrast between Hopkins and some of his successors, 
in the same religious denomination in New England, who 
have recently applauded the efforts of our most recreant poli
ticians to draw, still closer, the fetters of the enslaved, and to 
punish those who shelter the outcasts, is too palpable and 
glaring to escape observation: and the question forces itself 
upon our attention, notwithstanding their technical agreement 
in creeds and forms, whether teachers so opposite in their 
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practical expositions, should be regarded as teaching, in 
reality, the same religion, and serving the same Master. 

It is in the same connection, in that Appendix, that Dr. 
Hopkins notices the pecuniary troubles and distresses that 
still, at that time, (1785) embarrassed the country, and threat· 
ened its ruin, in evidence that the danger of divine judgments 
had not yet disappeared. And as a reason for fearing yet 
greater judgments, he proceeds to mention, what belongs to 
this portion of our history, as an important, but painfully hu
miliating fact. Though the General Congress and the Colonies 
or States had solemnly covenanted to discontinue the slave traf· 
fic, and had interdicted it, yet, by prominent and wealthy indi
viduals, it was now beginning, on the return of peace, to be 
revived, and was not effectually suppressed by the authorities. 
We will state this in the words of that celebrated author. 

" We are again going into the practice of that seven·fold abomination, 
the slave trade, against which, in the beginning of the war, we bore public 
testimony, and entered into a united and solemn resolution wholly to re
nounce it, and all connection with those who should persist in this evil 
practice. A number of veasels have been sent from some of the States in 
New England, and other States, to Africa, to procure slaves, and they are 
in such demand in the West Indies, and in some of the Southern States, and 
especially South Carolina, that several succeaaful voyages have been made, 
thousands of 81ave8 brought into these United States, and sold at extraor
dinary prices, by which others are tempted and encouraged to go into this 
trade, and there is a prospect that it will take place to as great a degree as 
it has heretofore, unlesa itahould be suppreaaed by tbose in public autborhy, 
or by the people at large. " 

The precise extent to which this infamous traffic was re
sumed, cannot now be ascertained. But there is renson to 
think it was quite limited, until (as before stated) it was al· 
lowed by South Carolina, in 1803. 

2. The experiment of putting a stop to the slave trade 
during the existence of slavery-and the policy of attempting 
to abolish either the one or the other, or both of them, by the 
mere force of moral suasion, without corresponding and ade
quate political action, was fully tried by the philanthropists 
and patriots of the revolutionary period, and with a result 
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that should prove a caution to all their successors who may 
be engaged in the Cause of human freedom. To maintain 
penal laws against any other forms of crime, and permit this 
crime of crimes to go "unwhipt of justice," is a solecism in 
legislation, in jurisprudence, and in civil polity, without a 
parallel for inconsistency and folly. This capital error we put 
down as one of the leading causes or outstanding signs of the 
lamentable defection of this nation from the principles of civil 
government they had marked out for themselves, in their 
declaration of human rights, and their definition of the ob
jects and characteristics of a legitimate and just civil govern
ment. 

8. "The ruse of gradualism "-the strategy of delay-the 
contamination of temporary compromise, was another kindred 
error, (if it may be called another) and the same with which 
the friends of liberty have been frequently beset, and some
times foiled, in their more recent as well as more early en
deavors. 

4. The general decline of pure religion and sound morality, 
after the close of the revolutionary struggle, another fact com
monly noticed by the better portion of the community at that 
period, was almost certain to include in it a decline of the 
spirit of liberty, of a tender regard for human rights, and of 
sensibility to the flagrant iniquities of the slave trade and 
slavery. 

Though the war of the Revolution contributed, in many 
respects, and with the better portion of society, to foster the 
spirit of freedom; yet, like other wars, it had its demoralizing 
tendencies, and the disbanding of the army was the occasion 
for the development of them. Not a few of the soldiers, and 
some of the officers, had contracted a distaste for the habits 
of sober and patient industry, in which they had, in earlier 
life, been educated; and, to a frightful extent, the spirit of 
lawlessness and licentiousness had been mistaken for the spirit 
of freedom. The spirit of gambling adventure, amid the 
pecuniary fluctuations of that period, and the depreciation of 
the continental paper currency, contributed its share to pro-
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duce the recklessness, unscrupulousness, and hap-hazard ad
venture for which a considerable portion of that generation 
were distinguished. The anti-slavery writings of a Hopkins 
and an Edwards can hardly be supposed to have had much 
effect upon this class of society, who had learned to cast off 
their respect for moral and religious instructions and restraints 
in general. The rapid inroads of intemperance, profanity, 
and irreligion, were among the marked features of that period, 
even in New England, as we learn from the testimonies of 
such writers as Emmons. The class of the community just 
alluded to, were ripe for any unlawful enterprise rather than 
for patient, quiet rural labor. The slave trade, as well as 
other forms of piracy, was not lacking for men of this class 
to man its vessels, and evcn to take charge of them, as super
cargoes and captains. And in how many ways the character
istics of such an age would tend to strengthen and perpetuate 
slavery, we need not stop to describe. 

5_ A general decline of the spirit of liberty succeeded to 
the exhausting struggles of the Revolution, almost by a law of 
the human mind, if we may adventure to say so, a process in 
human affairs very difficult to be counteracted, except by the 
most resolute and disinterested exertions. The oue idea of 
national independence, which had come to stand as the syno
nym of the idea of frcedom, had so long hcld the mind of the 
nation in an agony of attention and suspense, that when the 
struggle was over, and the national independence acknow
ledged, it was taken for granted that thc libcrties of the nation 
were secured. Even with the most philosophicalllnd philan
thropic, a vague, indefinite, and ill-conceived impression of 
the "spirit of the age" as it is called, that was to carry every
body onward and upward to the dignity of freemen, without 
the exhausting cares, anxieties, and solicitudes of those who 
had almost worn themselves out in the long struggle, had 
operated as a welcome furlough, or discharge from service. 
When the army and the commander-in-chief were permitted 
to retire from the public defence, why should not they? The 
human mind, so long and so intensely kept on the stretch, 
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sought repose, and, unhappily, in this case, before the giant 
despotism of the age had been vanquished. Even the strong
minded and the keen-sighted failed to perceive this I How 
much more the masses of the people, whose vigilance and 
combined efforts were thcn needed? Withdrawing their 
attention too much from public affairs, they expended their 
strength on their own personal and domestic concerns, that 
now needed unusual care, after a season of comparative neg
lect. A people impoverished by a seven years' war, were 
now to replenish their exhausted stores, and payoff their 
public and private debts, at a time when the proportion of 
producers had been diminished, first by the demands of the 
war, and next, by the flood of idlers, or worse than idlers, 
which had come with the return of peace_ How easily would 
most men excuse themselves from anti-slavery agitation at 
such a period, to say nothing of an unwillingness to hazard, 
afresh, at the close of a civil war, the amicable relations that 
remained_ In all this we see a cause, not an adequate excuse, 
for the general apathy that succeeded to the revolutionary 
struggle. The lesson for our instruction is, the importance of 
never relinquishing a contest for freedom, till it is thoroughly 
secured, or of never yielding a moral controversy till it is 
settled on the right basis. 

6_ When the private and the public purse were replenished,. 
when prosperity had succeeded to poverty, when wealth, at 
the opening of the present century, rolled in upon the nation, 
the former habits of disinterested or even of patriotic devotion 
to public affairs and the interests of human freedom did not 
return. The pursuit of wealth had begotten the inordinate 
love of it. Inattention to the demands of liberty and justice 
had resulted in the disregaru of them. Inequality of posses
sion, continually increasing and in striking contrast to earlier 
times, had undermined the spirit of equality, and introduced 
aristocratic tastes. Humanity and human rights were less 
valued than wealth. The concentration of capital created a 
new element of political power, and diverted it from its former 
channels. The possession of wealth, or of talents prostituted 
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to the support of its claims, instead of a disinterested ad vocacy 
of human liberty and equnljustice, supplied passports to seats 
in the State and National Council.;;, to places of authority and 
power. Here was another cause, and another step in the 
downward tendencies of the nation; the beginning of that 
powerful aristocracy of wealth that afterwards openly opposed 
the discussion of the slave question. 

7. Earlier than this, and somewhat if not altogether dis
tinct from it in the first place, though afterwards learning to 
combine with it, and becoming at length wholly absorbed in 
it, and obliterated by it, was a more elevated aristocracy, (not 
using the word in its most odious sense,) beginning to exhibit 
itself, almost immediately after the close of the revolutionary 
struggle. In the effort to establish a national Constitution, to 
organize a new general government, and to mark out a course 
of national policy, this element became distinctly visible. It 
might be described as the aristocracy of intellect, combined, 
to a great extent, (though with some marked exceptions,) 
with high moral worth, which, in the absence of numbers, 
gave it, for a time, great weight and power. It was not so 
much, if at all, an aristocracy of misanthropy or of gross sel
fishness, as of conscious superiority of intelligence and char
acter, and a distrust in the capacities of the mass of the people 
for self-government. With a goodly share of the friends of 
humanity and justice in its ranks, (the friends of the enslrtved,) 
seeking earnestly their future or ultimate frcedom, it never
theless failed to yield its full assent to those self-evident truths 
of the Declaration of Independence which must lie at the 
basis of any consistent and thorough agitation for the present 
removal of slavery. If the masses of the pcople could not 
!o1afely be intrusted with the experiment of self-government, 
as this class of statesmen seem to have supposed, it \vould 
have been the consummation of folly and madness to have 
set the slaves all loose, at once, without any previous prepar
ation for freedom. Even the professedly democratic portion 
of our public men were, by no menns, prepared t(l apply their 
principles to the case of the unlettered and uncultivated negro 
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population, though they were willing to hazard the experi
ment with the more favored and better educated whites. 
Was it to be expected, then, of those who trembled at the 
experiment of republican institutions even for the educated 
yeomanry of New England, without the protecting shadow of 
a royal throne, or its equivalent in some furm-those who 
sought to restrict as much a.~ possible the right of suffrage, 
making property the evidence of qualification i those who 
sought for balances and checks against the people, and the 
placing of the highest officers of government at the greatest 
practicable distance from their control-was it to be expected, 
we demand, of such a school of statesmen, that they should 
signalize themselves by demanding the immediate and uncon
ditional emancipation of the enslaved? Most assuredly it was 
not_ And no such anomaly was witnessed. Admit that they 
embodied a majority of the most intelligent, respectable, phil
anthropic, and religious portion of the cOmmunity, as has 
been plausibly, and perhaps justly, claimed for them-admit 
that among their prominent men were some of the most pro
minent and worthy patrons of manumission, and even of aboli
tion societies-admit that they favored the circulation of the 
more radical and truly democratic anti·slavery doctrines of 
Hopkins and Ed wards*-it nevertheless remains true that no 
prominent statesman of this class, (nor even of their more 
democratic opponents,) proposed an immediate and uncondi· 
tional abolition of slavery. The democratic theory of human 
rights and corresponding capabilities, was not then sufficiently 
understood, to warrant such. a movement. We mention this 
as an indisputable and important historical fact-not for any 
purposes of invidious reproach. If the best friends of the en
slaved among our purest and most prominent statesmen were 
not ready to demand for them immediate justice, then their 
continued enslavement was a matter of course, until the rise 

• We cannot Bay that Hopkills and Edward. were not both identified, in their 
politic:a1 influence, .. moat of their cleric:a1 BNOCiatea were, with the school of poli
tics we lIave described. It would be remarkable if they were not. But their 
writings on slavery ara among the most radically demoerntic of their timea. 
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and ascendency of the slave power riveted their chains. The 
fact and philosophy of gradualism, and consequent postpone
ment, has, in part, its historical elucidation just here. 

Fidelity to historical truth compels us to add, that the class 
of statesmen just described exerted a powerful influence in 
moulding the Federal Constitution; that they distinguished 
themselves and obtained tbeir political name, as Federalists, by 
advocating its adoption; tbat tbe administration of the Federal 
Government, on its first organization, came into their hands; 
that they administered it for tbe first twelve years, during 
which time the national policy was gradually but substantially 
settled upon the basis upon which it has been administered 
ever since,* so far as the slave question is concerned, only that 
the exorbitant demands of the slave power have been con
stantly " growing with its growth, and strengtbening with its 
strength." 

Impartiality requires us to notice these facts concer!ling the 
Federal party while in power, as the Democratic party so 
called, is justly obnoxious to the cbarge of violating, even 
more conspicuously and outrageously, the free principles of 
which they boast, during their much longer administration of 
the government in after years. 

The want of a thorougb, consistent, and Christian demo
cracy, therefore, is distinctly visible in the origin and continu
ation of the pro·slavery policy of tbe national government, 
and to this fact, as to a comprehensive cause, the presen' 
ascendency of the slave power mny be traced. Had the 
" Federalists n been more democratic in their tbeory of civil 
government-had the "Democrats" (or "Republicans," as 
they were then called) reduced their own theory to practice, t 

• Facta, in evidence of this, will be Addnced iu tho proper conneotion of the 
history. 

t HAving never belonged to either of those perties, nor voted more titan hI-ioe or 
thrice before tlto fonnation of tlto Liberty pnrty in 18'0, (though an attentive wit
nell.~ of party Btnl@'gles sinoo 18M,) the writer hoped to hnve presented a pictnre 
which would have been admitted by all the intelligent friends of liberty to be a jnat 
and impartinl one. But on Bubmitting his manuscript to the inspection of judicioua 
friends, be finds his mistake. He now makes up his mind that Bome good men or 
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the system of American slavery would have been abolished 
at an early period of our history. 

8. In close connection with the preceding facts, it should 
be noticed that the excesses of the first French Revolution, 
commencing soon after our Federal Government went into 
operation, must have contributed largely, as we know it did, 
to bring democratic principles into disrepute, to increase and 
fortify the jealousies and fears of conservatists, and confirm 
the impression of insecurity to life, to property, and to civil 
order, if large masses of men should at once be released from 
absolute control. If millions of educated and polished French
men could not be transferred at once from a state of mere polit
ical servility to a state of civil and political freedom, without 
becoming fired with tho frenzy of demons, abjuring all the 
restraints of religion, subverting the state, proscribing tho 
church, engulfing society and property in the wildest chaos 
of disorder j drenching the land with blood, and exterminat
ing each other by the rapid succession and violent proscrip
tion of rival factions, how could it be thought safe or prudent 
to release suddenly from a state of still deeper degradation a 
more ignorant population of slaves? Thus it must have been 
that men reasoned, especially that portion of them whose pre
vious jealousy of popular ascendency had been so unequivo
cally manifested, who looked upon these trans-atlantic devel
opments with unmingled horror, and pointed to them as 
evidences in confirmation of their predictions. Even the 
most sanguine and democratic among our American statesmen, 
and those who had most joyfully hailed the dawn of liberty 
in France, were compelled, though reluctantly, at length to 
join in the general condemnation of such excesses, and to feel 
if they could not re-echo the appeals now so eloquently made 

opposito parties will think him unjust to elui,. party. No courso Beeml to remain 
Cor him bot the expreuion of his owo convictions. lIe hall no delire nor temptation 
to follow the bad cOItom of aboling tbe obsolete Federal party, the representative 
of a former age. A more honelt and patriotio party never administered the govern
ment. We ba\'O only attribnted to it a defective theory, consistently foUowed_ 
J_ reprehensible error than that of ita opponent, tbe bolding of a better theory in 
aheyauce, for tbe Noke of pro-slnory 80pport "lid tbo apoils of offioo. 

- I} 

Digitized by Google 



180 GREAT STR(;,GGI.E BETWEEN 

concerning the dangers of such freedom. If Do conclusion 
adverile to the sudden emancipation of the slaves was not 
logically deduced and propounded in the form of a syllogism, 
the imp/"e3sion must have been effectually made. The horrors 
of the French Revolution, like the perverted story of "the 
horrors of St. Domingo,"* some time afterwards, have ever 
since been 011 the lips of the conservators of slavery. So late 
as the beginning of the present anti-slavery agitation, in 1838, 
the "reign of terror" in France, and "the horrors of St. 
Domingo," were successfully adverted to by opposers j nnd 
the doctrines of immediate and unconditional emancipation, 
as taught by Edwards, were systematically confounded with 
the "Jacobinism of the first French Revolution "-a misre
presentation less excusable now, than during the dimness and 
confusion near the close of the last century. 

9. This untoward influence of the French Revolution was 
increased by the undeniable fact, that a leaven of the French 
infidelity, and the maxims of disorganization, had insinuated 
themselves into the ranks of the democratic party in this 
country, and appeared to find favor with some of the popular 
leaders of that school, some of whom had advocated slave 
emancipation. 1'he cry of the French atheists-" No mon
arch in heaven, no monarch on earth," if not re-echoed in this 

• The BtOry of St. Domingo, ('orre('tly told, gh"cs no countenance to the idoa of 
the dangere of emancipation. The fir8t aet in the trllgedy of llorror, WL~ before 
emancipation had been propo~ed. The abolition of Bla\"ery, Borne time after, took 
place qnietly, and WIl8 foUowed by years of good order and prot!perity. It wu the 
perlldions attempt of Napoleon, after aU thill, to Bubjugate the ilIland, and re-enslavo 
the colored inhabitants, that opened the ~ccond Rcene of the tragedy, which was 
Indeed enllcted in blood, and drove the Burviving whitea from tbe island. The 
danger of .faDer!!. not of /rte<iQm, i8 the only legitimate inference from this hi8tory. 

The horrol'll of the French Uevollltion, too, in like manner. Ilre to be chll'¥Cd 
mainly upon the comlption in the Church Bnd the despotism in the Stllte, thM 
sednced the French philosophers into atbcism, lind drove tho populace to despera
tion. And tben it wu but Il counterfeit of true democrllcy that WIlS introduc4'd, 
and holding no nearer affinity to it thlln the corruptcd Christianity of Frnnce had 
held to tho Christianity of Christ. In fact, the anarchy that was misnllmed lihn-ty, 
WIlB only a reproduction of the old de!1potiRms in another form, trampling all the 
inalienable rights of humanity under foot, lind resulting in a Bettled military despot-
18m in the end. 
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country, was Iisteneq to by many without marked disfavor. 
The violent overthrow of a corrupt and oppressive Church in 
France, had involved along with it the open repudiation of 
Christianity and the Bible, and had suggested the idea of 
the overthrow of all churches. 'l.'homns Paine, a leading 
democratic writer of this country during the Revolution, and 
the intimate friend of Thomns Jefferson, came home from a 
sojourn in France, deeply imbued with these sentiments, and 
found kindred spirits here, where his infidel writings had pre
ceded him. 

In the ranks of this school might be numbered not a few 
of that class of American revolutionists, before noticed, whose 
influence and example, like Paine's, * were not on the side of 
morality and social order, and who could not have contributed, 
had they been thus disposed (ns very 'many of them were not) 
to any healthful or hopeful enterprise for slave emancipation. 
Had any thing been desired or attemptedt in that direction, by 
the party absorbing this class of influences, and coming into 
power with Mr. Jefferson, in 1801, it is not improbable that 
the cry against them, of "infidelity, anarchy, and bloodshed" 
would have been, if possible, redoubled. That the opposite 

• Paino WIllI an advOCAte of the abolition of slavery, and as clerk of the Pennlyl
vlllla House of AalIembly, aiBxed his Bignature to tho act of pl'Olpective 
emancipation in that State. The iuftdel principlOl and lax moral. of Paine _ 
.ioned much prejudice against hilt doctrine of the" rights of man." 

t There i" no evidence that tho Democratio or RepubliCGll party, at any period, 
Will' indined to abolish slavery. Among all the loud and bitter complaints raised by 
them ngain$t tho alleged de~potic tcndencieA of the Federal party, itR support ot 
5lavery "'88 never mentioned. And among all the democratio measul"Ull propoeed 
by Mr. Je1!'erson while in office, the abolition of slavery was not one. Hie own 
e!oqueut writings against slavery could not persuade him to emancipate (u Wl\llhing
ton bad done) his own sla,·es. The early identillcntion of a majority or leading 
a\a"eholdenl with tho Demoel'l1tie party, and the steady control of tbat party by 
them, e"er since, has always boen a great puzzle and a great stumbling-block in tho 
way or Democratic Pl'Ogr_. 

The hi~toricall'Olution ICems to bo, that Northern talent and Northern capital (lbo 
natural rivals or Southern talent and capital) had committed theUl.lelvea against the 
democratic thcory. The only way to "get up an iune" was to etlpoUBe the theory, 
bot blink the particular application to ~lavery, with the double advantage ot neutral
iling and diloanning the hostile principle. And if democratic meaaurea favored 
l4&w, the ~Ia ... eholder adroitly stood in the place of the Southern laborer, and might 
coun' on the co-operation or the Northern laborer. 
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party, while in power, under Washington and Adams, and 
amid the opposition they encountered, and the jealousies, the 
panic, and the confusion of that singular crisis, should have 
attempted anything so radically democratic and unprecedented 
as the sudden emancipation of all the slaves, most assuredly 
was not to have been expected. We say nothing in excuse 
of the derelictions of either of these parties, nor in peculiar or 
exclusive reproach of either of them, but we think it impor
tant to present a true and impartial account of the facts of 
that period, that the causes of our present unhappy position 
may be understood, and avoided in future. A Christianity 
crippled by an alliance with even the most pure and elevated 
description of aristocracy, is incompetent to the task of secur
ing human freedom. A democracy, or a philanthropy, how
ever ardent and radical, that is not based upon the Christianity 
of the Bible, is equally impotent, for the same sublime mis
sion.* 

10. Among the influences tending strongly to bribe the pub
lic sentiment, and change the political tendencies of the coun
try, especially at the South, on the slave question, have been 
justly reckoned the increased and unforeseen profitableness of 
slave labor, in consequence of the invention of the cotton-gin, 
by Mr. Whitney. Of the reasons which had operated to pro
duce the conviction, during the revolutionary period, that 
slavery was a waning system that must soon be abandoned, 
the unprofitableness of slave labor was doubtless, in many 
minds, a leading one. This economical view of the subject 
must have become the more prominent as the moral influences 
and the generous enthusiasm of the revolutionary period gave 
place to plans of individual thrift and accumulation. Then it 
was that the blighting influences of slavery must have begun 
to be felt i but a wonderful change was at hand, the almost 
magical result of a labor·saving machine, in the hands, not of 

• It belongs to a later period of the history of the parties to remark, that the 
rival aristocracies of the NortA and &utA, throwing the Federal party and ita BUC

_SOlll into the embraoea of the one, and tho Democratio into the handa of the 
other, have eft'ectually prevented the abolition of slavery. 
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the laborer himself, but of the capitalist who controlled him, 
and appropriated the avails of his labor. And thus, at the 
very moment when the more worthy and noble considerations 
in favor of liberty had almost ceased to occupy the slavehold
er's attention, the most powerful temptations were presented 
to his cupidity and avarice. Under this temptation, he fell. 
And the policy of the national government was, in conse
quence, changed. On this point, we present the testimony of 
two statesmen holding opposite views, in general, of the slave 
question . 

.. What, then. haTe been the caules which have created 80 new a feeling 
in favor of slavery in the South-which haye changed the whole nomen
clature of the South on the subject-and from being thought of and de
scribed in the terms I have mentioned and will not repeat, it has now 
become an institution, a cherished institution there; no evil, no scourge, 
but a great religious, social, and moral ble88ing, as I think I have heard it 
latterly described 1 I suppose this, sir, is owing to the sudden uprising and 
rapid growth of the cotton plantations of the South. • • • • • • 
The tables will show that the exports oC cotton Cor the yean 1790 and 1791 
were hardly more than forty or fil\y thousand dollars a year. It has gone 
on increasing rapidly ontil it may now be, perhaps, in a season oC great 
product and high prices, a hundred millions oC doJlan. Then there wu 
more oC wax, more of indigo, more of rice, more of almost everything 
exported from the South than of cotton. I think I have heard it said, when 
Mr. Jay negotiated the treaty of 1794 with England, he did not know that 
cotton was exported at all from the United States; and I haye heard it said 
I.bat, after the treaty which gave to the United States the right to carry 
their own commodities to England in their own ships, the costom-house in 
London refu.ed to admit cotton, upon an allegation that it could not be an 
American production. there being, as they sopposed, no cotton raised in 
America. They would hardly think so now. "-Speecl, of D. Web"er, 
U. S. Senate, March 7, 1850. 

"Unhappily, the original policy of the Government and the original prin
ciples of the Goyernment in respect to slavery, did not permanently control 
ita action. A change occurred-almost imperceptible at first, but becoming 
more and more marked and decided, until nearly total. The Honorable 
Senator from Massachusetta, in the coorse of his late speech, noticed this 
change, and ascribed it to the rapid increase in the production of cotton. 
Doutleas, sir, this was a leading caole. The production of cotton, in con
&«!quence of the invention of the cotton-gin, increased from 487,000 pounda 
in 1793, to 6,278,300 pounds in 1796, and continued to increase very rapidly 
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afterwards. or conree the market valne or slues advanced, and masters 
were less inclined to emancipation."-Speec!a of S. P. Cluue, U. S. Senate, 
March 26, 1850. 

When the cotton manufacture of the North came to engross 
so great an amount of northern capital, a bond of affinity be
tween northern and southern capitalists was created, which at 
length, has almost indissolubly interwoven the Eastern States 
in the web of the slave power. If anything is to be done to 
disentangle or cut the threads, it must be done soon. 

11. There is yet another cause to be mentioned, that oper
ates, perhaps, still more strongly to attach the slaveholders to 
their present system, and bind the North to their car. Except 
to the growers of cotton and those who raise human herds, 
further north, to sell to them, the slave system, even now, is 
not a pecuniary benefit to the slaveholder. Though many indi
viduals are enriching themselves by the system, the southern 
country, on the whole, is becoming impoverished by it. Dut 
there is, at the South, a still more potent passion than the 
love of wealth. It is the lust of political power, and slavery 
has always been an element of political power to the slave
holders in the Southern States. Though frequently, if not 
commonly, a minority, in the different States, (counting 
slaves, free colored persons, and non·slaveholding whites,) the 
slaveholders have always held the political power of the slave 
States in their own hands, and may calculate upon doing this 
while the slave system continues. Since the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution, in 1789, slavery hl\.'1 also become an all
controlling element of political power in this nation, in the 
hands of an oligarchy of slaveholders. This element, at first, 
was scarcely perceived. It originated in that provision of the 
Constitution which gives to the South a representation for 
their slaves, in the apportionment of representatives, and in 
the election of President and Vice President of the United 
States. A perception of this advantage has taught the slave
holders to regard the slave system as the grand instrument of 
their political ascendency in the nation_ It has taught politi
cal aspirants at the North to become sycophantic and servile. 
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These joint influences, like the upper and nether mill-stone, 
are rapidly grinding to powder the last hopes of American 
freedom, unless the remedy be promptly applied by the reso
lute withdrawal of votes from slaveholders and their syco
phants. The federal patronage, and the national policy, in 
the hands of slavery, have been found too powerful for the 
remaining energies of freedom. These advantages remaining 
with the slave power, the nation becomes enslaved. 

12. Of all the causes or indications, in tha t period, of a decline 
of the spirit of liberty, and of a corresponding resuscitation of 
the once waning system of slavery, there was none more com
prehensive, more significant, or more influential than the 
changed spirit and position of the OIlurch. 

Not one of the causes or indications already enumera~ 
has failed to affect, most injuriously, tho character and the 
influence of the Church, and when the weight of the Church 
itself came to be thrown into the scale of slavery, each one of 
the causes or indications connected with the transition could 
not fail to receive fresh accessions of strength i and, by being 
combined in the bosom of the Church, consolidating and 
intrenching themselves there, with a compactness and solidity 
unknown before, they have rendered themselves almost im
pregnable, ever since. 

In speaking of this transition of the Church, we do noL for
get that the Church had not, at any period, divorced herself 
wholly from slavery, nor even, as a whole, taken the ground 
of immediate and uncompromising action on the subject. 
The doctrine of " gradual" repentance, resulting, in part, from 
the defective theologies then commonly in vogue, and which 
rejected the idea of sudden moral transformations, was the 
fatal error of the Church, and from her it had been imbibed • 
by the best statesmen of the age, nurtured and taught in her 
bosom. 

But we speak of the transition of tho Church as we do of 
the corresponding transition of the State. We give both 
bodies the credit of no small degree of earnestness and hon
esty, in their opposition to slavery during the revolutionary 
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period, though they failed of applying promptly the appro
priate remedy, in its proper form. The transition of which we 
speak was from this state of honest opposition to slavery and 
incipient though dilatory action against it, to a state of 
comparative apathy, first; of a quiescence, next; and finally, 
of apology, of biblical defence, and of opposition to all earnest 
endeavors to diffuse information on the subject, and to array 
a public sentiment against slavery. 

When the external pressures, and the special dangers inci
dent to the slave system, during the war, were removed from 
the community by the return of peace, they were removed also 
from the Ohurch. The Church, too, as well as the world, for
got her solemn resolutions, in the hour of distress, to put away 
this iniquity from her bosom. When philanthropists content
ed themselves with mere moral suasion, without demanding 
distinct and effective legislation on the subject, they acted 
upon maxims they had imbibed in the Church; a Church that 
neglected to preach the religious duty of political justice in 
"delivering the spoiled out of the hands of the oppressor," 
and" executing judgment between a man and hIS neighbor." 
When projects of gradualism deceived the friends of the op
pressed, it was because the Church had taught the doctrines 
of gradualism rather than those of immediate and uncon
ditionru compliance with all the divine precepts. When the 
moral reformers of those times consented to moral compro
mises, they were kept in countenance by the corresponding 
policy of the Church, from which they had received, directly 
or indirectly, their moral education, and of which the gre.'l.ter 
part of them were members. The general decline of pure 
religion and sound morality after the Revolution, is known 
to have affected, very seriously, the Church, and it was the 
testimony and the complaint of her most vigilant watchmen, 
that her standard of morality, and the efficacy of her discipline 
could not be restored to their former state. How evidently 
and how disastrously must such a fact have affected the posi
tion of the Church on the slave question I And how notori
ously have these manifestations been increasing ever l'incel 
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Even revivals of religion have done little towards restoring 
the ancient standard of morals. The moral duties have been 
less insisted on from the pulpit, and the religion revived and 
propagated in times of religious awakening, has been common· 
ly of a corresponding type, till the idea that ministers and 
churches must not meddle with political sins, has grown up 
into theories concerning "organic sins," that would have 
astonished our fathers. 

The general decline of the spirit of liberty that was 
witnessed in the community, was witnessed also in the 
Church, and the same moral lethargy and stupor came over 
them both. The influx of wealth, the erection of castes and 
aristocracies in society, that displaced simplicity and equality 
in the State, produced similar effects in the Church. 
Especially was it true that the more elevated aristocracy of 
intelligence, of character, and of spiritual pride, that led 
prominent statesmen to distrust their fellow-citizens in the 
exercise of their God-given rights, found its home and its 
sanctuary in the high places of the Church and the ministry, 
by whom the policy of those statesmen was most earnestly 
and effectively sustained. By these, in an especial manner, 
were the horrors of the French Revolution so exhibited as to 
teach the danger of according to human beings, as sucb, the 
exercise of essential human rights_ However honest may 
have been the error, and however plausibly maintained, it was 
none the less to be deplored. The uneJCpected profitableness 
of slave labor in the production of rotton was a temptation to 
the Church, as well as to the rest of the community, and with 
the rest of the community the Southern Church feU into the 
snare. And the profitableness of the cotton manufacture at 
the North, and the consequent sympathy of the manufacturer 
with the planter, has influenced the Northern Church, not ex
cepting the Society of Friends, as really (if not as universally) 
as it has the rest of the community. The same may be 
said of the temptations of ambition, connected with this 
anomalous element of political power, and among our most 
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supple and obsequious politicians, are .honored and even 
devout members of the Church. 

So that all the elements and causes of declension, in respect 
to the treatment of slavery, that have appeared and operated 
in the body politic, have appeared and 'operated likewise in 
the Church. There they have become concentrated, there they 
have been strengthened, there, above all, they have been 
baptized "into the name of the Father, and of the Son, and 
of the Holy Ghost"-have been seated at the communion 
table, have been elevated into the pulpit, have been installed 
trustees and professors of Colleges and Theological Seminaries j 
have been made managers and life members of Bible, Tract, 
and Missionary Societies, have shaped the course of ecclesi· 
astical bodies, and revised and controlled the discipline of the 
Church. 

Besides all this, the Church has seemed to embody elements 
of deterioration peculiarly her own. Her divisions into rival 
sects and theological schools have ensnared her j she has 
compromised her christian principles, has .neutralized, or with
drawn her testimony, and has faltered in her administration 
of discipline, to gain strength and numbers wherewith to carry 
on schismatic and polemic wars within her own bosom I 
When the Methodist testimonies against slavery were found 
to stand in the way of the comparative growth and pro!lpecti ve 
ascendency of the Methodist sect, then the severity of 
Methodist discipline against slavery must be relaxed (so we 
have been told by the apologists of that policy) to propitiate 
the favor of slaveholders. In the same way, and for the same 
object, the testimonies of the Presbyterian sect against slavery 
must be rendered a dead letter, and the most pointed of them 
at length, expunged. The unity and extension of the sect, 
and the harmony of its ecclesiastical action throughout the 
country, must not be disturbed by any agitation of the exci
ting question. The cry of "peace, peace," must drown the 
voice of remonstrance against the crying sin of the Church. 
And thus the Church becomes a privileged body, the mem-
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hers of which appear to claim peculiar exemption from 
reproof for their sins. 

18. There is still another and a most potent element and 
evidence of deterioration, on this subject, that we know not 
how to treat of, as its magnitude and its meanness demand. 
Whenever we attempt to speak or write upon it, we feel our 
cheeks burning with indignation and shame. We kno\v not 
how or in what terms to describe it, to what origin to trace it, 
or by what considerations to attempt to dislodge it from the 
minds of sane men. From its flat contradiction of the Bible, 
we should characterize it as decidedly of infidel parentage, yet 
we find it nestling in the bosom of the Church. From its 
unaccountablene&'1, we should describe it by the names of 
hypocrisy and pretence, did not its malignity prove its 
sincerity and reality. Were it less murderous and less 
blasphemous, we might laugh at it; were it less ludicrous, we 
might J'e.'\Son against it; were it less mean, we could enter 
the lists against it, as an object of honorable warfare. We 
should attribute it to sheer vulgarity and ignorance (where 
we find it signally at homc) but that we meet with it also in 
circles claiming refinement and learning. We allude to the 
infatuation that virtually predicates humanity upon the hue 
ofthe skin, that disbelieves that "God had made of one blood 
all nations of men," that arrogates to less than one-sixth part 
of the human race the exclusive monopoly of our common 
humanity, that thus falsifies the self-evident truths of our 
Declaration of Independence, and sets up, in the temples of 
Jehovah, tbe monuments of heathen caste. 

Existing in and controlling both the community and the 
Church, this prejudice should have been noticed earlier in our 
enumeration of evil influences, but it seems not to have 
attained its gigantic growth till the united energies of a lapsed 
Church and State had first provided for it, new methods of 
cu]ture. We do not say that the Colonization Society 
organized in 1816, created this prejudice, for without such a 
prejudice the idea of colonizing a portion of our citizens on 
the ground of their color could not have been conceived. 
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But we do say that the existence and operations of that 
Society, have more than quadrupled the strength and the 
extent of that prejudice, in a few brief years. It is a prejudice 
stronger at the North than at the South, because the two 
colors do not come so constantly in contact. Yet, at the 
North, it had scarcely made its appearance in common schools 
and worshiping assemblies, at the beginning of the present 
century, as many can testify. 

The Maryland laws, before quoted, forbidding white women 
to marry negroes, simply for the reason stated, that the latter 
were slaves, afford sufficient proof of the modern date of this 
prejudice, and of its origin in the slave system. 

In countries not familiarized with a population of colored 
slaves, (as in Russia and Poland, where the serfs are all 
whites,) the prejudice against colored people is unknown, and 
its existence among us is there discredited, or considered an 
inexplicable phenomenon. In France, in England, in Ger
many, and throughout all Europe, though the Jews are a 
degraded caste, the educated negro has free access, and on 
terms of unquestioned equality, to the very highest circles of 
society. It is reserved to a nation pluming itself upon being 
the world's teacher of the doctrine of human equality, to deny 
the common courtesies of life, along with the essential rights 
of humanity, to a large part of the human species, (to the very 
race first proficient in literature and civilization,) on account 
of their colorl Thus do we invite and merit a world's scorn I 

Were it not for this stupid prejudice against color, the 
sceptre of the slaveholding oligarchy would drop powerless 
at once, and the nation would be disenthralled. Sustained by 
this debasing prejudice, its supremacy must remain unbroken, 
and the nation must be enslaved. Slavery knows no colm.
II In the progress of time, some one hundred and fifty or two 
hundred years hence, but few vestiges of the black race will 
remain among our posterit!J'" So says Henry Olay,* and the 

• Speech of Henry Clay, in the U. S. Senate, in 1839. In thia apeecb Mr. Clay 
urged argument" agalnat .. emancip.'ltion, immediate or gradual." .. The lint imped
iment, is the absoluto want of power in the Federal Government to ell'ect the 
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constant and rapid blending of colors at the South justifies 
the estimate. But the bleaching process removes not the taint 
of slavery. The child of the slave mother follows her condi· 
tion. Persons of the whitest complexion are already held as 

purpose." II The next obetacle in the way of abolition arises out of the fact of the 
preaenoe, in the Slave States, of three millions of slaves. No practical scheme for 
their remo\'al or separation from us, haa yet boen devised or proposed." [The 
Colonization aoheme, then, is no' .. practical. til II The third impediment to imme
diata abolition, is to be found in the immense amount of capital which ialD\'eated in 
Nave property." II The total value of slave property then, by estimate, in the United 
States, is twelve hundred milliona of dollars. And now it is rashly proposed, by D 

aingle fiat. of legislation, to annihilate this immense amount of property I To anni· 
hilate it without indemnity, and without compensation to the owners." .. I know 
there is a visionary dogma whioh holda that negro a1avea cannot be the subject of 
property: I ahall not dwell long on the speculative abetraction. That u property 
which the law declares to hf property. Two hundred yeaN of legialation have Bane

tilled and aanctioned negro slavea as property." .. It is frequently asked, What is 
to become of the African raoe among us, Are they foreverto remain in bondage ,n 
• • • II Taking the aggregate of the two races, the European il constantly, 
thongh slowly, vaimnv Ofl til • .A/rican Ftu".. In the progress of time, some one 
hllndred and tiny or two hllndred years hence, bllt few veatig8ll of the black raoe 
will remain among our poaterity." 

The speech will repay close stlldy. In no part of it does Mr. Clay intimate a 
Cutllre abolition of Klavery. The II impediments" he urges will not diminish. The 
limited powers of the Federal Government-the sanction of centuries of legislation 
-the impo8~ibi\ity of separation or removal-tbe appalling amollnt of property 
invested-ell theae, except the llrat item, ruust increase. Neither dOC8 Mr. Clay pre
diet the future u.twtion of aLA VERY, but only tbo di~appearance of tbo "black r_ 
from amMIfJ 01lB poIUri'lIl" TIle language i~ exoeedingly guarded, and commeud· 
ably accllrate. Mr. Clay knows that the slave population, like the frec, are iocl'ellllWg 
in a geometrical ratio. And that, if it be trne that the free (or aa he haa it, the 
European portion) are gaining a little more rapidly, this docs not alter the fact of tho 
rapid increase of slavcs, Vlluzt,~" tMir color maybe. Indisputably it is the proeca.~ 
of amalgamation, and nolhing eU., that lays the fonndlltion for the estimato that one 
hundred and fifty or two hundred years will "lea\'O but few vcstigcs of tho black 
race AJlO!fGour pcMterity I" Neither the" slaves" nor tho" blacks" are dimiuishing 
by depopulation, like the Indians and the Sllndwich lslandel'll. The reverse is the 
known foot. Mr. Clay'. remedy for the II bondage of the .A/rican raco" is mani· 
festly a future onslavement ofa vaatly greatcr number of" our po6U,.UV," " AMONG" 
whom will remain" bllt few vestiges of the black race in one hundred and IIftyor 
two hllndred years." 

Gov. McDuffie, of South Carolina, had declared a laboring community, "bleacbed 
or unbleached," "a dangeroUB element in the body politico" He had anticipated 
their enalavement, in the Northern States, in "leas than a qnarter of a century." 
To Mr. Clay it was reserved to intimate a respite of one hundred and IIfty or two 
hundred yearll, ahowing how it must then be inevitably introduced, by cauoes 
already in operation, and fortilled by fonnidable " obotaclea" and " impedimenta" in 
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slaves-fugitives are thus described in advertisem€:nts, hunted, 
captured at the North, and taken back again. And it is 
known that, in some cases, white persons have been kidnapped 
who had no African blood in their veins. 

To this point, then, at length, our· declension has reached. 
'Ve hesitate to give up the insane prejudice that supports 
slavery, though told never so plainly, and from the best 
authority, that the consequence must be the loss of our own 
liberties-the enslavement of our own children I Nay, while 
we hear it proclaimed from the loftiest battlements of slave
dom, that" the noblest blood of Virginia," the noblest blood 
of our revolutionary sires, runs in the veins of slaves. * 

tho way of their removal. Those" obstacles" and "impedimenta" present tho 
problem for tho laboring people of the free States. Unles. overcome, the prophecy 
of Mr. Clay most becomo history. There is no poasible or conoeivable a1temath·e. 
Let the people bani8hpr~udi~ agaimt color, and all Mr. Clay'a "impedimenta" and 
" obstacles" would vani~h in twenty-four hours. 

• It has been credibly repol'llld, over the signatures of respectable cimen!, that a 
reputed daughter of Thomas Jeffel'Ron has beon seon exposed for aale at Ruction in 
New Orleans, a8 a slave. The known usages of sla\'cry in America are such as to 
render tho statement a highly probable one. It is oIgo said that a grand-daughtcr of 
Mr. Jefferson is among the colonists of Liberia. The statement, along with tho fol
lowing, i.. from acommunication in "Frederick Douglnsa' paper" for March 211, 1852: 
" I have henrd from an cye witness, that on more than one occasion, when the sage 
of Monticello len that retreat for tho Presidential abode at Wa..hington, thero would 
be on tho top of tho same coach a yellow boy' running away.' And when told 
that one of his 81ave8 was going off without 1ea\'e, Jefferson aaid, 'Well, let him go, 
his right is as good as his fatller's!' And, BOmchow, tIiat boy would get a dooeur 
before the' parting of the ways.' .. 
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CHAPTER XII. 

POSITION OF THE AMERICAN CHURCHES RESPECTING SLAVERY 

DURING THE FIRST HALF OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY. 

I.-METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

General Conference of 1801-40. of 1888-Contrnst with 1797-Leading Ministers
Prof. E. D. 8im_Dr. 8. Olin-Pres. Thornton-Bishop Soulo-Dr. Bond-Pres. 
Yl8ke-Biehop Hedding-Refusal to put to "ote Anti-Slavery Resolutions in Con
ference-Georgia Annual Conf~rcnce--S. Carolina Confercnce-" Book Concern" 
-General C~nrerence for 1840-Division concerning slaveholding Bishop.
Grounds of the division-Slaveholding statistic!! of M. E. Church, lr"ortA. 

IN speaking of the position of the churches, we shall have 
reference to the general fact-the principal religious denomi· 
nations-the leading influences-not forgetting that there are 
honorable exceptions to the picture we shall be compelled to 
present. 

The former anti.slavery testimonies of the Society of 
Friends, and also of the Presbyterian and Methodist, and 
some of the Baptist churches, until near the close of the last 
century, we have presented already.* Of other denomina· 
tions, as such, at that period, we had nothing of an authentic 
character to record. Weare assured that there were earnest 
opposers of slavery among Episcopalians, and other religious 
communions. 

Of the course of the principal denominations since that time! 
and tile'ir positron at present, we propose now to treat; in doing 
which, such facts will be brought forward as will enable the 
reader to form his own judgment in the premises. 

* See Chapters IV. and IX. 
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METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

In reverting to the action of the Methodist Conferences, 
towards the close of the last century (Chap. IX.), the reader 
would almost be warranted to take it for granted that slave
holding, in that religious denomination, must have speedily 
come to an end. There can be no doubt that such was the 
intention of the Conferences, and that such was the general 
expectation at the time. Such, however, was not the far-to 
The fatal error seems to have consisted in an unwarrantable 
lenity towards delinquent members, in not promptly enforcing 
the discipline, and this under the delusive expectation that 
they would, in a short time, be prepared to take the step, 
voluntarily, themselves, without being authoritatively coerced. 
Never, perhaps, was there a more striking illustration of the 
danger of such delays. The church that, with a full and clear 
perception of the iniquity of a practice existing among its 
members, has not fidelity and energy to expel it at once, has 
no renson to flatter itself that it ever will. If the Friends 
were more successful, notwithstanding their tardy process, the 
reason may perhaps be found in the fact, that they did not so 
directly sin against their own conscientious convictions, in 
withholding church discipline. They were first led to con
demn what appeared to be the abuses of slavery, then the 
slave trade, and at lnst, slaveholding itself. And so far as their 
convictions went, they put them in practice. But Methodism, 
which had its rise amid the testimonies and the conviction 
that" SLAVERY is tile sum of all vilZanies," could not sit down 
with that iniquity in her skirts without bcing overcome by it. 

1n 1801, the General Conference said-

.. We are more than ever convinced of the great evil of African Slavery, 
which still exists in these United States." 

And there the testimony still stands. "More than ever 
convinced of the great evil," and" more than ever" wedded 
to it and embedded in it. Such testimonies, though some
times apparently relied upon, to disprove the pro-slavery 
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character of the Church, contain the strongest proof of the 
inexcusableness of its position. The Church knows the evil, 
but nevertheless hugs it to her bosom. 

Yet there should be noticed here, perhaps, a studied dilution 
of the testimony previously given. In 1780, slavery was 
admitted to be "contrary to the laws of God, man, and nature, 
and hurtful to Society, contrary to the dictates of conscience 
and true religion, and doing what we would not that others 
should do unto us." This clearly describes it as a sin. But 
in 1801 it is only designated, in vague terms, as an ev":Z,· 
whether physical or moral, is not expressed. To those who 
would understand the course and the position of our ecclesi
astical bodies, these nice distinctions should be noticed with 
care. "Fraud lurketh in generalities," said Lord Coke. 

U Rev. Robert Emory, in his history of • The Discipline,' informs us that 
he finds the following :-

.. In 1789, • The buying and selling the bodies and souls of men, women, 
or children, with intention to enslave them. I 

U In 1792, it reads • The buying or selling of men, women, or children, 
with an intention to enslne them.' 

.. In 1808, it re:lds • The buying and selling of men, women, and 
children,' &c. 

U For this alterntion no authority is found in the Journal of the General 
Conference."-u The Ground8 of Seccl8ion,from the M. E. Churcla"-By 
O. Scott, p. 45. 

U And the fonowing, from a letter published in the Pittsburg Christian 
Advocate, by Rev. Mr. Drummond, is not leu important: 

.. If we take the action of the General Conference as a true index of anti
slavery feeling and zeal in the Church, I think it apparent that these have 
been considernbly diminished, since 1800. "-lb. pp. 45-46. 

II In 1804, the paragrnphs about considering the subject, :lnd petitions to 
the legislatures (viz: No.4, of 1796, and No.6, of 1800) were stricken 
out." 

180S-Paragraph 2 and 3 of 1796 were struck out, and the following 
substituted: 

.. 3. The General Conference authorizes each Annual Conference to form 
their own regulations, rel:ltive to buying and selling slaves."-H. p. 47. 

The General Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
held at Cincinnati, in 1836, declared that they" wholly disclaim 
any right, wish, or intention, to interfere with the civil and 

10 
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political relation of master and slave, as it exists in the slave
holding States of this Union." This was adopted by a vote 
of 120 to 14. 

The action of the Conference, at the same time against 
abolitionists, will be noticed in another chapter. What we have 
to do with, now, is the changed attitude of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, respecting slave/·y. We quote their proceed
ings still farther on this point. In their Pastoral Address, 
dissuading their members from agitating the subject, they 
say-

.. The question of slavery in the United States, by the constitutional 
compact which binds us together, as a nation, is left to be regulated by the 
several State Legislatures themselves; and thereby is put beyond the 
-control of the general government, tU well os of all ecclesitUtical bodies; it 
~eing manifest that in the slaveholding states themselves the entire 
.responsibility of its existence or non-existence rests with those State 
Legislatures. " 

What II Constitutional Compact" had there been made 
since 1797, when the General Conference, as before shown,· 
had required its preachers to memorialize the legisTatures? 
And if, as stated in 1836, the sole responsibility rested on the 
State Legislatures, why not continue to memorialize them 
still? There must have been Methodists in those legislatures, 
nod probably few or no members of those bodies held seats 
there without tile aid of Methodist votes? Aside from this, 
how could any state or national arrangements relieve the 
Ollurch from the responsibility of carrying out its own Church 
discipline 1 The truth was expressed in the Resolution just 
now quoted. 'l'he Conference had II no wish" II to interfere 
in the civil and political relation of master and slave." Too 
many of them were sla vemasters themselves. 

Another important thing to be noticed here, is, the new 
views of the M. E. Conference, since 1797 or 1801 and 1836, 
on the subject of the bearings of the Federal Constitution on 
the question. It indicates a corresponding change in the 
community in general. New expositions and applications of 

* Chap. IX. 
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constitutional law must have grown up, or we should not 
witness such a change of language. 

Leading non·slaveholding ministers of the M. E. Church, 
were now forward to take similar ground, and even to vindi
cate the rightfulness of slaveholding. 

" Having establisbed the point, that the first African slaves were legally 
brougbt into bondage, tbe rigbt to detain tbeir children in bondage, follows 
as an indispensable consequence. Thus we see that the slavery which 
exists in America, was fouoded in right. "-Profellor E. D. Simml of 
Vir/(initJ Conference. 

" Not ooly is holding slaves, on the conditions and ooder tbe restrictions 
of the discipline, 00 disqualification for the ministerial office; but I will go a 
little further, and say, tbat slavebolding is not constitutionally a forfeiture of 
a man's right, if he may be said to have one, to the office of a bishop. "-Dr. 
S. Olin, Prel. of the Welleyan University, MiddletolDn, (Ct.) 

"That God not only permitted it, but absolutely provided for its perpe
tuity. The act of holding a slave then, onder all circumstances, God being 
judge, is oot sin."-Pres. S. C. Thornton, Centenar!l College, Mu •. 
Conference . 

.. I have never yet advised the liberation of a slave, and think I neyer 
ahall."-Bi.shop Soule at the PittsiJurg Conferllnce, Washington, Pa., July, 
1839. 

" The buying of a' slave may be an act of great humanity under certain 
oircumstances, as well as the holding of those already in po_ion. And, 
moreover, we should be as much opposed to the introduction of a rule of 
discipline, to expel from our communion all who bought a slave, whatever 
the motives might be, as we are to a. rule to expel all slaveholders under all 
circumstances. "-Dr. Bond of N. Y., to R. Boyd, 18(0. 

The late Wilbur Fisk, D. D., President of the Wesleyan 
University, Middletown, Conn., said: 

" The relation of master and slave may, and does, in many cases, exist 
under such circumstances as free the master from the just charge and guilt 
of immorality." 

.. The general rule of Chliatiaoity not only permits. but in supposable 
CaBCS enjoins, a continuance of the master's authority." 

"The New Testament enjoins obedience upon the slave, as an obligation 
DUI: to a present rightful authority." 

•• ReV. Elijah Hedding, D. D., one of the six Methodist 
Bishops," and also a northern man, said: 

" The right to hold a slave is foonded on this rule: I Therefore, all thin,. 

Digitized by Google 



_14:8 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

whataoeTer ye would thd men should do to you. do ye eyen so to them; 
for thia ia the law and the prophets.' "-Cia. Adv. lind Jour •• Oct. 20. 1837. 

Bishop Hedding, presiding at the New England Conference, 
in 1838, refused to put resolutions, condemning the buying 
and selling of slaves, and at the same time refused to put a 
motion declaring slavery to be a moral evil • 

.. In the year 1837. the Baltimore Conference passed the following reao
lution: 

.. That in all cases of administration under the General Rule in reference 
to buying and selling men. women. and children, &c .• it be. and hereby ia 
recommended to all committees. as the sense of this Conference. that the 
laid rule be taken, construed. and understood so as NOT to make the gUilt or 
innocence of the accused to depend upon the SIMPLE FACT OF PURCHASE OR 

ULE, but upon the attendant circumstances of cruelty, injustice. or inhu
manity on the one hand. or those of kind purposes or good intentions on the 
other. under which the actions shan have been perpetrated; and further it 
ia recommended, that. in all such cases. the charge be brought for immor
ality. and the circumstances be adduced as specifications under that charge.'" 
Tire Ground. of Seccllion. &c .• pp. 53-4. 

" The General Conference of 1840 approved of the journals of the Bal
timore Conference, with- this resolution in them-approved of them. this 
resolution and all; consequently. approved of it. and made it their own."-llJ. 

For a full account the reader is referred to the work just 
quoted, and also to Lucius C. Mathi.ck's "History of Ameri
can Slavery and Methodism," from 1780 to 1849, an elaborate 
and documentary work of nearly 400 pages: 

The Georgia Annual Conference uuauimously resolved, " that slavery, as 
it exists in the United States, ia not a moral evil." 

The South Carolina Conference -unanimously adopted the following: 
"Whereas, we hold that the subject of slavery in these United States is 
Dot one proper for the action of the Cburch. but ia exclusively appropriate 
to the civil authorities, therefore, resolved. that thia Conference will not 
meddle with it, farther than to express the regret that it has ever been 
introduced. in any form, into any of the judicatures of the Church." 

"Rev. W. Capers, D.D .... who offered this resolution. explained it as 
.. implying that slavery ia Dot a moral evil. He understood it as equivalent 
to such a declaration. Hia purpose was that of not only reproving some 
wrong doings at the North. but with respect also to the General Confer
ence," &c. •• If slavery were a moral evil-that is, sin-the Church would 
be bound to take cognizance of it."-[January. 1839.] 
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" The Book Concern, in New York, up to the division which foUowecl 
the General Conference of 1844, published books for the whole connection, 
North and South; hence, in the republication of Englisb "'orks which have 
contained allusions to slavery, various expedients were resorted to, to ren
der them acceptable to slaveholders. Sometimes the anti-slavery maUer it 
aid to have been expunged, and in other cases it. has been aUempted to 
explain it away by notes appended by the American Book-room editor."
Trw W.8leglll'l, Jan. 24, 1852. 

The Editor of the True Wesleyan, proceeds to specify an 
instance of the latter. In re-publishing Watson's Theological 
Institutes, in which were found some pointed r,emarks against 
slaveholders, a note is appended, evidently designed to make 
the impression that it is not applicable to Amenean slavery. 

The General Conference for 1840 adopted the following: 

" Resolved, that it is inexpedient and nnJustifiable for any preacher to 
permit colored persons to give testimony against white persona, in any State 
where they are denied that privilege by law." 

A motion was made to re-consider this Resolution, and 
several attempts were made at compromise, but after a long 
discussion, the resolution was permitted to stand. Thus was 
the ecclesiastical polity of the Church conformed to the slave 
code. 

Some time after the "Wesleyan" secession from the M. E. 
Church on account of slavery, a division took place in the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, growing out of the refusal of the 
Church to consent to having slaveholding bishops. . Of this 
division we present the following account from the True 
Wesleyan (a paper of the Wesleyan Secession,) then edited by 
by Rev. Luther Lee, as copied into the Annual Report of the 
Am. and For. A. S. Society, for 1850: 

.. The action of the General Conference which led to the separation, w .. 
not against slavery or slaveholding by the membership or ministers, but 
limply agaiust slaveholding by the Episcopacy, and that not upon principle, 
but wholly upon the ground of expediency. This division was brougbt 
about by tbe Southern aod not by tbe Nortbern members, who did what 
they could to prevent it, and now condemn the act as unjustifiable; but it 
did not tbrow all the slave States into the Soutbern General Conference. 
Official documents show that there are, at the present time, in the Northern 
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General Conference, eigh' annual Conferences, a part or the whole of whoae 
territory ie in the elaveholding Statee. There are many elaveholding 
preachers in the M. E. Church, and it ordaine a1aveholders to the ministry. 
It is computed that there are in the M. E. Church, North, nut leas tban four 
thousand a1aveholders, and twenty-seven thousand slavel."· 

It would be difficult to reconcile with these facta the strong anti-slavery 
resolutions of the General Conference of 'he Methodist Episcopal Church 
North, in 1849 and in 1850, denouncing slavery in severe terms, repudiating 
"the luw standard of morality that sanctions the settlement of any difficul
ties by a compromise of moral principles," and concluding the whole by the 
following: 

.. Resolved, that Christians cannot consistently give their iDAnence to 
elevate men to places of honor and trust who are known to be supporters 
of any great social and moral evil. 

" Resolved, that the glury of God and the good of mankind require the 
exclusion of slaveholders from the Christian Church. "-Annual Report 
American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Soc~ty, 1850. 

This progress, (if it be progress) as well as the inconsistencies 
connected with it, may perhaps be accounted for, by the move
ments among Northern Methodist Abolitionists, resulting in a 
secession, and in the organization of a new ecclesiastical 
connection, called the Wesleyan Church. These movements 
mo.de it necessary to oppose the election of a slaveholding 
bishop, and to adopt strong resolutions against slavery. 

• The following atatement apparently varies from the preceding, in respect to tbe 
number of s1a,·eholding Conferences: 

"The Methodist Church North has about one-Ilnh part as many Nsveholdill1 
lIOCieties as the entire Church South. It reports in the slave States tA,. lLDDual 
conferences, 867 preachel'll, and 86,627 members, all in actual lind full feUowabip 
with slllvehoiding."-PT~'. BIA"claard, til TtpoTt«l by ClefflAnd Trv,lJmuIcraJ, Bep. 
ft,1861. 

The eolution, as furnished u.s by Mr. Lee, III, thatjitrf of the Conferences, viI., the 
Pittab1l'l.l, the Ohio, the Indiana, the lllinou., and the Philadelphia, though bearing 
Northern names, includo portions of slave territory i while the Western Virginia, 
the Hiasonri, land the &Itimoro, are a1aveholding, of course: righl '" CIll. 
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CHAPTER XIII. 

POSITION OF THE AMERICAN CHURCHES, ETC. CONTINUED. 

n.-THE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 

General Assembly, 1815-1816-1818-El'llllure of antl-alAvery testimony ot 119'
Synod of Kentucky, 18M-Anti-slavery testimony and pl'O-tllavery praoti_ 
Genem! AsRembly. 1883-" Doctors of Divinity" engaged In the trafIl~l886-
Pro-alavery pampWet from Princcton-DiBeu88ion-Indellnite poetponement
Genem! Assembly of 188T-Anti-slavery memorials laid on the tabl_Excialon ot 
four Northern Synods-Division of General A_mbly in l888-And the rea&on
" OLD-ScuOOL" A_mbly declined discUSling Slavery-In 1MB, laid Anti-alavery 
memoriala on the table without reading-In IMS, declared that" to treat slavery 
81 necessarily a sin, would be to dissolve itaelf"-In 1847, re-affirmed ita former 
tcetimoni_In 1850, declared the" interference" of the General Aaaoelation ot 
MlI8Iaehusetta on the subject "otreDsive"-NEW-8C11ooL GDKlIAL AanlmLY, 
1888, Anti-slAvery memorials withdrawn-In 1889, "referred the whole subject to 
the Presbyteries"-In 1840, "indefinitely postponed"-" Vesuvius cappod tor 
three years"-In 1M3, censured Presbyteriu that had excluded slaveholder&
In 1MG, declared Slavery unrighteous, but could not exclude lllavehoiders-In 
lM9,WIIB ignorant of any blame resting on ita slaveholding members-In 1850, 
refused to eaII slaveholding "an otrence under the diJoeipline"-" Deplored the 
workings ot the whole systemn_Again "referred it to the Presbyteriu"-And 
invited the" OId-Schoo1 " A88embly to commune with them. 

Notwithstanding the testimony of the Presbyterian Church, 
in 1794, that it is II man-stealing" to "keep, sell, or buy 
slaves," or II retain men in s1avery," yet the Church contented 
itself with recording its doctrine without reducing it to prac
tice. No discipline was enforced, and the custom of slave
holding, among its members and even among the officers of 
the Church, became general, in the slave states. 

In 1815, the General Alllembly declared their "approbation of the prin
ciples of civil liberty," and their" deep concern at any vestiges of Ilavery 
which may remain in our country." This is theory. In practice, they 
urge the lower judieatures to prepare the yOllng slaves" for the exercise of 
liberty when God, in his providence, shall open a door for emancipation." 
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" This recommendation is an implied permission to their slaveholding mem
bers to dismiss all thoughts of emancipation at present, waiting for lOme 
colonization opening, or some undefined providence of God. "-Statemml 
of Pres. Blanchard and others, in leller to CAr. A. S. Cont.ention in Cin
cinnati. 

In 1816, the General Assembly, while it called slavery a "mournful 
evil," directed an erasure of the note (of 1794) to the eighth command
ment. 

" In 1818, it adopted an • expression of views' in which slavery is called 
a ' gross violation of the most precious and sacred rights of human nature, 
utterly incollsistent with the law of God, which requires us to love our 
neighbor as ourselves, and totally irreconcilable with the spirit and prin
ciples of the gOBpel of Christ, which enjoin that • all things whatsoever ye 
would that men should do to you, do ye also to them.'· But, instead of 
requiring the instant abandonment of this' gross violation of rights,' &c., 
the Assembly exborts the violators to • continue and increase their exertions 
to eWeet a total abolition of slavery, with no greater delay than a rcgard to 
the public welfare demands,' and recommends, that if • a Christian proCe88or 
ahall sell a slave, wbo is also in communion with our Cburcb,' witbout tbe 
consent of the slave, the seller sbould • be suspended till be should repent 
and make reparation.'''· 

The effect of this temporizing and procrastinnting policy 
was precisely such as might have been anticipated. The 
"mournful evil" only struck its roots deeper under such 
pruning. 

In 1834, the Synod of Kentucky adopted a report on 
slavery, in which they draw a thrilling picture of the cruelties 
and horrors of the internal slave trade, in which families are 
forcibly separated from each other. They say: 

"These acts are daily occurring in the midst of us." .. There is not a 
village or road that does not behold the sad prooeasion of manacled outcasts, 
wbose chains and mournful countenances tell that they are exiled by force 
from all that their bearts bold dear. Our church, years ago, raised ita voice 
oC solemn warning against this flagrant violation of every principle of mercy, 
justice, and humanity. Yet we blusb to announce to you, that this warning 
has been onen disregarded, even by thOBe who hold to our communion. 
Cases bave occurred in our own denomination wbere professors of the reJi-

* Vido Am".. Churcllt., di:e., by J. G. Birney, to whose statement we have added 
.a further extract from the &pru.ion qf V"UU'8, lUI repnbliahed by the Goneral JiJJ. 
,eembly in 1846. (Ola. In., April, 1848.) 
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pn of mercy HAVJI: TORR 1HK MOTHER tRoM THE CHILDREN, AND 8ENT HER 
IlITO A MKRCILE88 AND Ri\TURNLI:88 EXILE. Yet acta of discipline have 
rarely [nellllr !.] followed such condllct." 

But, who would have believed it ?-the Synod of Ken
tucky were not, and are not, in favor of pre8Cnt emancipation 
on the soil. With a knowledge of the "incontestible fact" 
(as Henry Clay calls it), that the internal idave trade is insep
arable from slavery, and equally aware, as they must be, that 
no removal of the slaves could be effected in a century, the 
Synod of Kentucky, and its leading members, who tell us this 
sad story, are unwilling to listen to any proposal for emancipa
tion, 'without the colonization of the slaves. And the one only 
Presbyterian minister within their bounds who advocated 
immediate and unconditional emancipation on the soil, was 
given to understand by his Presbytery, that he could not con
sistently remain with them.t The Synod has fresh cause to 
"blush"-but it will need something besides blushes to purge 
out the plague spot. To" confess" avails little, unless they 
"for8ake." 

In 1885, Mr. Stewart, of Dlinois, a ruling elder, in advo
cating sundry anti-slavery memorials, urged the General 
Assembly to take action on the subject. He said: 

"In this church, a man may take a free-born child, force it away from 
ita parenta, to whom God gave it in charge, saying, ' Bring it up for me,' 
and llell it as a beast, or hold it in perpetual bondage, and not only escape 
corporal punishment, but really be esteemed an excellent Chri8tian. Nay, 
even ministers of the Gospel, and Doctors of Divinity, may engage in this 
uuholy traffic, and yet 8ustain their high and holy calling."-" Elders, min
isters, and Doctors of Divinity, are, with both hands, engaged in the prac
tice." 

The facts were not disputed j yet nothing was done to cen
sure the act or the actors, further than to appoint a committee, 
a majority of whom were known to be opposed to the prayer 
of the memorialists (of which the late Dr. Samuel Miller, 

* J. G. Birney, long resident in Kentucky, laYS "_.n 
t J. G. Fee.-The Intimation WBII heeded. 

Digitized by Google 



154 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN' 

Professor at Princeton, was chairman}, to report at the next 
seSSIOn. 

In 1886, this report was presented at Pittsburg. In a pre
amble, it is said that "the subject of slavery is inseparably 
connected with the laws of many ofthe States of this Union, 
with which it is by 710 means proper for an ecclesiastical body to 
inlerjere,* and that" any action on the part of this Assembly, 
&c., would tend to distract and divide our churchcR," &c. 
Resolutions were therefore recommended declaring it II inex
pedient for the Assembly to take any further order in relation 
to this subjcct i" also affirming that the note on the eighth 
commandment, in 1794, was II introduced irregularly-never 
had the sanction of the church, and therefore never possessed 
any authority," &c. 

A minority of the committee, Messrs. Dickey and Beman, 
presented a report, declaring II the buying, selling, or holding 
a human being as property" II a heinous sin," that" ought to 
subject the doer of it to the censures ofthe church," &c., &c.; 
whereupon forty·eight slaveholding delegates met apart, and 
resolved that if any such action was taken by the Assembly 
they would not submit to the decision. They also, at an 
adjourned meeting, prepared a substitute for Dr. Miller's reso
lution, declaring that II the General Assembly have no author
ity to assume or exercise jurisdiction in regard to the existence 
of slavery." 

The subject was finally disposed of by a long preamble and 
a brief resolution, that II this whole subject be indefinitely 
postponed." 

In the meantime, while the Assembly were in session, a 
pamphlet, being a reprint of an article in the Princeton Reper
tory, was issued from the Pittsburg press, labelled, "for gra
tuitous circulation" among the members of the Assembly. It 
is said to have been written by Prof. Hodge, of Princeton, 

• Yet the fund. of the Presbyterian Church, Ilt thia moment, to the amount of 
more thllu 19.,000, were invetlted in the South-Western banks, in prospeot of gain
ing more than 6 per cent. interest, on account of the unprecedented briakneu of the 
domc8tio &!ave trade. For the sequel Bee a lucceeding Chapter. 
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and is regarded at the South 1.'1 the strongest Bible argument 
for slavery. It contained the following: 

.. At the time of the advent of Jesus Christ, slavery in its worst forma 
prevailed oyer the world. The Savior found it around him in Judea, the 
apostlea met with it in Asia, Greece, and Italy. How did they treat it 1 
Not by the denunciation of SLAY&HOLD1NO as necessarily SINFUL. The 
assumption that slaveboJding is, in itselr, a crime, is not only an error, but 
it is an error fraught with evil consequences." 

In 1837, many anti·slavery memorials were presented to the 
Assembly. They were referred to a committee, of which Dr. 
Witherspoon, a slaveholder, of South Carolina, was chairman, 
and which reported, near the time for adjournment, that the 
memorials be II returned to the house," and the chairman 
moved to lay the whole subject on the table. This was done 
by a vote of 97 to 28. 

At this same session the General Assembly excinded four 
northern Synods, called New School, containing a Presby· 
terian popUlation of about sixty thousand persons. This was 
done ostensibly on account of theological differences, but it is 
remarkable that it cut off a very large proportion of the active 
opponents of slavery in the communion of the Presbyterian 
Church. Dr. G. A. Baxter, President of the Union Theolo· 
gical Seminary, Prince Edward Co., Va., changed sides sud· 
denly from New School to Old, about the same time, and 
justified the change by avowing that I. one motive" was the 
firm position of the Old School against abolition. And since 
the separation, in 1838, some anti·abolition clergyman, once 
known as New School, within the bounds of the excinded 
Synods, in the State of New York, have transferred their 
relations to the Old School. 

OLD SCHOOL GENERAL ASSEMBLY. 

"In 1838, the two Schools separated,· leaving three slaveholding Presby • 

.. The separation in 1888 Ia undllratood to have been for the laIIIe eaaae as the 
acision or 188'1. 

According to a correspondent of the N_ Tori 0 __ , Dr. Gardiner Spring, of 

Ne" York, at a Colonization Meeting In Washington Cit)', in 188\1, hold the follow
ing IaDguBle : 
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teries represented in tbe New, and between tbirty and fo11y in the Old."
.. Since tbat time tbe OldScbool bas abode firmly on the Princeton ground." 

In 1838, the O. S. General Assembly resolved that "it is 
of the greatest consequence to the best interests of our church, 
that the subject of slavery shall not be discussed in the ensu
ing General Assembly," &c. 

In 1843, they laid anti-slavery memorials on the table with
out reading. 

In 1845, after an hour's discussion, at Cincinnati, they 
adopted a. report that they could not treat slavery as necessa
rily a sin, "without charging the apostles of Christ with 
conniving at such sin." "For the Assembly to make slave
holding a bar to communion would be to dissolve itsel£"
Vtae statements of Pres. Blanchard and Cincinnati Herald or 
May 28, 1845 j Chr.lnv., June, 1847. 

In 1847, the General Assembly reaffirmed all its former 
testimonies on slavery, contradictory as they were. 

In 1850, in reply to a resolution of the General Association 
of Massachusetts communicated to the General Assembly, and 
very courteously expressing their conviction that the cause 
of religion required the removal of slavery from the churches, 
the General Assembly adopted the following: 

Re6olfled, .. That our delegates to the next General Association of Massa
chusetts be directed to inform that venerable body that this General A88em
bly must consider itself the best judge of the action which it is necessary 
for it to take as to al1 subjects within its jurisdiction, and that any interfer
ence on the part of that General Association with its action upon any subject 
upon which this General A88embly has taken action, is offensive, and must 
lead to an interruption of the correspondence which subsists between that 
Assoeiation and the General A88embly."-Oberlin Eflan., June 19, 1850. 

From the Old School we now turn to the New . 

.. Ho 6tated that the unhappy divisions in the Presbyterian Chureh had gJ'01V1l out 
of this opposition" (i. t. to .. the proceedings and deaigos olthe Abolition Society"), 
" ami, painful as it 11"118, they were obliged to rend the church to avoid being engulted 
in the sentiments, feelings, and schemes of abolitioniata." 

At other times, the ground of division had been stated to be the hereAY or" New 
School" theology, and tendencies toward. Congregational Church govemment in the 
New School portion of the Preshyterian Chnrch. 
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NEW'SCHOOL GENERAL ASSEMBLY. 

"In 1838, the New-School General Assembly appointed a committee on 
anti-llavery memoriall, which reported • that the applicanta, for reuonl 
aatisfaclory to ,hemaelvel, have withdrawn their papen.' The committee 
was diacharged."-Birnty'" Americtm CAurc1&e", &c., p. 33. 

The excuse was, that business connected with the division 
of the two assemblies made it difficult to attend to another 
subject. 

"In 1839, it referred the whole lubj~ct to the Prelbyteriel, to do what 
they might deem adviaable." 

In 1840, a large number of memoriall and petitionl againlt IlaYery were 
aent jn"and referred to the ulual committee. Tbe committee reported a 
reaolution-referring to wbat had been done lut year·-declaring it inex
pedient for the Assembly to do anything further on the subject. Several 
attempta were made by the abolition members of the Assembly to obtain a 
decided expression of its views, but they proved ineffectual, and the whole 
subject was indefinitely postponed."-Ib. 

This measure wu adopted on motion of" Rev. Samuel H. Cox, D.D., 
of the dtyof Brooklyn (N. Y.) On the motion being carried, he ~xu1t
joglyaaid : .. Our Vesuviul is aafely capped for three years"-the Assembly 
DO' meeting again till 1843.-Ib . 

.. In 1843, the General Asaembly censured the action of thole anti
llavery Prelbyteries which had excluded Ilaveholding from their pulpits 
and communion tables, and requested them to rescind their acts; thus con
demning them for obeying their own advice, or excluding slaveholding from 
fellowlhip. "-Leiter of Pre". BlanciuJrd, &c. 

In 1846, the General Assembly adopted a paper drawn up 
by Dr. Duffield, declaring the unrighteous and oppressive 
character of slavery, lamenting its continued existence in the 
churches, exhorting to the use of all means in their power to 
put it away from them, since no mere mitigation of its severity 
"would be regarded as a testimony against the system, or as, 
in the least degree, changing its essential character." 

After all this, the Assembly, nevertheless, at the same time, 

• The.laDguage employed, eitber in 1889 or '40, we believe, W88 tbls: "Solemnly 
referring the whole lubjeet ~ tbe lower judicatoriell, to take Buch action lIS in their 
judgment jtt' moat judicious and adapted to romove tA~ nil "-refusing tbe request 
of Rev. Gao. Beecber to insert \.be word moral before tvil j that js, they refUBud to 
.n e1avery a _al ml.- ViIU lAtkr of Pru. JJlancluml and otAtr •• 
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proceeded to say that it "cannot determine the degree of mornl 
turpitude invol ved" _" cannot pronounce n judgment of general 
and promiscuous condemnation,"-it recognizes II embarrass
ments and obstacles in the way of emancipation "-it cannot 
II exclude slaveholders from the table of.the Lord "-it would 
rather" sympathize with and succor them in their embarrass
ments "-it condemns all divisive and schismatic measures 
lending to destroy the unity, and distll1·b tlte peace of our OAu1'Ch." 
The II Assembly possesses no legislative or judicial authoritYi" 
it must, therefore, "leave it will, the &ssions, Presbyteries, and 
Synods," &c., &c.l- Vi'de OAr. Inv., June, 1847. 

The confusion, incongruity, and self-contradiction of this 
action, can hardlyescnpe notice, even when our attention is 
confined to the doings of this one session. Slavery is charac
terized as unrig~teous and oppressive i but this unrighteous
ness and oppression must not be promiscuously condemned, 
nor excluded from the table of the Lord, lest it should destroy 
the unity and disturb the peace of the Church. 

Still more confused, incongruous, and self· contradictory 
does the action of the General Assembly appear, when the 
doings of one session, in one year, are compared with those of 
another. In 1889, the whole subject was referred to the Pres
byteries i in 1848, the Presbyteries were censured for acting, 
and requested to rescind their acts; but in 1846 the subject 
was again referred to the Presbyteries. In 1846, as in 1889, 
the Assembly possessed no legislative or judicial authority; 
but in 1848 its powers nppear to havc been ample. The true 
solution seems to be that the Assembly has no power against 
slavery, but claims and exercises power in its favor. It could 
not censure slavery, but it could censure Presbyteries by 
whom slavery is censured. It could go further than this, 
and restore to his former standing, a minister (Dr. Graham) 
who, in 1845, had been suspended by his Presbytery (acting 
on recommendation of the Assembly,) for defending slavery 
by the Bible.* This was done in 1846, or afterwards. 

• He maintained that JeBUB Christ" hOI authorized alaveholding, in the chartoJ'll 
or the Church, and in all the Iawa he e\'er mado, (or ita regulation." 
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The General Assembly of 1846 also invited the Old School 
General Assembly, then sitting in the same city, to unite with 
them in a celebration of the Lord's Supper, but the invitation 
was declined, and the Old School Assembly bears the blame 
of the" schism." 

Thus does the Presbyterian New School, like the Methodist 
Episcopal Church North, by a fair implication, profess that 
slavery is not to be regarded as a sufficient cause of division, 
or a bar against Christian communion. This will further ap
pear as we proceed. 

In 1849, the General Assembly, in strange forgetfulness, 
one would think, of the facts conceded or implied in its testi
mony of 1846, declared: 

" That there has been no information before this Assembly to prove that 
the members of our Church, in the alave States, are n9t doing all they can 
(Iitaated aa they are, in the providence of God) to bring about the posses
sion and enjoyment of liberty by the ens1ued. "-CorMd from Letter of 
Pres. Blanc/uJrd, &c. 

The slaveholders could, at any time, if they plensed, give 
their slaves a "pass" into the Free States, which, in most 
cases, would not only be eagerly accepted, but carried into 
operation with little or no expense or trouble to the masters, 
to say nothing of the practicability, in Kentucky, &c., of ma
king them legally free on the soil. 

In 1850, the Gcneral Assembly, (no longer triennial,*) came 
together again, and after a long discussion, during which a 
number of propositions for acting against slavery were rejected, 
settled down upon a declaration very closely resembling that 
of 1846, so far as direct action by the General Assembly is 
concerned. 

Among the propositions rejected, one, presented by II Rev. 

• In 1U9, overtures were !lent down to the Presbyteriea in favor or mnking tbo 
General Aasemblie8 annUAl again, instead of' triennial, and in 1850, on their coming 
together, the answers being filvorable, the constitution w .. changed back agAin, 
making the meetings henoeforth annual. The policy of baving triennial convea
tiona bad aDAwered its purpose, there being now no lI.rea in the "VuavillB" to 
tbftaten an explosion. 
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n. Curtiss of Indiana," was, "That the enslaving of men, or 
the holding of them as property, is an offence, as defined in 
our Book of Discipline, Chap. I., Sec. 3, and that as such, it 
calls for inquiry, correction, and removal, in the manner pre
scribed by ov.r rules, and should be treated with a due regard 
to all the aggravating or mitigating circumstances of each par
ticular case "-also, "that this General Assembly, in the ex
ercise of its power of bearing testimony against immorality in 
practice, and "of attempting reformation of manners, and the 
promotion of charity, truth, and holiness, through all the 
churches under their care,' do most earnestly reoommend to 
the proper judicatories to take measures in accordance with 
the foregoing principles." .. 

This would seem sufficiently mild and guarded, if the As· 
sembly had been willing to meet directly, the sin, in any way 
of effective reproof. 

Equally ~o was another proposition presented by P. F_ 
Smith, an Elder, from Pennsylvania, affirming that slavehold· 
ing was "prima facia an offence within the meaning of our 
Book of Discipline," and throwing upon the slaveholder" the 
burden of showing such circums~nees," as "will take away 
from him the guilt of the offence." 

The "ejectwn of these propositions will a.'lSist the reader to 
a better understanding of the P!opositions adopted by the 
Assembly, the most pointed of which was the following: 

That slavery "is fraught with many and great evils." That they 
"deplore the workings· of the whole system of slavery," and that" tbe 
holding uf ollr fellow-men in tbe condition of slavery, etrcept in those caaea 
where it is unavoidable by the laws of the Slale, tbe obligations of guardian
,hip, or the demand. of humanity, is an offence in the proper import of that 
term, as used in the Book of Discipline, Chap. I., Sec. 3, and should be 
regarded and treated in the same manner as otber offences. " Also referring 
the subject to the" Sessions and Presbyteries, &c." 

• In 1848, the General Assembly had called slavery "unrigbteollS." Having 
fsUed to purge away tbi~·" unrighteollSneu," it mllSt, in 1850, be spoken of in milder 
tennR. It is only an "edl," the" workings" of which are" deplorable." Among 
iLl "deplorablo working"" should be reckoned iLl power to neutrnlize and alter the 
moral creed of the church. 
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The exceptions above specified will be found to embrace 
the very excuses in view of which all slaveholders continue 
the practice, except those who justify slavery" in the abstract, " 
and consider it a blessing instead of an evil. 

Even this action, however, was strenuously opposed . 

.. The vote stood 84 to 16, under a written protest of the minority who 
were for no action, in the present atate of the country. Two were excused 
from voting."-N. Y. Observer, June 15, 1850. 

The adoption of even this evasive testimony is to be con
strued in the light of the following action, by the same body, 
at the same session, by which, after this idle show of threaten
ing some sorts of slaveholders with Church discipline, the New 
School General Assembly eagerly throws its arms of embrace 
around all sorts of slaveholders in the Old School Assembly, 
including slavery propagandists, extensionisUl, slave sellers, 
and all. A statement was unanimously adopted, of which the 
following is the substance : 

This Assembly cherished the idea of re-union, (with the Old School 
Assembly,) until 1841, when it wall reluctantly relinquished. .. Again, in 
1846 they expressed the desire for union with our brethern, and, pained by 
the unusual exhibition of two such bodies, at apparent strife with each other, 
they proposed to the other Assembly, a mutual recognition of each other, by 
communing together at the table of our Master." .. These propositions and 
overtures were all made in good faith." .. We do not pretend to question 
the motives of our brethren in rejecting them." 

Declining, under these circumstances, to make any new overtures, the 
Report and the Assembly, say : 

.. We should be untrue to ourselves, before God and the world, did we not 
frankly avow our readiness to meet in a spirit of fraternal kindneas and 
christian love, any overtures which may be made to us by the other body." 
--See N. Y. Observer, June 15, 1850. 

Thus, then, "before God and the world," the New School 
General Assembly of 1850 "unanimously" declared itself 
ready to commune with the Old School, at a time when the 
great body of Old School Presbyterians at the South were 
zealous for the extension of slavery, claimed of the Federal 
Government its extension as an aet of justice, and defended it 

11 
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as a Bible institution.-&e letter of a &uthm-n Olergyman in 
New York Observer, same date as the above. 

The discriminating reader will now judge for himself re
specting the moral difference between the Old School and the 
New, in their relations to slavery. The one has more slave
holders under its jurisdiction than the other, but both tolerate 
the practice.* The one does this to retain many members ; 
the other to retain a few. The one does it believing slavery 
to be a Dible institution; the other, believing it to be "un
righteous" and II oppressive. n The one makes no pretence 
of any intention to discipline any sort of slaveholders i the 
other holds the rod over a class of them that it II has no infor
mation " of being found within its enclosures, but yearns to 
go out of its boundaries to clasp them to its bosom. 

In 1851, the General Assembly met at Utica, New York. 
It declined to take action against slavery, and won the com
mendation of President Fillmore, who expressed to some 
members of the Assembly his high gratification with the pro
~eedings. 

* The following etatement is from a lecture by Pres. Blanchard, II reported in the 
ClIwlaIUl 1he /kmocrat of Sept. 28, 1851 : 

" The Old School branch has now Nty alaveholding Presbyteries; more than one
third of its whole number. 

"The New School AlI8embly, at ita first leparate meeting, in 1838,1I'lIII followed 
by but three 81a'·ebolding commill8ioners, and there 11'11 fen·ent prayer and Itrong 
hope that this might become an !lnti-Illavery body. But once leparated from the Old 
School, and seized by tbe natural d8llire for denominational IIU_, itl bM .teadily 
increa~ed it.~ "la,·ehoMing wing till it h.. now twenty Ilaveholding Pr8llbyteri8l', 
between one and two hundred ministers, tllUlfrom jiflu,. to tfllmtll t/!_IUl_ 
1IIr-., in. tA, .la" Statu, tzU_In", i,. CArNtian fUluwAip vitA .laNAoldl,.,. 
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CHAPTER XIV. 

posmON 0.1' THE AlIERICAN CHURCHES, ETC. CONTINUED. 

III.-CONGREGATIONALISTS. 

Connection with Presbyteriana and the South-PI'O-Alavery Sermons-Prof. Stuart
Andover Theo. Seminary-General Association of Conne~ticut, 18M, 1838, 18400, 
I8405-Rejected Resolutions compared with Resolutions Adopted-General A880. 
of Massachusetts, 1884, 1837, I8409-Convention of Congo Ministers, 184.8-GUl. 
Cont. or Haine-Cong. Periodicals, N. E. Spectator, Vermont Chronicle. 

CONGREGATIONALISTS, like Baptists, are subject to the con
trol of no ecclesiastical body, holding jurisdiction over the 
whole country. Unlike Baptists, Presbyterians, and Metho
dists, they number no churches, or none sufficient to deserve 
notice, in the present slaveholding States. They claim to be, 
emphatically, the descendants and successors of the Puritans, 
and of that particular branch of them whose democratic polity 
gave origin to the free institutions-so far as they are free
of republican America. Congregntionalists have had, more
over, the chief influence in moulding the religious and moral 
sentiment of New England; they have their central home and 
seat in the birth-place of Hopkins and Edwards, the scene of 
their r.gitating anti-slavery labors, in the atmosphere of a theo
logical literature enriched by those luminaries, and still cher
ished in the churches as a badge of honorable distinction. 
~heoretically, they are, for the most part, or claim to be, of 
the same creed or phase of religious faith, the very technicali
ties of which are identified with the most uncompromising or 
all schemes of ethics, allowing no palliatives of transgression, 
no exceptions to the demand of immediate and unconditional 

Digitized by Google 



164 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

abandonment of all sin. Assuredly, then, Congregationalists 
can have no valid excuse, if they are not foremost in their 
opposition to slavery. Of those to whom much is given shall 
much be required. 

But Congregationalists, through their Associations of Min
isters, have held regular correspondence and close affinity with 
Presbyterians; have received delegates from the General As
sembly, and sent delegates to them. Congregational ministers 
removing out of New England, have readily become Presby
terian_ And Presbyterian ministers have been received as 
pastors of Congregational churches. Congregationalism in 
Connecticut has been so modified as to be claimed by Presby
terian writers as being virtually Presbyterian. In the Middle 
and Northwestern States, a "plan of accommodation," so 
called, has brought churches claiming to be Congregational 
into connection with the Presbyteries. In all these ways, as 
well as by missionary co-operation, by plans and processes of 
ministerial education, as well as by similarity of creed, and 
identity of rituals and forms of public worship, the cord of 
sympathy and the bond of unity between Congregationalists 
and Presbyterians have been strengthened. Congregational 
ministers, educated in New England, transferred to the Presby
terian church, and located, by the enterprising spirit of New 
England emigration, in the Blavelwlding Slates, have often be
come slaveholders themselves, and defenders or apologists of 
the slave system, and commonly without forfeiting their reli
gious character or ecclesiastical standing with their friends 
and relatives in New England.* The same "Spirit of emigra--

----------- -- ---- -- - -

• The following statement, nlade by "Rev. A. H. H. Boyd, of Virgini .. " in the 
Now School General .Aaeembly of the Pre&byterian Church, in 1850, haa a bearing 
quite as appropriate and Bignillaant upon northern Congreptionalilte, .. upon 
northern Preabyterianl : 

II In the Southern country tN tltpend upon the north lor ministers, in a great 
mea~uro. FtfD of our Southern young men are eduaated for ministers. In BOrne 
parte it is neeeS88ry that lome born South Ihould endorae a minister, before com
menciug hi8 labor, beCliuse 101M ha\'e endeavored to loosen the relation ot muter 
and slave."-N. r. ObNrfJH', June 16, 1850. 

A 'imllar Jemark would apply to achoolmastel'll, only that thare ia, perbapa, 1_ 
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tion, and especially the habit of temporary sojourn, or resi
dence, as school teachers, or as commercial adventurers, in 
the slaveholding States, has drawn large numbers of Congre
gationallaymen into close sympathy with Presbyterian slave 
holders at the South, with whom they have worshipped. Be
coming comparatively wealthy, and returning home to the 
North, to sett.le for life, not a few of them, though preferring 
for their own comfort a residence in a free State, hav~ lost 
their abhorrence of the sin of slavery, and have exerted a 
wide and strong influence in favor of a religious fraternity 
with slaveholders. Intermarriages between slaveholding and 
non-slaveholding families, commercial intercourse, and politi
cal co-operation, are thrown into the same scale. 

Congregationalists in New England, as well as other mem
bers of churches, and perhaps to a greater extent than in most 
other sects at the North, as being most numerous and enter
prising, have been subjected to influences of this character. 
Besides all this, Congregational ministers in New England, 
along with other gentlemen of the learned professions, (who 
were then chiefly members of congregational churches,) con
stituted a large portion of the few who were slaveholders, 
during the existence of slavery in the Northern and Eastern 
States, there being few, then, in New England, of other reli
gious sects, thus making that denomination responsible for a 
very great portion oCall the slaveholding that ever existed in 
New England. And there is no reason to think that all of 
these slaveholding Congregationalists, whether laymen or 
ministers, ever welcomed heartily and fully the radical views 
of IIopkins and Edwards on this subject, or ceased to become 
slaveholders until slaveholding became impracticable under 
the State laws. 

It would be idle to suppose that facts like these would be 
without their significance and bearing in that general decline 

------------ -------
jealousy or them. SchoolmBRten and ministen for the South hR\"e been reckoned 
aDlOIII the staple export. of New EnglllDd, and they are eommonlyadapted to the 
market. Can the Congreglltional churohes or New England, whioh supply. large 
.hare or th_ tltlOhtnl or religion and litaratllre, be uDinlluelloed by luch r.cta, 
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of the spirit of liberty already noticed, or that they could fail 
to aft'ect the position of tbe Congregational ministers and 
churches of New England, on the opening ofthe present anti
slavery contest. 

Tbe distribution of tbe Princeton pamphlet among the 
members of the Presbyterian General Assembly, at Pittsburg, 
in 1836, before mentioned, was the beginning of a series of 
similar demonstrations among clergymen at the North, not 
excepting Congregational ministers in New England, from 
whom at least three printed sermons in biblical defence or 
palliation of slavery appeared not long afterwards. They 
were ecboes of the Princeton doctrine, not marked with any 
unusual force of reasoning; and, not coming from sources 
particularly suited to arrest attention, they produced no very 
deep, general, or permanent impression. The most remark
able tbing in respect to them was, that they procured for their 
authors no such ecclesiastical disclaimers, in the proceedings 
of their respective associations and consocintions, as those 
with which the doctrines or measures of abolitionists in the 
same ecclesiastical connections were so bountifully visited 
about the same time. If not fully approved, they were not 
accounted so heretical as to deserve the notice that would 
have-neen given to any departure from their recognized the
ological standards. The same doctrine from Dr. Graham, 
some years afterwards, wa." branded as a heresy by the Pres
byterian Synod of Cincinnati. But in 1836 it does not appear 
to have been regarded as "heresy," by the Congregational 
bodies in New England, whatever mny be supposed to have 
been the prevalent sentiment among them. 

Nor can it be said that any remarkable improvement was 
perceptible in 1837. In that year an occasion presented itself 
for remonstrating against the heresy of biblical human chat
telhood, had it been accounted a heresy, as promulgated from 
a quarter that could not be accounted too obscure to require 
notice. 

MOSES STUART, Professor in the Theological Seminary at 
Andover, Mass., stood then, and for many years afterwards, 
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at the very hend of the department of sacred litel"ature among 
the Congregationalists in New Englalld. To him, more than 
to any other man living at that time, and while he held his 
professorship, were biblical students of the Congregational 
order encouraged to look up for solid instruction in the 
science of expounding the Scriptures. What Ill: might say 
concerning the teachings of the Bible on the subject of slavery 
would be likely to exert, at le~t, as powerful an influence 
among Congregationalists as the expressed opinions of any 
other man. 

The late Dr. Fisk, then President of the Wesleyan Univer
sity, at Middletown, Conn., whose views of slavery the reader 
has seen in our account of the position of the Methodist Epis
copal Church, addressed a letter to Prof. Stuart, designed to 
draw out, for publication, his views or-the slave question. 
The following is an extract from Prof. Stuart's answer: 

.. 1. The precepts of the New Testament respecting the demeanor of slaves 
and oftheir masters, beyond all question recognize the existence of slavery. 
The masters are, in part, 'believing masters,' so that a precept to them, how 
they are to behave, as masterl, recognizes that the relation may exist,Ialva 
fide, et ,alva ecclesia.· Otherwise, Paul had nothing to do but to cut the 
bond asunder at once. He could not lawfully and properly temporize with 
a malum in Ill. t 

"If anyone doubts, let him take the case of Paul's sending Onesimus 
back to Philemon, with an apology for his running away, and sending him 
back to be a servant fur life. The relation did exist, may exist. The aDUlII 

of it is the essential and fundamental wrong. Not that the theory of slavery 
is, in itself, right. No. ' Love thy neighbor as thyself'-' Do unto others 
that whieh ye would that others should do unto you,' decide against this. 
But the relation once constituted and continued, is not sucb a malum in III 
as calls for immediate and violent disrupture, at all hazards. So Paul did 
not counsel. 

"2. 1 Tim. 6 : 2, expresses the sentiment that slaves who are Christians, 
and have Christian masters, are not, on that account, and because, as Chm
lianl they are IJrethren, to forego the reverence due to them as masters. 
That is, the relation of master and alave is not, as a matter of course, abro
gated between all Christians. Nay, servants should, in such a case, 

• i. e. " WUAout flwlating 1M CIIridian/ailJl, lIT 1M cnwrck." 
t i. e. fiat whitlt is, in "ituff, rin. 
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afortiori, do their duty cheerfully. This sentiment lies on the yery face 
of the case. 'Vhat the mB4ter's duty in such a case, in respect to lilJertl
tion, is another question, alld one which the apostle does Dot here treat of." 

Learned men are not always wise. 'Beneficial as the science 
of biblical exigesis may be, when needed, and when directed 
by Christian simplicity and manly common sense, it can never 
be otherwise than powerless, except for mischief, when wielded 
either without or against them, or when used to mystify and 
perplex what is already plain. Aside from such glosses as 
those just now quoted, and in the absence of the iniquitous 
practices that gave rise to them, no simple-minded reader of 
the New Testament would ever have detected in the pa.c;sages 
commented upon, the slightest sanction of such usages as 
those that go to define modern slaveholding. The art, most 
assuredly, is not a desirable one, that could thus torture and 
invert the plain import of Paul's Letter to Philemon. In this 
instance, the beautiful and affectionate dissuasive of "Paul 
the aged" against the too rigid exaction of an honest debt, 
v~luntarily assumed, is transmuted into an apostolic warranty 
and example for the rendition of fugitive slaves. This result 
could not be renched without a palpable and direct falsifica
tion of the text; which says, "Receive him "-" Not now as 
a servant, but above a servant, a brother beloved," "both 
in the flesh, and in the Lord :"-a brother, in the secular as 
well as the religious acceptation of the term. Instead of this, 
the apostle is represented as "sending him back to be a ser
vant for lifc." Onesimus was not a slave, for a slave can 
make no contract and incur no debt. Yet Paul entreated 
(what lIe says he might have enjoined by authority), that the 
obligation should be cancelled. But whatever we consider 
to be the relation behveen the parties, the entire drift of the 
epistle was evidently to induce a change, and not a continu
ance, of the relation. 

In his exposition of 1 Tim. 6 : 2, the learned writer coolly 
took for granted the very gist of the controversy, by assuming 
that the word rendered" master" is equivalent to "slave
holder," and that there could have been no "servants" but 
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"s1aves." It had often been shown that this was not the fact, 
but the Professor takes no notice of this, and makes no attempt 
to prove or show the contrary. 

It would be difficult to reconcile Prof. Stuart with himself, 
or with the plain dictates of the Christian religion and of 
common sense, which the learned and the unlearned can 
equally understand. The following propositions and results 
will be found involved in his statements: 

"The theory of slavery is not, in itself, right j" butthe prac
tice of slavery is not, in itself, wrong. 

The law of love and the golden rule decide the question of 
slavery one way, but Paul's advice to servants and masters, 
and his sending back Onesimus, decide it the other way. 

The relation may exist without violating Christianity or 
the Church, but the relation is founded in a theory that is 
not, in itself, right j in other words, Christianity and the 
Church are not violated by the opposite of moral right. 

The "abuse" ofthe relation "is the fundamental and essen
tial wrong," but the relation itself cannot claim its origin in 
moral n'ght. 

The relation, though not founded in moral rtfjht, when 
"once comtituted" is not a moral tUTong. 

Paul "could not temporize with" what was wrong in 
itself; but he would not" cut asunder at once" the bond of 
a relation that was the opposite of moral right. 

And while the Professor decides promptly that Paul would 
not do this, he confesses he cannot tell what Paul would say 
of "tlte duly cf tile master in respect to liberation," because tilat 
question was "one of which the apostle docs not here 
treat of." 

" The duty of the master in respect to liberation" was the 
very question that then agitated the country. It was because 
abolitionists insisted upon this" duty," that they were opposed 
and censured, and the pen of Prof. Stuart was invoked to 
counteract their influence. To this end he controverted their 
doctrine, that slaveholding is sinful. If not sinful, who could 
urge upon them the" duty" of giviJlg UPJ~e Pfactice 7 But, 
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a1Wr a11, it is cOYlceded that Paul was not treating of the duty 
of liberation, and Prof. Stuart does not know what he would 
have said on that subject. 

Then Paul was not treating of the lawfulness or unlawful
ness of slaveholding :-he was not treating on the question 
whether" the relation of master and slave" was "abrogated 
among Christians." If Prof. Stuart was aware of aU this, 
why did he labor to make the contrary impression? 

Does anyone now inquire whether, or to what extent, the 
Congregationalists of the North and of New England were 
responsible for these opinions of Prof. Stuart ? We will 
answer by propounding another inquiry. 

Suppose Prof. Stuart, instead of writing what we have here 
quoted concerning slavery, had written a biblical defence of 
Universalism, or of some other doctrine that orthodox Con
gregationalists had considered "heresy. n Then suppose the 
intercourse, the bearing, and the relations of the Congrega
tional sect towards Prof. Stuart had continued to be what 
everyone knows they were, at the time of his writing on 
slavery, and for fifteen years afterwards-we ask, whether 
orthodox Congregationalists in England, and whether public 
sentiment, the world over, would not inevitably have held 
New England Congregationalists, as a body, responsible for his 
doctrines? 

When Dr. Graham, in the Presbyterian Churcb, wrote a 
biblical defence of slaveholding, his Synod suspended him 
from the ministry. 'Vhy? Because they knew that they 
should otherwise be held responsible for his heresy; which 
was substantially the same with that of Prof. Stuart,* who, 
had he been a member of the Synod of Cincinnati, would 
probably have been suspended, likewise. 

It may be said that Congregationalists hold no such eccle
siastical powers. But they hold and freely exercise (no 

• It may be ~aid tbat Prof. Stuart's defence of slavery was le88 se1f-eonaiatent tbllll 
Dr. Graham's, containing conce.'I8ioD8 tbat overturned bis wbole argument. Tbia 
only ,bows that be Willi not unaware that tbe principles of Chri~tianity were bostile 
to e1avery, whilo he wu laboring to construe particular textain Its 1\&vor. 
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II General Assembly" forbidding them) the power of with· 
drawiig religious co-operation and communion. Had Prof. 
Stuart avowed himself a Universalist, it would have been 
promptly done. And the same result would have been wit· 
nessed had a defence of slavery been thought as heretical as 
U ni versalism. 

Suppose, again, that Prof. Stuart had written concerning 
adultery, or concubinage (one feature of slavery), or concern
ing robbery, or horse·stealing, or any other known and pro
scribed crime, as he wrote concerning slaveholding. Would 
or would not an impartial public sentiment abroad, or in com· 
ing ages, hold the sect responsible that continued to hold fra· 
ternity with him, to confide in him as a religious teacher, an 
accomplished educator of religious teachers? 

No personal dislike of Prof. Stuart has occasioned these 
remarks. He had his attractive traits of character. He was 
the admired representative of a class-a very large class-of 
Congregational ministers, his associates and pupils. His 
memory is still venerated j he is proudly pointed to, by his 
sect, as u the father of the science of biblical criticism in 
America;" and the clergy of other sects recognize the validity 
of the claim. All this tends directly and almost irresistibly 
to confirm, in the community, the belief that slaveholding is 
not inconsistent with the Bible. If u the father of biblical 
criticism" says so, who shall contradict it? One in ten of 
those who receive his testimony, may infer the innocency of 
slaveholding j while nine in ten will infer the moral deficiency 
of the Bible, and this will swell the tide of horror and amaze. 
ment at U infidel abolitionism." Impartial history, if it 
attempts to look below the surface of things, and trace effects 
to their causes, must give marked prominence to influences 
like these. The real position of the sects could not other
wise be understood. 

It is not known that the Trustees, Faculty, and friends of 
the Theological Seminary at Andover, were ever distressed 
with the apprehension that Prof. Stuart's heresy on the slave 
question would diminish the patronage, or injure the reputa-
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tion of their institution, in which he held so conspicuous a 
post. But no one will doubt that those fears would have 
risen to a high pitch, had he dissented from the policy of the 
Colonization Society, or avowed himself an advocate of imme
diate and unconditional emancipation. The views of Pro! 
Stuart were extensively circulated among the Congregational 
churches and ministry of New England. Had there been any • 
general or earnest dissent from them, or if his intimate asso-
ciates had been grieved at his course, the religious journals 
of the denomination would have contained evidence of the 
fact. Slight shades of difference in metaphysical speculation, 
among professors of theology, have given rise to rival claims 
among the Theological Seminaries of New England, but the 
position of the learned Professor at Andover concerning 
slavery has occasioned no manifestations of that character. 
Dissent was indeed strongly expressed; but it was the dissent 
of an inconsiderable though increasing minority, not of the 
main body. 

It may be in place to add here, that soon after the passage, 
by Congress, of the Fugitive Slave Bill, in 1850, Pro! Stuart 
(who bad previously resigned his Professorship at Andover), 
appeared as the public defender and eulogist of Hon. Daniel 
We bater, for the part he took in procuring and vindicating 
that iniquitous measure. In company with Dr. Leonard 
Woods, late Professor at Andover, Pro! Ralph Emerson, of 
the same institution, and other Congregational ministers, * he 
gave his signature to a paper drawn up for the purpose. And 
afterwards he vindicated his position in a pamphlet, at some 
length. 

This new demonstration in favor of slavery, we are happy 
to add, appears to have been less favorably received among 
Congregationalists, than the former one. It is understood 
that most of the Professors at Andover declined signing the 
paper above-mentioned (though they entered no public protest 

• Among the Dam. appended to this peper were thate or Dr. D_ or Newbu'7-
port, BeY. W. W. Bogen or Boston, Pl1lII. Spero or Harvard College (Uuitariao). -,60. 
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or disclaimer against it), and the pamphlet has probably 
ex.erted an influence in the direction opposite to its design.* 

GENERAL ASSOCIATION OF CONNECTICUT. 

The General Association of Congregational Ministers in 
Connecticut have repeatedly defined their position in respect 
to slavery. The resolutions adopted at different times are as 
follows: 

At Vernon, in 1834. Resol"ed, That to buy and sell human beings, or 
to hold and treat them as merchandise, or to treat servants, free or bond, in 
any manner inconsistent with the fact that they are intelligent and 1'oluntary 
beings, made in the image of God, ill a violation of the principles of the 
word of God, and should be treated by all the churches of our Lord JeBuB 
Christ as an immorality, inconBistent with a profession of the Christian 
religion. 

Resol"ed, that tbiB Aaociation regard. the laws and usageB in respect 
to Blavery, which exillt in many ohhe States of thia Union, as inconsistent 
with the character and reBponaibilitiea of a free and Chriatian people, aDd 
holds it to be the duty of e1'ery Chriatian, and eapecially of every Minister 
of the GOIpel, to uee all pruelent and lawful efforts for the peaceful abolitioll 
of ala very. 

" At Norfolk, in 1836. Resol"ed, that in the judgment of this ABIIOCia. 
tion, the buying and selling of human beings, and the holding them for selfiah 
ends, by the minilltera and membera f1f our Churchea removing to the South, 
is a great Bin, and utterly inconsistent with their ChriaUan profession. 

At New Haven, in 1840. Resol"ed, that American slavery, ill, in the 
opinion ofthill body, inconsistent with the principlea of the Gospel, and ita 
immediate abolition by those who have the legal power, ia a duty in the 
discharge of which the blessing of heaven may be expected. 

Resolved, that we recommend to the churches under our care, a prayer
ful consideration of this important Bubject, and the exertion of their appro
priate in4uence for the emancipation of all the enslaved throughout thiB land 
and throughout the world • 

.. And ret it remaina true that tbe Fugitive Slavo Bill of 1850 baa its earnest advo
cates among Congregationalists, aa it certainly haa among the leading ministers and 
editors of the Presbyterian and other denominations, by whom a strenuous al'o'" 
hu been n\llCle to cast odium and reproach upon those who maintain, In reterenee 
to thia enACtment, that tbe laws ot God are paramount to the unrlghteona eclictll ot 
man, and annul them. Underaucb circllm~tsnces, it wonld seem the duty orall who 
fear God, to heal' solemn testimony againat luoh implaty. 
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In 1846. Resolved, that we again adopt these resolution., as the 
exprel8ion of our present views, and direct our scribe to transmit a copy of 
them to the s&ateci clerks of each of the bodiea, styled " Tbe General 
Assembly." 

To the render uninitiated in the nice distinctions elaborated 
by the New England Congregational Clergy, in their discus
sions on this subject, these Resolutions, standing by themselves, 
would appear to be tolerably distinct testimonies against the 
practice of slaveholding. To understand them correctly, they 
must be construed in the light of what the same bodies 
,-ejused to say, on the same subject, and also in the light of the 
discussions had, at the time of adopting them. 

We will, therefore, put them by the side of the resolutions 
"offered by Rev. Mr. Perkins of Meriden, in 1845," but not 
adopted: ' 

.. Whereu, this Auociation bas frequently delivered its opinions in rela
aon to slaveholding_nd wbereas, recent events, such u the imprilOnment 
of Christian men, on the charge of aiding slaves to escape, and the late 
action of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, seems to 
require the reiteration of our views, therefore resolved : 

" lst. That we consider slaveholding u an outrage on human rigbts, and 
at variance with the spirit of Christianity. 

"2d. That uo man is bound in conscience to obey slave law. 
"3d. That while it may be matter of judgment aud expediency wbat 

meuures should be &abn, and what risks incurred in aiding the colored man to 
escape from bondage, u once the like considerations should bave been weigbed 
in deciding bow far we should have gone in aiding a white slave to escape 
from Algiers; yet the rigM to give sucb aid, we hold to be undeniable. 

" 4th. That we recommend, to our churches, to give a place to the slave 
in their prayers and benevolent efforts, together with the usual religious 
objects orthe day. 

"5th. That our delegate to the General Auembly of the Presbyterian 
Church, carry from us to tbat body, a letter on its connection with slavery." 

After a long debate, these Resolutions were set aside, and 
the action taken which has already been recorded. On a 
comparison it will be seen that the Association declined saying 
that "no man is bound in conscience to obey slave law"
declined expressing sympathy for "Christian men," imprison
ed on charge of aiding fugitive slaves-declined affirming the 
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right or assisting such fugitives-declined recommending to 
the Churches to place anti·slavery efforts with other benevolent 
and religious objects-declined addressing to the General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, a letter on its connectIOn 
with slavery. 

On a further examination of the Resolutions at different 
times adopted by the General Association, and re-affirmed in 
1845, some further differences between the sentiments express
ed, and the rejected resolutions of Mr. Perkins, will be 
manifest. 

The General Association, even in 1834, had learned, it 
seems, to condemn "slavery," rather than "s7n.veholding." The 
distinction was not then understood by the public as it has 
since been insisted on, and the preamble of Mr. Perkins, stat· 
ing that the General Association had "frequently delivered 
its opinions in relation to slaveholding," seems to have been 
considered too inaccurate a statement (as doubtless it was) to 
be endorsed. The Association had not condemned the act, 
but only the abstraction. 

The resolutions of 1834 expended their strength upon" laws 
~d usages," rather than upon persons doing a wrong act un
der shelter of them. They would be understood at the South 
as bearing against the slave trade, rather than against slave 
holding. They suggested, likewise the implication of a senti
ment since insisted on, that slaves may be held without being 
"treated as merchandise," and that the distinction between 
"bond and free" is, by no means, the significant point in that 
matter. 

The resolution of 1836, plainly condemns buying, selling, 
and holding human beings as slaves, only when it is done for 
selfish ends i thus teaching, by implicntion, the doctrine now 
openly insisted on, that all this may be innocently and even 
laudably done, for benevolent ends-which is all the license the 
slaveholder asks. He thinks he only holds slaves for their 
own good. 

The resolution of 1840 retains the same distinction between 
.laveryand slave-holding i that is, slavery in the abstract, and 
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slavery in practice j the former being almost universally con
demned: the latter, very extensively defended or palliated. 

The debates on the proposed Resolutions of Mr. Perkins 
mustrate the meaning of the Resolutions adopted. 

Rev. Mr. Andrews vindicated the course of the General Assembly. 
Slavery (he said) existed in the time of Christ and his apostles. They 
did not condemn it. He would vote for no resolution that did not distinctly 
avow that slaveholdinJf was not sin. 

Rev. E. Hall,oC Norwalk, said that iC he supposed there was the least 
danger that these resolutions would pass, he would make a strenuolls speech. 
He abhorred alavery totally, and Crom the bottom of hia heart, but these 
resolutions were rank Garriaonism and Dorrism. He could not think more 
than one or two perBOnl would vote Cor them. 

Dr. Benneu Tyler (of the Theological Seminary at Eaat Windaor) Aid 
that" Chriat and hia apoatlea did not condemn alaveholders, nor command 
them to emancipate their alavel." 

.. Rev. Mr. Ely" repeated the old story oC Paul'a returning a Cugitive 
alave to his master. He would seek the conversion of the slaves first, and 
then seek tbeir liberty in the Lord's way and in the Lord's time. 

The New York ObseMler, in its account oC this matter, declare. that the 
resolution. introduced by Mr. Perkins were the most ultra and untenable 
ever heard oC in any ecclesiastical body. 

A severer satire upon II ecclesiastical bodies" it would be 
difficult to indite. If the Resolutions of Mr. Perkins were too 
ultra, there was an opportunity presented to the General As
sociation, had they been disposed, to have adopted others of a 
sufficiently accommodating character. 

Rev. S. W. S. Dutton was convinced that the resolntion. oC Mr. Perkin 
would not pus. If they were disposed of, he would oWer the following: 

.. 1. Resolved, That the buying and selling of human beings Cur gain; 
the forced .eparation of husbands and wives, parents and children i the per
mission, by masters, to servants under their control, to live in a temporsry 
concubinage, liable to be ended at any time by the caprice oC eitber party, 
or by the caprice oC others i the withholding the Bible and the ability to 
read the Bible, by masters, Crom aervants under their control and care; and 
in general, the treatment DC servants by masters in any manner inconsis
tent with their nature as immortal beings, Cor whom Christ gave himselC 
40 die, are crimes utterly inconsistent with a standing and a name in the 
-Church of Christ . 

.. 2. Relolvea, That all those laws, ,,'hether of individual States or oC 
the United States, which, inatead of prohibiting and punishing these crimea, 
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require, or encourage, or allow them, are a foul disgrace to a' people who 
glory in the possession of freedom as God's inalienable gift to man, and are 
deeply to be deplored by all friends of their country, as fitted to call down 
upon it the direst judgments of heaven • 

.. 3. WheretU, There is a common fame, the cry of which has gone 
abroad to the ends of the earth, that these crimes are perpetrated by minis
tera and members in both branches of the Presbyterian Chnrch in this 
country; therefore, 

.. Relolved, That our delegates be directed to prescnt a copy of these 
resolutions to each bl".1nc.'h of the Presbyterian Church, with our fraternal 
request, that the truth of this common fame be publicly denied, or, if that 
be inconsistent with facts, that proper and effectual measures be taken to 
bring the offenders to repentance." 

These Resolutions are similar in spirit to those presented to 
the American Board at Brooklyn, the same year, by Dr. 
Leonard Bacon of New Haven, and unsuccessfully advocated 
by him, on that occasion. He also advocated the above reso· 
lutions of Mr. Dutton, before the General Association of Con
necticut. 

What objection could there have been against them? They 
were specially designed to waive the mooted questions of the 
sinfulness both of slavery and slaveholding, and fix upon what 
are claimed to be the abuses of the system. He urged upon, 
the Board, and upon the General Assembly, the importance 
of condemning, distinctly, these practices. 

Why could it not be done? Why, but because, instead of 
an indefinite and vague abstl'actirm there was an inconvenient 
and well understood specification of prevalent p"actices; of 
practices which would criminate the great body of religious 
slaveholders at the South? Because, moreover, the third 
Resolution would be understood at the South as evidence that 
the General Association of Connecticut were ilt earnest for the 
removal of these practices. 

It will be seen, on inspection, that the action of the General 
Association of Connecticut does not conflict with the position8 
of Professor Stuart, or, at least, only as Professor Stuart'. 
positions conflict with each other. Self'consistenoy is not to 
be expected, where thc effort is to avoid the condemnation of 

12 
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that which common sense and common decency will not con
sent to defend. 

GENERAL ASSOCIATION OF lU&'3ACHUSETl'S. 

This body of Congregational Ministers have been led to re
cord a somewhat different testimony, and one which it might 
be difficult to reconcile with their patronage of Professor Stu
art, and of the American Board. 

In 1834 the General Association adopted the following 
Resolutions: 

"1. RtlolfJtrl, That tbe alavery exiating in thia country, by which more 
than two milliona oC our countrymen are deprived oC their inalienable rights, 
and held and treated aa mere merchandise, ia a violation oC the law oC God 
and the fundamental principlea oC our national government. 

II 2. That thia A88ociation regarda those usages and lawa in the alave
holding Statea which withhold the Bible as a book to be read Crom the 
.laTe population, as inconsistent with the apirit oC Chriatianity. 

"3. That we deeply sympathize with our enslaved brethren, and com
mend their cause to the prayers oC the Christian Churcb. 

II 4. That the efforts rer-ently made in aome oC the slaveholding States 
for imparting religiona instructions to the slaves, are regarded by ua with 
lively hope and earneat prayers Cor their univeraal extenaion. 

II 5. That the principlea and objects oC the American Anti-Slavery So
ciety, 80 Car aa they do not come in collision with the American Coloniza. 
tion Society, meet with our approbation." 

A sixth resolution recommended the Chlonization Society to 
the continued support of the churches, by collections on the 
Fourth of July, &c. How far the first three resolutions were 
congruous with the remaining ones, and bow well they com
ported with the subsequent activities of those who voted for 
them, we do not now stop to inquire. But it is proper to re
mark that these resolutions were adopted in the presence of 
the agents of the two societies, (the Anti-slavery and the Col
onization,) who were pressing their rival claims, and at a time 
when the opposition of leading Colonizationists to the Anti
slavery movement had diminished the receipts of the Coloni
zation Society. 
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In 1837, the General Association adopted the following: 

"WAereu, SIaYery, u it exists in OUl' country, is a great moral and 
lOOial evil; aDd whereu, no man should reel indift"ereat respecting that 
which the God or beaven diaappwYes, therefore, 

" 1. lU6"lflerl, That tbe UBumed right of holding our fellow-men in bond
age, working tbem witbout wages, and buying and selling them u property, 
is obviously contrary to the principles of natural justice and the spirit of 
the gospel, oft"ensive to God, and ought to cease with the leut po8Bible 
delay. 

"2. Re6Olverl, That we approve of free and candid diacu8Bion on the sub
ject of slavery, and also of all other proper methods of dift"using light and 
promoting correct moral sentiment, which may have an influence to do away 
Ute evil."-Eman., Aug. 10, 1837. 

How well these resolutions, especially the second, corres
pond with the action of the General Association at the same 
session, and the year previous, in respect to the labors of anti
slavery lecturers among their churches, the reader will judge 
when he shall have seen the record, in another chapter, of the 
opposition raised against abolitionists. For the present, we 
let it stand disconnected with those matters, and by the side 
of other Congregational testimonies concerning slavery. 

In 1849, the General Association adopted the following: 

"Re6"llled, ~hat, in maintaining correspondence and connection wiUt 
the two General A8Bemblies of the Presbyterian Church, we look with deep 
solicitude upon tbe position of those bodies with respect to the sin oC 
slavery; that our own strong sympathies arn with those brethren in these 
A8Bemblies who are laboring in an earnest and Cbristian spirit to put an end 
to this evil; and that we desire our delegates to those A88emblies, in a 
decided but courteous manner, to express our deep conviction, that the right 
oC the enslaved, the cause of true religion, and the honor oC the Great Head 
of the Church, require those ecclesiastical bodies to use all their legitimate 
power and influence Cor the speedy removal oC slavery Crom the cburches 
under their supervision." 

The fact of a religioUlJ connection and fraternal intercourse 
between the Congregationalists of Massachusetts and the slave
holding Presbyterians of the South, is here distinctly recog
nized, an item of some importance, as we sometimt'.8 hear it 
confidently denied. The manner in which the Old School 
General Assembly, as already mentioned, repulsed this remon-
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strance, affords some evidence that they regarded it as having 
been uttered in earnest. It afforus, at the same time, an occa
sion and an opportunity for the General Association of Massa
chusetts to show, by their future course and position, whether 
they are prepared to carry out the principles involved in this 
testimony. The alternative is now fairly presented to them, 
of forbearing a repetition of that testimony, or of ceasing 
to " maintain correspondence and connection" with the Old 
School Presbyterian Church. 

THE CoNVENTION OF CONGREGATIONAL MINISTERS of 
Massachusetts, in 1848, appointed a committee to prepare a 
report on slavery. The committee made an elaborate report 
in 1849. The Convention approving of "the general prin
ciples and results of the same," authorized its publication.* 
The annual report of the Am. & For. A. S. Society says, that 
it contains some things which they (the anti-slavery commit
tee) cannot approve, but that, on the whole, it bears" a faithful 
testimony against the wrongtulness of slavery." From some 
extracts it appears that this document denies that "slavery, 
as it exists in the United States, and as it has been legalized," 
is sanctioned by the Bible. It affirms that the Mosaic institu
tions are "utterly repugnant, and destructive to, all slavehold
ing and slavery i" and finally, that 1.1 it well becomes the Con
vention of Congregational Ministers of this ancient Common
wealth solemnly to declare to the world their deep conviction 
of the injustice and inhuma,nity of the system of slavery, and 
of its absolute repugnance to all the principles of the word 
of God." 

GENERAL CONFERENCE OF MAINE. 

This body is composeo of Congregational ministers and lay 
delegates. In 1836, the Conference 

"Ruohd, That alaveholding, as it exists in a portion oC these UDited 
States, is IS great ain against God Gnd man, Cor which the Dation ought to 

• PIIblillhed by T. R. Marvin, Boaton: 911 pages. Thia Convention consista or 
both II Orthodox" and Unitarian Congregational miniate1'8, lIIIIIocIated tor lome 
special objects. 
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humble iteelC, aod Cor the speedy and entire remonl oC whicb, every Cbril
tian ought to pray, aod use all·luitable means within his reacb."-Eman. 

The Congregational ministers and churches of Maine, as a 
body, have appeared to be more earnest in their condemna
tion of slavery, than those of Massachusetts and Connecticut. 

In 1848, the General ConCerence adopted a paper exprelling their .. lor
priM aDd grieC" at the then recent action of the General Al8embly oC the 
Prelbyterian Church, which, say they ... appeara to be directly at vari
ance with the Cormer report made by the General Assembly in 1818, and to 
be intended al a justification oC the system of slavery now existing in the 
Soadaera Statea. "-CAr. Inv., Feb. 1846. 

CONGREGATIONAL PUBLICATIONS. 

'lhe OIlri8tian Spectator, the organ of the New Haven or New 
School Theology of New England, wns earlier in its defence 
of slavery than the Old School Doctors at Princeton, or the 
Professor at Andover • 

.. The Bible containa no explicit prohibition of Ilavery. It recognises, 
both in the Old and New Testaments, sucb a conatitution of society, and i' 
lends iw authority to enforce the mutual obligations resulting from tha& con
stitution. Ita language is, • Slaves, obey your mutere, and, muters, give 
onto your slaves that which is just and eqoal, knowing that ye also have a 
muter in heaven.' Thl're is neither chapter nor verse of holy writ wbich 
lends any countenance to the Culminating spirit of universal emancipation, 
of wbich some specimens may be seen in some of the newspapers. "-N_ 
Havm CAr. Spectator, Sept., 1832, Vol. II., No.5, p. 473; Gm. T",.,., 
.'tpril 17, 1833 • 

.. Domestic slavery, in the ligbt of the Scriptures, and in the light of 
common sense, is justifiable to the same extent, and on exactly the same 
principles with despotism on a larger scale. The right and the wrong of 
both is, materially, perhaps we should say precisely, the arne." ., • • 
.. What is the duty of the Emperor of RUllia towarda his fifty milliona of 
e1aveal Ia it his crime that they are his a1aves 1" &c., &c.-Jb. 

The innocency of II despotism" in general is strange doc
trine in America, and among the sons of the Puritans, admit
ting, for the sake of the argument, that chattel slavery is no 
worse-which is not true. 

On the vitally important subject of oralinstruction for slaves, 
as a substitute for the reading of the scriptures, the Congre-
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gational press, in New England, to some extent, took 
substantially, the ground of the following extracts. The 
Portland Christian Mirror, if we mistake not, contained some 
suggestions in that direction. 

The Editor of the Vermont Chronicle, (ReV'. Joseph Tracy,) 
afterwards Editor of the Boston Recorder, and more recently 
assistant Editor of the N. Y. Observer, wrote of the slaves as 
follows: 

.. Tbey haTe a right to luch religioue and other instruction as they are 
capable of receiTing. When they haTe profited by that, they will be capable 
of receiving more, and eo on, till they become capable of performing tbe 
duti .. of freemen and THEK tbey will have a right to be ran. TluJt tMY 
luJI1e " rigAt to lH: taugAt to read, immeditJtely, IDe do flOt .ay, but their rigbt 
to be taught that which it will be immensely difficult, all but impossible, to 
teach them without reading, is as evident as the eun at noon-day. "-Vermont 
CAronicle, vide Emancipator, March 11, 1834. 

"The art of reading, we know, wonderfully increases the facility with 
which we may fit ourselves for the performance of duty, but it ie posaible to 
become eafe citizene without it. We, therefore, PAn KO eEKTEKCE, either 
or COIWEIIKATIOK OR 4PPROTAL, OK TH081: WHO WITHHOLD THIS ART raoll 
TREIR eLAVES. We only say tAey mull lie educated. You muet educate 
them. Take your olOfllDay to do it. If you find it eArE to put booke into 
their handa, it will diminish your labor immensely. If not, you mUlt do it, 
neTerthelesa. The labor of educating them without booke will be immense, 
bat, books or no booke, it muet be done, and if booke are UKlArE inetruments, 
fOIl mnet work the harder."-&rmoll of RfffI. Jo.epA Tracy, before the 
Vermont Col. Soc. 

"Oapable of receivingl" How long before they will be 
"capabl~' of learning to read? What right have one class of 
men to sit in judgment, and decide upon the capaMitia of 
another class to receive and study the scriptures? If we may 
"pass no sentence of condemnation" on this assumption in 
America, then we must cease our condemnation of i' in Spain 
and Italy. 
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CHAPTER XV. 

POSITION OF THE AKERICAN OHURCHES, ETC. OONTINUED. 

IV.-BAPTISTS. 

Charleston (S. C.) AallOCiation-Savannah River (Gao.) ditto-Goslein (VL) ditto
Rev. Dr. Fllrman-Sale of hia negroes-Dr. Boll_uPleaaing aaioll" among 
Am. Boptiata-IC Soathern brethrea, generally Slaveholdera"-North Carolina 
Aaeociation-Haptist Triennial Convention-Board of Foreign Miaeions-Aoting 
Board at Boeton-Baptiat Home Miasion Society-Am. end For. Bible Society
Am. Hap. PubliCAtion Society. 

UNLIKE Presbyterians and Methodists, the Baptists are 
snbject to no great ecclesiastical body, holding supervision 
over all the Churches and members of the denomination, 
Northern and Southern. The non·slaveholding portion, there· 
fore, of the Baptist sect, at the North, can plead no organic 
difficulties, of an ecclesiastical character, in the way of their 
entire separation from the sin of slaveholding, and their 
untrammeled religious testimony against it. If they receive 
the sin into their pulpits, and seat it at their communion 
tables, it is not because the canons of their church require 
them to submit to such arrangements, nor because any Bishops, 
Conferences, or General Assemblies, have imposed the burthen 
upon them. The bond of affinity and sympathy between 
Baptist slaveholders and Baptist Anti·Slavery men, if it exists 
at all, exists voluntarily, and not by compulsion-exists as a 
veritable reality and not as a mere matter of appearance and 
form. 

That Southern Baptists, like Southern Methodists, Presby
terians, and Episcopalians, are commonly slaveholders (except 
those of them who are 8lavea,) we need not spend time to 
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prove, as it will not be denied. A few facts will show the 
general position of Southern Baptists, on the subject. 

In 1835, the Charleston Baptist Association addressed a 
memorial to the Legislature of South Carolina, in uefence of 
slavery. They say: 

" The said Association does not consider that the holy scriptures hav" 
made the fact of slavery a question of morals at all. The Divine Author of 
our holy religion, in particular, found slavery a part of the existing 
institutions of society, with which, if not sinful, it was not his design TO 

1lR'J:RIIlIEDDLB, but to leave them entirely to the oontrol of men. Adopting it, 
tAfrefore, tu one of tM allowed relatio718 of Society, he made it the province 
of his religion only to prescribe the reciprocal duties of the relation. The 
questiun it is believed is purely one of political economy, &c." 

As it is here assumed that Christ and Christianity do not 
" intermeddle" with questions of mere "political economy," 
and as slavery is affirmed to be purely such a question, and no\ 
a question of morals, it might be inquired why an ecclMiastical 
body should d~part from what it alleged to be Christ's example, 
by "intermeddling" with this purely political sUbject? The 
"Association" proceeded to affirm their right to hold slaves, 
and to say: 

"Neither society nor individuals, have any more authority to demand a 
relinquishment without an equivalent, in the oDe caae than in the other," 
(that is, their right to) "the money and lands iMtritetl from ance.tors or 
derived from industry." 

The Association then claims for the State of S. Carolina, 
the exclusive right" to regulate the existence and continu
ance of slavery within her territorial limits," and they 
add: 

"We WOULD RESIST, TO THE UTMOST, every invasion oCTHIS RIGHT, 
come from what quarter and under whatever pretense it may." 

The object, then, of this ecclesiastical memorial to the 
State Legislature, was to affirm the inherent right of slave
holding, on the same basis of the rights of property in "money 
and lands," to invoke or encourage a continued legislative 
protection of this supposed right, and to pledge The Charles-
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ton Baptist .48socUztUm, to the support of this legislative action, 
even to the point of rtSistance to the utm08t. 

Sad business for the professed disciples of him who came 
to proclaim the jubilee of deliverance to the captives I 

How Baptist slaveholders understand the tenure of their 
assumed rights of property in man, and at whnt expense they 
expect those rights to be maintained by their State Legislatures, 
may be learned from t.he following: 

In 1835 the following query, rela.ting to slaves, was pre
sented to the Savanna.h River Baptist Association of ministers: 

" Whether, in case of involuntary separation of such a character as to 
preclude all Cuture intercourse, the parties may be allowed to marry again 1" 

ANSWER. 

"That such separation among persons situated as our slaves are, is civilly 
a separation by death, and they believe that, in the sight of God, it would 
be 80 viewed. To forbid second marriages in sucb cases, would be to 
expose the parties not only to greater hardship. and stronger temptations, 
but to church censure for acting in obEdience to their mllsters, who cannot 
be expected to acquiesce in a regulation at variance with justice to the 
lIIaves, and to the spirit of dlat command wbich regulates marriage between 
Christians. The slaves are not free agents, and a dissolution by death is 
not more entirely without tbeir consent and beyond their control than by 
such separation." 

Incidentally here, the fact leaks out that slave cohabitation 
is enforced by the authority of the masters, for the increase 
of their human chnttels, and that this is done in utter con
tempt of the divine institution of marriage. And a body of 
devout ecclesiastics gravely decide that inasmuch as this pro
cess, in connection with the frequent nnd forced separation 
from each other of wives nnd husbands belonging to Baptist 
churches, is inseparable from the slave system, the divine in
stitution of marriage, as expounded by Christ, must be modi
fied in conformity with the slave code, in order that those 
whom God hath joined together, may, by man, be put asun
der, so that Baptist wives may have two husbands and Baptist 
husbands may have two wives, without being subjected to 
"church censure." 

The "censure" of such churches, verily, must be of vast 
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benefit in rebuking the sin of adultery I If any testimony 
were' wanted, to establish the fact that slavery is incompatible 
with marriage, the Savannah Rivei' Baptist Association have 
furnished it to our hands. 

In the same year, 1835, the ministers and messengers of 
the Goslein Baptist Association, assembled at Free Union, 
Virginia, adopted resolutions, affirming their right to slave 
property. 

In 1833, Rev. Dr. Furman addressed to the Go.vernor 
of South Carolina an exposition of the 'Views of Baptists, in 
which he said: 

II The right of holding alaves ia clearly established in the Holy Scrip
tures, both by precept and exsmple. II 

II Dr. Furman died Dot long afterward. Hie legal representatives thu 
ad"ertised his property for sale : 

". NOTICE. 

" • On the first day of February next will be put up at public auction, 
before the Court-house, the following property, belonging to the estate oC 
the late Rev. Dr. Furman, viz. : 

" • A plantation or tract of land on and in Wateree Swamp; a tract oC 
the firat quality of fine land on tbe waters of Black River; a lot of land in 
the town of Camden; a library of a miscellaneous character, CHIEFLY 

THEOLOGICAL; 

27 NEGROES, 
some of them very prime; two mules, one horse, and an old wagon.' .. 

This is Baptist religion at the South. And what is it a\ 
the North? 

" The late Rev. Lucius Bolles, D.D., of Massachusetts, Cor. Sec. Amer. 
Bap. Board for Foreign Missions, in 1834, said: 

.. • There is a pleasing degree of union among the multiplying thousands 
of Baptists lhroughout the land.' .. • • • • • Our Southern brethren 
are generally, both ministers and people, alaveholders.' "-Americtm 
Churches, &c. 

The great majority of northern Baptists endorse this state
ment and certify the essential identity of their religion with 
that of Southern Baptists, by joining with them in sending 
THEIR religion . • • to the heathen. 

·The North Carolina Baptist Convention, in 1838 or 1889, 
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adopted a report of a Committee on the religious instruction 
of people of color. After urging, in a series of Resolutions, 
the duty of instructing slaves, they close with the following: 

.. Resolved, That by religious instruction be understood. VERBAL com
munications on religious subjects. "-Vide Cincinnati Croll and Baptut 
Journal, as quoted in A. 8. Lecturer, No. 3. 

Thus careful were they to be understood as not intending 
to recommend giving slaves the Bible and permitting them to 
read. 

THE BA.PTIST TRIENNIAL CONVENTION. 

This body was organized in 1814 • 

.. Under its conatitution, slaveholders and non-slaveholders united on 
terms of social and moral equality. Tbia was its fstal error. It caused 
the Convention, from its birth to its di880lution, to sanction as Christian a 
slaveholding religion." "The first President was Richard Furman, a 
slaveholder of South Carolina. He filled the office till 1820, when another 
slaveholder, Robert B. Semple, of Virginia, succeeded him, and was Pre
aident till 1832, when Spencer H. Cone,- of New York (City) was elected, 
who held the office till 1841, when another slaveholder, William B. John
BOD, of South Carolina, was elected, at the close of whose term of office, 
1844, Francis Wayland became President. Thus, for twenty-one of the 
thirty years of this organization, slaveholders were its Presidents."-Flletl 
for Bap. ClaurcMl, pp. 14, 15. 

Connected with the Triennial Convention was a General 
Board of Baptist Foreign Missions i and subordinate to this 
was an ,. Acting Board," located in Boston. 

So late as 1844, near the time of the dissolution of that 
body, it came to light that there was a slaveholding mis· 
sionary in its employ, II Mr. Bushyhead, who was laboring 
among the Cherokees. IIe lived in a fine dwelling, had a 
plantation, and several slaves.-lb. p. 102. 

It also appeared, not long after, that there were several 
southern missionaries employed by the Board, and that, among 
these, Mr. Davenport and his wife, at Siam, were slaveholders . 

• In 1898 or 1824., Mr. Cone wu pastor ot • slaveholding Baptlat Church iJI Alex

IIldria (D. C.) 
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This was stated, on 'authority of the" Christian Index," (a 
Southern Baptist paper) by the New York Baptist Register, 
of Utica, N. Y., April 6, 1845.-Ib. p. 113-17. 

It was also stated, on good authority, that several others 
among the foreign missionaries were· slaveholders.-Ib. p. 
122-3. 

"THE AMERICAN BAPTIST HOME MISSION SOCIETY 

was organized in the City of New York, April 27, 1832." 
" Missionary Societies" (northern and southern) "by paying 
into its treasury their surplus funds, become auxiliary." Its 
constitution makes no distinction between slaveholders and 
non-slaveholders. "The Society has elected slaveholding 
officers, sent out slaveholding missionaries, and planted slave
holding churches, and all this in perfect keeping with its Con
stitution. Slaveholders are, to-day, (1850) on its list of life 
members, and its treasury is open to the price of men and 
women 'and little children." "As the Missionary of this 
Society, (Mr. Tryon,) entered Texas, he drove his slaves be
fore him."-Ib. p. 63-65. 

It was publicly stated, at a meeting in Philadelphia, by 
Eld. Duncan Dunbar, that twenty-six slavelwltkrs had been em
ployed by the Board.-Ib. p. 65. 

The subject of employing slaveholding Missionaries came 
up for consideration, at its twelfth annual meeting, at Phila
delphia, in 1844, but, after discussion, no action was taken 
against it. Instead of this, a Resolution (drawn up by Eld. 
R. Fuller, a slaveholder of South Carolina, and a Biblical de
fender of slavery,) was adopted, assuming neutral ground, 
and disclaiming fellowship, as a Society, either with slavery 
or anti-slavery. At this meeting, Eld. B. M. Hill, Corres
ponding Secretary of the Society, stated that the Southern 
States paid more into the treasury than the Northern States, 
and therefore more southern missionaries were appointed than 
northern ones.-Ib. p. 88-90. 

At the meeting of the Society at Providence, R. I., April, 
1845, some further discussion was had, and some incipient 
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measures for a division between the North and the South 
were considered, and a committee appointed to mature a plan. 
Assurances were given that, in the meantime, no more slave· 
holding missionaries should be appointed. But the promise 
was violated. II Two slaveholding missionaries had been 
appointed in February, and one of them was appointed again 
the next year, after the fact of his slaveholding had been 
published in the Minutes of the Baptist Convention of North 
Carolina, as a proof that the Home Missionary Society was 
willing to employ slaveholders, and as an evidence that no 
rule had been adopted at Providence prohibiting the appoint
ment of slaveholders."-lb. 149-162. 

THE AKERIC.AN AND FOREIGN BIBLE SOCIETY, 

(Baptist) was organized in 1887, the year of the martyrdom 
of Lovejoy, and after the murderous spirit of slaveholding 
ministers and church members against northern abolitionists 
had been fully revealed. It was a fraternal union between 
the leading ministers and the great majority of the lay brother
hood of Baptists, at the North and at the South_ It had, in 
1841, fifty-eight auxiliary societies in the slaveholding states. 
It ha.'J never been without slaveholding officers.-lb. p. 58-9. 

The (Baptist) "Christian Index," Georgia, of November 
16, 1848, contained an appeal in behalf of this Bible Society, 
and also an advertisement, in which" a plantation with some 
twenty negroes, stock of every kind," &c., were offered for 
sale.-lb_ p. 828-4. 

At a meeting of this Society, it was II Resolved to furnish 
every family in the United States with a Bible." 

Eld. Abel Brown immediately rose nnd inquired, mildly, 
whether the resolution embraced slaves? Scarcely had the 
words escaped his lips, when the house resounded with the 
cry of" Order I order I order I" and the President, Eld. Spen
cer H. Cone, with emphatic voice and gesture, called out to 
him,-" Sit down, Sir I you nre out of order."-lb. 827. 

The Society has never published its intention of giving the 
Bible to the poor heathen in the slave states, though it is be-
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lieved that money has been repeatedly offered to the Society 
for the object, and that they have, invariably, refused to re
ceive it.-Ib. 327-8. 

And yet, in a communication to the committee of the (Eng
lish) General Baptist Missionary Society, the Board of the 
American and Foreign Bible Society, Nov. 3, 1847, over the 
signature of Eld. Spencer H. Cone, said, of the Society,-

" They have never withheld the Bible from the slave." And they fur
ther Illy they have reason to believe that" the colored race, bond and free," 
receive a fair proportion of their books! 

Of the credibility of these statements, the Amenean reader 
can judge.-Ib. 825-334. 

The Board further says: II We have never designed, nor 
are we conscious that we have done aught to abet the system 
or practice of slavery." Yet the Society (1849) receives slave
holders to membership, has 59 auxiliaries, 606 life members, 
99 life directors, and 9 Vice Presidents, in the slave states.
Ib. p. 383-4. 

liTHE AlrIERICAN BAPTIST PUBLICATION SOCIETY," 

is also "a bond of union between the North and the South," 
publishing nothing againt slavery.-Ib. p. 340-44. 

A further account of the position of Baptist organizations 
in respect to slavery, will appear in another chapter, as con
nected with the movements of abolitionists, and Baptist II Free 
Missions." 
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OHAPTER XVI. 

POSITION OF THE AMERICAN CHURCHES, ETC., CONTINUED. 

V. THE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

Testimony of John Jay, l!'aq.-Sermon of Mr. Freeman-Bishop Iv_Protestant 
Epiaeopal Society of South Carolina-Bishop Bowen-" The Churchman"-Pro
hibition of readlng-Gpneral Theological SemilW1-Treatment of a Colored 
Itudent, Alexander <-'rummel-Position of Rev. Drs. Milnor, Taylor, Smith, and 
Hawks-Di8lent of Bishop Doan_Ezcluaion of Colored Ministers from Ecclo
slutiea1 Councll&-Epiaeopal Convention at PhUadelphia-St. Thomas' Church. 

THE prevailing temper of the Protestant Episcopal Ohurch 
is thus testified of, by John Jay, Esq., of the City of New 
York-himself an Episcopalian-in a pamphlet entitled, 
"Thoughts on the Duty of the Episcopal Church, in relation 
to Slavery." 

" Alas! for the expectation that Bhe would conform to the spirit of her 
ancient mother! She has not merely remained a mute and carelen spec
tator of this great contlict of truth and justice with hypocrisy and cruelty, 
but her 'rery prieBta and deaconB may be seen ministering at the altar of 
alavery, oft"ering their talenta and influence at its unholy Bhrine, and openly 
repeating the awful blasphemy, that the precepts of our Saviour unction 
the system of American slavery. Her Northern (free State) clergy, with 
rare exceptions. whatever they may feel on the subject, rebuke it neither 
in public nor in private. and her periodicals, far from advancing the pro
gren of abolition, at times oppose our Bocieties, impliedly defending slavery, 
&B Dot incompatible with Christianity, and occasionally withholding informa
tion uBeful to the cause of freedom. "-Birney's American Churches, &c., 
pp. 39,40 . 

.. In 1836, a Clergyman of North Carolina, of the name of Freeman, 
preached, in presence of his bishop (Rev. Leyi S. Ives, D.D., a Dative of a 
tree State), two sermons on the rights and duties of .Iaveholdera. In thaaa 
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he essayed to justify, from the Bible, the slavery of both white men aDd 
negroes, and insisted that,' without a new revelation from heaven, no man 
was authorized to pronounce slavery wrong.' The two sermons were 
printed in a pamphlet, prefaced with a letter to Mr. Freeman from the 
Bishop of North Carolina, declaring that he had' listened with m08t un
feigned pleasure' to his discourses, and advised their publication, as being 
, urgently called for at the present time.' 

" The Protestant Episcopal Society for the Advancement of Chri8tianity 
in South Carolina thought it expedient, and, in all Iikelibood, with Bishop 
Bowen's approbation, to republish Mr. Freeman'8 pamphlet as a religiou6 
tract !"-lh., p. 41. 

The Churchman, edited hya Doctor of Divinity, and pre
viously an instructor in a theologica.l seminary, held the fol
lowing language, in respect to the legal prohibition of teaching 
the colored population to read: 

" All the knowledge which is necessary to salvation-all the knowledge 
of our duty towards God, and our duty to our neighbor, may be communi
cated by oral instruction, and therefore a law of the land interdicting other 
means of instruction, does not trench upon the law of God."-Ih. 

This argument would justify the Romish Church in with
holding the Bible from the laity. And by the same kind of 
logic it might Le argued, with much greater force, that, since 
"the holy scriptures are able to make men wise unto salva
tion," therefore, in a community that can read and that haa 
Bibles, "n law of the land interdicting other means of instruc· 
tion" (oral instruction by preaching) "does not trench upon 
the law of God." If the civil or ecclesinstical authorities may 
interdict some means of religious instruction they may inter
dict others. If they may interdict the Bible, they may, doubt· 
less, interdict the" Book of Common Prayer" and all the forms 
of instructi.)n, including the rituals of the Episcopal or any 
other church. To such results do those drive their arguments 
who would defend the usages of slavery. The employment 
of such arguments certifies what those usages are, and that the 
slave eode is not a dead letter. The quarter they come from 
indicates the relative position, in respect to them, of the Church 
and the State. If the prevailing religion of the country did 
not sanet.ion them, they could not be protected by the State 
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laws j nay, such enactments would not have been made. No 
civil government, however despotic, can "interdict" the stand
ard books of the prevailing and predominant religion, and sur
vive the process. Whenever the prevailing religion of the 
country shall be the religion of tlte BiMe, in which is contained 
the divine injunction, "&arch Ute &I·tptures," the laws and the 
usages II interdicting" the same Scriptures will, of course, be
come obsolete, and the slave system, which can be supported 
only by such interdiction, will fall. 

Alexander Crummel, a colored young gentleman of the 
city of New York, made application to "become a candidate 
for holy orders." He received from his bishop the usual cir
cular in such cases, in which he was encouraged to "belong 
to the General Theological Seminary," located at New York. 
In the statutes of the Seminary it is expressly said, "Every 
person producing to the Faculty satisfactory evidence of his 
having been admitted a c.'lndidate for holy orders," &c., "shall 
be received as a student of the Seminary." He was, however, 
referred to the Board of Trustees. A committee was appointed 
to consider and report, consisting of Bishop Doane, Rev. Drs. 
Milnor, Taylor, and Smith, and Messrs. D. B. Ogden, New
ton, and Johnson. The next day (June 26, 1839), Bishnp 
Doane, on reques~ was excused from further service on this 
committee, and Bishop Onderdonk, of Pennsylvania, appointed 
to fill the vacancy. This committee reported, June 27th, that 
"having deliberately considered the said petition, they are of 
opinion that it ougltt not to be gmnted," and they recommended 
a resolution accordingly, which, on molion of Rev. Dr. Hawks, 
W8.<i adopted. Mr. Huntington moved that the subject be 
referred to the Faculty, which was lost. Bishop Doane, June 
28th, asked leave to state to the Board his reasons for dissen~ 
with a view to the entering of the same on the minutes. Leave 
was not granted. During these proceedings Mr. Crummel was 
advised by the Bishop of New York to withdraw his petition, 
and was assured that the Fn.culty were willing to impart to 
him private instruction. In the minutes of the proceedings 
there was a careful avoidance of all allusion to the cause of 

13 
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excluding Mr. Crummel, leaving it to be inferred that it was 
for some cause besides his color, which was not the fact. Mr. 
Crummel afterwards became a member of the Theological 
department of Yale College, but not being treated there as 
white students are, he was compelled to complete his educa
tion in Europe! lIe is flOW an ordained clergyman of the 
American Protestant Episcopal Church. 

Regularly ordained ministers and rectors of parishes have 
been excluded from /leats in the ecclesiastical councils of their 
church, solely on account of their color. "The rector of a. 
colored church in Philadelphia is excluded by an express 
canon of the Diocesan Convention. "-Viae J. G. Birney's Am. 
(J/,urcltes, pp. 39-41. 

Quite recently, the Episcopal Convention of Pennsylvania, 
sitting in Philadelphia, after discussion, decided against the 
admission of colored delegates. 

We learn from the Saturday EveninJr Post, that at the late Episcopal 
Convention, a final decision was made upon the question of admitting repre
sentative8 from the African Church of St. Thoma8. 

Thl! majority of the committee appointed to consider the 8ubject, reported 
adversely to the admission, arguing that the color, alld physical aud social 
condition and education of the blacks, render them unfit to participate in 
legislative bodie8. The Rev. Mr. Montgomery submitted a minority report, 
which 8tated that, in the month of September, 1794, Bishop White laid 
before tho Convention the Constitution of St. Thoma8'8 Church, and it was 
then resolved, that as 800n as they should sign the Act of Association, 
they IIhould be entitled to all tho privileges of the Dioccse. It also 
urged that the exclullion of delegates on account of their cui or, W3S con
trary tu the Ipirit of Christianity, and the practice of the church in apostolio 
time8. 

Atter a 8bort discu8llion, the vote was taken upon adopting the report of 
tbe majority, which was decided al follow8: Clerical, ayea 44, naY8 49. 
Lay Yote8, by churches, aye8 60, naY8 17. So it 'Vl8 resolved that the 
delegate8 from St. Thomas' Church should not be admitted to seats in tbe 
Convention! !-Li!Jeralor, June 28, 1850. 

The large number of nays, in the clerical vote, deserves 
notice, as nn encouraging indication, and as contrasting 
strongly and remarkably with the vote of the l4ity. 
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CHAPTER XVII. 

1'0SITION OF THE A.lIERIC.L .... CHURCHES, ETC. (CONTINUED.) 

VI.-OTHER SECTS-GENERAL VIEW. 

Protestant Uethodiat Church-Dutch Reformed-Roman Catholics-Unitarian., Uni
Tel'Bllliata and RCBtonltioni~ta-Free Will BapliKta-Cumberland Prcab)1~rian_ 
Orthodox and HiekRite Friends--Seotch Covennntel'll-Gen".aZ V"UfAI. Tntitnon1 
of Rev. Jamel Smylie, of Miftissippi-S. W. Chr. Adv. & Jonrnal-P1'IIIIb. Synocl, 
Kentucky-Rev. C. C. Jonca, of Georgia. 

WE have now spoken of the principal religious denomina
tions in America. The reader hIlS already noticed our cheer
ful recognition of the fact that in all of them there are earnest 
friends of the slaves. Of some of the smaller sects, it cannot 
be said that their position essentially differs from the preced
ing, though smaller and younger sects are commonly more 
free than larger ones. 

THE PROTESTANT METHODIST CHURCH (which rejects Epis
copacy) has a Southern as well as a Northern membership, 
and allows slaveholding. Aftcr some agitation in their Gen
eral Conference, nnd some signs of a Northern secession in 
Western New York, a General Conference at Cincinnati 
declined any anti-slavery action, the Northern Conferences 
did not secede, and there hIlS been little or no agitation since. 

THE DUTCH REFORMED CHURCH is not known to differ in 
respect to slavery from northern Congregationalists and Pres
byterians with which sects it co-operates in the enterprise of 
Foreign Missions. 

There are some advocates of emancipation among the 
Ro)[AN CA.THOLIcs, but it is not known that the Dumber is 
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large, or that the question of slavery, or of the treatment of 
the colored people, has been agitated in that communion. 
The Catholics in the Slave States are as generally slavehold
ers as others. 

UNITARIANS, UNIVERSALISTS, and RESTORATIONISTS, whose 
church polity is generally Congregational, were not included 
in our account of the Congregational sect. We cannot say 
that they differ widely from other sects at the North, though 
they have little or no direct ecclesiastical connections or 
branches at the South. They are divided on the abolition 
question, as other sects are. 

A large, though select number of UNITARIAN MINISTERs, 
signed, some time since, an extended document against sla
very, but not taking, it is believed, higher ground than the 
"orthodox" General Association of Massachusetts and Gene
ral Conference of Maine had taken several years before. 
Whether the document is better honored by them, in prac
tice, as a general fact, we cannot tell. Nor can we conjecture 
how anti·slavery resolutions would be disposed of in their 
regularly constituted Associations, if it were their habit to 
bear testipionies in that way. We have heard of no ~horough 
anti-slavery chnrches of that sect, or of the withdrawal of 
ministers and laymen for re-organization, on account of the 
slave question, though there are earnest and active abolition
ists among them, and of the radical type not approved by the 
late Dr. Channing. 

The statements made in the last sentence may, perhaps, 
apply to Universalists and Restorationists. A large, if not a 
general ASSOCIATION OF UNIVERSALISTS, some time since, 
adopted a general testimony against slavery. 

Of all these, as sects, we must however say, that the weight 
of their influence, especially at the ballot-box, as in the case 
of the larger sects, is not against slavery, but in its support. 

And we cannot here, and in this particular, make an excep
tion in favor of some other sects, as the "ORTHODOX" and the 
"HICKSlTE" FRIENDS, a.nd the FREE·WILL BAPTISTS, who 
~m the merit of being opposed to slavery, and whose printed 
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"testimonies" to that effect have not been wanting.* To say 
nothing now of their general trentment of nctive abolitionista 
belonging to their own sect. (a topic of which we are not 
directly speaking in this chapter), the general influence of 
even these sects, or of a majorit.yof their members, especially 
at the ballot-box, has been, and still is, on the side of the 
slave power, in voting for slaveholders and their supporters. 

The majority of II FRIENDS," of both classes, have not only 
voted for slaveholding candidates for the Presidency, but, in 
the case of the late General Taylor, for a candidate whose 
sudden and surprising popularity (first at. the South, and then 
at the North) was owing wholly to the terrible success (some
times by the aid of bloodhounds) with which he prosecuted 
aggressive pro-slavery wars, in further contempt of the pro
fessed principles of Friends_ 

If such be the position of what have been called the anti
slavery sects, by way of distinction, what must be the position 
of the others? Who can marvel that, in the case just adverted 
to, the preponderating influence of Presbyterian and Congre
gational ministers should have been cast into the same scale 
with the Friends? And what can be said in excuse of such 
a course, when an united rally at the polls, by professed 
Christians of all sects, even in the free States alone, in oppo
sition to the slave power, would so manifestly and so speedily 
terminate its iron and bloody sway? 

In due justice to FREE-WILL BAPTISTS, it should be further 
said, that their periodical publications and ,ecclesiastical bodies 
have generally, if not uniformly, tnken anti-slavery ground, 
from the beginning of the agitation on the subject_ And at 
an early day they separated themselves (the Northern and 
principal portion of them) from a considerable body of South
ern Free-Will Baptists, who refused to relinquish slavehold-

'-----------._---------
• IL ia poMible for a aeet or religious body, in ita public or corporate character, and 

by ita olBcialllRd formal declarations and prooeedingB, to maintain a atron, teati
mony lpinst .lavery, and even (u in the cue of the Free-WiD Baptiste and 
Friend~) to withdraw religioDl fellDw8hip from a1aveholdenl; while the great body 
or ita membcra and olBcel"ll,/OP' politi~Z nul" anstain Blavery at the pou.. 
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ing. Their testimony, on the whole, is perhaps not behind 
that of the "Friends." 

THE ScOTCH COVEN.u."ERS, or .Associate Reformed Pres
byterian Church, is nnti·slavery, and having scruples (on 
other grounds) that deter them from voting at all under our 
government, they are free from pro·slavery voting. 

THE CUMBERLAND PRESBYTERIANS have sometimes been 
described as anti·slavery, but their" General Assembly refuse 
to legislate on the subject of slavery, on the p!ea that, as spir
itual bodies, they have no cognizance of civil matters."-An. 
&port Am. t£- For. A. 8. &c., 1802, p. 19. 

"THE DISCIPLEs"-sometimes called Campbellite& (from 
their founder, Alexander Campbell)-are numerous nt the 
West and South. They are slaveholders and slaves. Pres. 
Shannon, of Bacon College, a prominent member of the sect, 
says: 

•• Thus did Jehovah stereotype his approbation or domestic eJaTery, by 
incorporating it into the Jewish religion, the only religion on earth that had 
&be divine sanction." 

Alexander Campbell himself, in his" Millennial Harbinger," 
says: 

.. There is not one verse in the Bible inhibiting it, bnt many regulating 
it. It is not, then, we conclude, immoral. "-Pill.rbury's .. Church CIS it is," 
pp.52-3. 

Of the anti·slavery churcbes, sects, ecclesiastical bodies, 
and missionary organizations that have grown out of the 
abolition movement, and which are controlled by abolition
ists, we shall give some account in another connection. 

GENERAL VIEW. 

The record we have presented looks in the direction of a 
general estimate of the religious influences of the country on 
the slave question. And it indicates the position of the pro
fessed Christianity of the North, as represented by the differ
ent sects. If there be any further inquiry needed respecting 
the system that is thus sustained, or whether, in the hands of 
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professing Christians of the different sects at the South, it be 
the thing that its opposers represent it. to be, a few testimonies 
may satisfy the inquirer. 

It The Rev. James Smylie. A.M., of the Amite Presbytery, Millillippi, 
in a pamphlet published by him" (about fifteen years sgo), .. in faTor of 
American slavery, says: 

"If slavery be a sin, and advertising and apprehending slaves, with a 
view to restore them to their masters, is a direct violation of the divine law, 
and if THE BUYING, S1tLLING. AND HOLDINO a slave FOR THE SAKE OF 
GAIN, is a heinous sin and ICandal, then verily, three-fourtlas of tAll tM 
E"ucoptllimu, Methodj,u, Baptists, and Prtlbyteri471.8, in eleven States of 
the Union, are of the devil. They bold, if they do not buy and sel\ slaves, 
and, (with few exceptions,) they hesitate not to apprehend and restore run
away slaves, when in their power." 

The Editor of South West Christian Advocate and Journal, 
a periodical of the Methodist Episcopal Church, corroborates 
this general statement, so far lIS that Church is concerned, as 

.fOllows: 

" If, however, the holding of men, women, and children, in bondage, 
UIIDER THE ORDINARY CIRCUMSTANCES that connect t!&emltlvel tDith Ila~rry 
in the SOUTHERN STATES, constitutes us a pro-slavery Church, then we Rre 
a pro-slaTery Church in this restricted or privately understood interpretatioll, 
for we do not regard slaveholding as sinful, AS IT EXISTS 11'1 THE SOUTHED 
STATES, provided the master feeds, instructs, and governs his slaves, 
according to the directions laid down in Gpd's word." 

By the testimony of the Presbyterian Synod of Kentucky, 
of Rev. C. C. Jones of Georgia, and also of the Synod of S. 
Carolina and Georgia, the fact is established that slaveholding 
church members in general do not give their slaves any more 
religious instruction than other slaveholders do, which, in mo.'1t 
cases is none at all, so that the slaves-to use their own lan
guag&-are in the condition of heathenism. 

Putting these things together, we have a complete and full 
refutation of the pretence that Christian slaveholders hold 
slaves for their own good, that they make a wide distinction 
between slavetrading and slaveholding, and that they treat 
their slaves better than they are generally treated by others. 
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Any amount of testimony might be added, to the same 
·point. We only advert to the topic, in this place, to exhibit, 
as clearly as we can, in one view, the relation of our religious 
sects, in America in general, to the condition and treatment 
of the slaves, and to slavcholding. 

PREJUDICE AGAINST COLOR. 

That prejudice against the colored people, which constitutes 
one of the main pillars of slavery, is fustered in most of the 
Churches, inclutling some that-in other respects-bear testi
mony against the system. Their support of the Colonization 
Society (as will be shown in its place,) is a sufficient indication 
of the fact. Another evidence is the erection of the negro pew, 
and, in some Churches, the custom of administering the Lord's 
Supper to colored persons, by themselves, after the distribu
tion to the whites. In Theological Seminaries, as well as in 
Colleges, the same spirit of caste is commonly witnessed. In 
some cases, it invades the sanctuary of the dead, and forbids 
the interment of colored persons in burial places designed for 
the whites. 

A Protestant Episcopal Church at Rye, Westchester Co., 
(N. Y.,) accepted a deed of gift of ground for a cemetery, a 
condition of which deed was, that no colored person should be 
buried within the enclosures. The condition is carefully 
fulfilled. In selling burial lots to individuals, the officials of 
the Church having charge of that business, in~ert the same 
conditions in the conveyance. This fact is stated on authority 
of Hon. William Jay, a member of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, and residing in the same county. 

A Presbyterian Church in Philadelphia advertised burial 
lots for sale, with the particular recommendation of them, tha\ 
no colored persons, or executed criminals, were buried in the 
cemetery. 

A Congregational Church in New Haven, Con., parcelled 
off, in its cemetery, A side lot, for the burial of colored persons, 
.after the manner of the negro pew. But it became necessary 
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to enlarge the cemetery, and bury whites on the other side of 
the colored people, so that they now occupy the center I An 
omen, perhaps, of the future position of that despised race, in 
America. 

To the credit of Roman Catholics, it must be said, that they 
maintain no arrangements of caste founded in color, in their 
Churches. 

Digitized by Google 



209 GREAT SmUGGLE BETWEEN 

CHAPTER XVIII. 

POSITIOY OF THE AMERICAN CHURCHES, ETC. CO:to.'"TINUED. 

VII.-VOLUNTARY SOCIETIES COYNECTED WITH SEVERAL SECTS. 

CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

AXDIOAN RoAnn-Employment of Slaves bylliNlionari_A Mis.-ionary II Ilave
owner-Slll\"eholding tolerated in Miaaion Cburcbell-BoIIrd, at RocheAter, decline 
interfering (l844)-At Brooklyn, 18&5, decide against excluding piau. Siaveboidera 
from Church ordinances-In 1846, at New Haven, decline f'nrtber action-In 1847, 
at Buffalo, promise inquiry-Miasion and Letter of Mr. Treat-Reply of Choctaw 
Mi.sionnrics-Vindicate their right to have alnvea-Rejected resolutioDI of Dr. 
BaC\)n, at Brooklyn (1845)-Doctrino of "organic ainl."-AxlQUoAN HOD Mil
SIOliARY SocBTT-No mle to exclude Siaveboiders from MiMion Churcb_Baa 
grelltly increllled tbe list of its RlAvebolding Churches Bineo 1842-0tA.". agendM. 
-AIUlRICAN BIBLE SocIETY-No Bibles for SIA"_Offer of funds jhr thnt object 
rejected-Auxilinry Society at New Orleans diRclAimad tbe Intent to luppl:r 
colored people-Auxilinry Society, Orlean. .. County, N. Y., ref uRad a donation of 
Bibles to fngith"ell-Modified but doubtful pDAition of tba Parent Society in 1849. 
-AKJ:RICAN TRAer SOCl&TY-Publisbca nothing against Slnvery-Mntilation of 
booka.-AxZlUcAN SUl\"DAY SCIIOOL UNIoN-Rejects books that disapproye 
.w.yery-CJoa!ng remarks. 

MISSIONS-AMERICAN BOARD. 

THE following statements are from a paper, adopted by the 
Dlinois Central Association, and prepared by a committee, 
consisting of Pres. Blanchard, Rev. D. Gore, and G. Dewy, at 
Lafayette, October 9th, 1849*: 

.. The action which the Board has taken from year to year, on the subject 
of slavery, is 8S follows, l'iz: 

.. 1. Some thirteen years since, the Prudential Committee, in correspond. 
ence on the subject, declared against the misllionaries hiring IIlnes, except 
in cases of emergency. 

• Nlllitmal Br., Noy. B, 1849. 
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"2. In IS.I, eight years ago, at Philadelphia, the subject came before 
the Board on petition of certain ministers of New Hampshire, who represent 
themselves aa supporters of the Board, not Abolitionists, yet opposed to 
slavery; and they ask the Board to declare itself distinctly on that subject, 
as they had done on the subject of other publio vices whi(.h obstruoted the 
missionary work. To this New Hampshire peution, the Board, by their 
committee's report, adopted, reply that: 

" , The Board can sustain no relation to slavery which implies approba
tion of the syatem, and, as a Board, can have no connection or sympathy 
with it.' 

"At that time. however, slaves were employed in the senice of the 
mission-schools, the owners being paid for their sen' ice, and slaveholders 
were without objection received to the mission churches; both which 
prnctices have continued ever since, and still continue. One of their 
missionaries, too, was at tbat time a slave owner--tbe Rev. Mr. Wilson, of 
Africa. 

"In 1842, at Norwich, Connecticut, severnl • memorials and other papers 
on the subjer.t of slavery' were read by Mr. Greene, and referred. The 
Board, in their answer, say, • They cannot but hope that he (Mr. Wilson) 
will ere long be able, with such counsel and aid as the Prudential Com
mittee may give, to accomplish the object (the liberation of his slaves) in a 
manner satisfactory to hi:nself, and kind and beneficent to them (i. e., his 
slaves).' 

"In 1843, at Rochester, New York, one memorial on slavery was read 
by Mr. Greene, and the Board refer, for answer, to their furmer action ou 
the subject . 

.. In 1844, at a very large meeting of the Board at Worcester, Massa
chusetts, memorials on the subject of slavery were committed to Drs. 
Woods and Tyler. Chancellor Walworth, Chief Justice Williams, Drs. 
Stowe, Sandfurd, Pomroy, Tappan, McLane, and Secretary Greene. 

"The memorials this year set forth that slavery is • actually tolerated' 
in the Mission Churches among the Choctaws, ' by the admiaaion of alave
holders as members,' to the hindering of the missionary work, and dimin
ishing the funds of the Board. In their answer, which was adopted by the 
Board, the committee reiternte the words of the Philadelphia report, three 
years before, ' That the Board can sustain no relation to slavery which im
plies approbation of the systemt' &c. But they add, as explaining that 
clause, • plainly intimating that we consider it an obvious nil, the removal 
of which does not fall within the provincl! of the Board.' 

" They ask further time to obtain information as to slavery in the Choc
taw mi18ion churches, but observe, meantime, that miaaionaries there,lO 
rar as facta appear, have been guilty of 'no violatiun or negleel of duty.' 

II In IM5, the Board met at Brooklyn, New Yurk, and much discoaaioD 
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waa elicited by a long report from the above committee, which report,·wiUl 
proposed amendments, was re-committed, reported again, and IiaaIly uoaDi
mously adopted. This celehrated Brooklyn report declares, among other 
things, that in the Cherokee and Choctaw mi88ions, • both maaters and 
slaves were received into the churches on the same principles.' 

.. • That Baptism and the Lord's Supper eannot be scripturally aod right.
fully denied to those who give credible evidence of piety i' and that, 

... The mi88ionaries, in connection with the churches which they have 
gathered, are the sole judges of the sufficiency of this evidence.' 

.. The committee further report, that at that time there were in the Choc
taw churches 20 slaveholders and 131 slaves. In the Cherokee churcbes, 
15 slaveholders and 21 slaves. Total, 35 slaveholders and 152 slaves, in 
a total membership of 843. And this Brooklyn report further explicitly 
recognizes the doctrine that both • master and slave may be gathered into 
the fold of Christ,' and intimates that this is tbe way to prepare the master 
to consent to emancipation • 

.. In 1846, at New Haven, Connecticut, papers on the subject of slsorery 
were laid before the Board, from the General Congregational A880cistion 
of Illinois, New Haven East Association, and other bodies. They were 
referred to a committee, consisting of Chancellor \Valworth, Drs. Parker, 
Stowe, and others, and they reported : 

.. • That they consider the further agitation of the subject here as calcu
lated injuriously to affect the great cause of missions in which the Board is 
engaged.' 

" Up to this time, the doctrines on which the Board stands respecting 
slavery are: 

"I. That slavery, though an admitted evil, is one which the Board is Dot 
responsible for removing i and 

.. 2. That masters and alaves are to be received into fellowship in the 
ehurllhes, giving evidence of piety; and 

.. 3. That the missionaries and churches among the Choctaws are the 
only judges of the credibility of that evidence. 

"In 1847, the Board met at Buffalo, New York, when an h.onorary mem
ber of the Board moved that a committee be appointed to inquire whether 
any further action was required in reference to slavery among the Choctaws 
and Cherokees. The Secretaries replied, that • they had every po88ible 
disposition to remove slatery and every ether evil and sin as apeedily as 
pc>ssible from the mission churchea,' and that one of their Dumber would 
visit the missions in question, and the whole subject of their alavery rela
tiona would come up on his report the following year. 

"Mr. Secretary Treat accordingly visited those Indian mi88ions, and the 
result of his visit, his report, and the correllPondence connected with it, are 
before the public. The material facta shown by his report are, the one COD 
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taiaed in the Brooklyn report of 1845, viz: that the million churches receive 
slayeholders to fellowship; and slaves, to a certain extent, are hired of their 
owners to work at the Choctaw boarding. schools. While this is the fact, 
the Indian youth must of course learn contempt of labor along with the 
rudiments of acience, and slayery must become part of their intellectual 
culture, if not of their religious. 

"Of this the Prudential Committee seem to haYe been convinced, and 
hence, in Mr. Treat's celebrated letter of June 22d, last year, the Prudeu
tial Committee declare, explicitly, that the Board could never hue intended 
dIa& slaveholders should be received to church-membership, • WITHOUT 

J1fQUIRING AS TO TRalR VIEWS AND WERLINGS IN REGARD TO SLAVERY.' And 
if • he holds and treats those for whom Christ died with A SELFISH SPIRIT 

AIm WOR SELFISH pvaposu,' they say,' for admitting such an one to the 
priYiJeges of the people of God, especially in the adnnced stage to which 
your misaion has arrived, we know no warrant whatever.' And while they 
hold this strong and explicit language on the subject of receiving slaYehold
ers into the church, they use far stronger and more explicit language on the 
nbject of employing slaves at the school.. They say on tbis subject to the 
miIIIionaries, 'If you can discover no method by which a change can be 
effected, we submit for your consideration whether it be not desirable to 
request the Choctaw guvernment to relieve us from our engagement in 
respect to the boarding-schools.'-Treat',r Letter, June 22, 1848. 

"The report of Mr. Treat of his visit to the Choctaw and Chflrokee 
misaioDs, with the correspondence growing out of it, were reported to the 
Board .t their meeting in Boston last year; and while the anti-slavery por
tions of tbe American churches regarded the ground taken by the Prudential 
Committee, and the Board as silently acquiescing in it, as essentially anti
slavery and satisfactory to reasonable Christians,· loud and bitter complaints 
were raised by the missionaries among tbe Choctaws, and generally by the 
pro-aluery portions of the church. These complaints against the Pruden
tisl Committee haye been extensively published during the last year in the 
Nevi York Oh.ren:er, Chri.rtian Oh.rener, and other Presbyterian papers 
further South. 

• With perfect respeet to the Committee that drafted, and the Association tbat 
Idopted tbi4 peper, the author submits thllt the ground taken by tile Prudential 
Committne, even if it had been maintained by the Bonrd, ougAt not to be I<Ilti~tilct~ry 
to "l'II8IIOnable Chri~tinn ... " By the implication that sluves nre IIOmutillles held 
~ than" with a 8018Mh spirit and for ~elft~b pnrpoees"_nd tbnt IItIch .Iave
holding iA con8i8tenl with churcb-membenship, tbe very gist of the whole oontro
v'rB1 iA relinqui~bed. Such a diluten te.timony only invite.! the rc..'stnnce it 
received. If "In"ellolding is tI>,.ong, there is no oCCll.ion or propriety in a.king the 
eandidate'M " "ieWl! and ft'<llings in regard to sll1vory" while he continlle8 the proo
tiea, and ill to be Indulged in it. But it tho prnctice be rigAt, the question be..'O'DOa 
IIIaDileally aacleM. 
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" In these circumstances, the public looked with intenae intereat to the 
late meeting of the Board at Pittsfield, Massachu8etts. If the Board e~er 
intend8 to cease to sustain Blaveholding miuion-churche8, and Blue-hiring 
miBBion-schools, it would seem that thirteen years i8 ample time for the 
Board to make up ill mind to declare, at least, that such i8 ita ",TVRR inten
tion. But, instead of any such intimation, Mr. Secretary Treat simply 
reported to the Board an apologetic and deprecatory note isaued by the 
Secretaries during the year, in answer to the complaints against Tre:it'. 
letter, and the reply to that letter of the Choctaw miuionaries. In thia 
note, issned from the mission-house in }t'ebruary lalSt, the Secretariea 
say: 'The committee have never had any intention of "cutting off" the 
Choctaw mission from ita connection with the Board,' but repeat the expres
sion of their' undiminished confidence in the integrity of theae aervautB oC 
Christ.' 

.. Tile reply of the Choctaw miuionaries to Mr. Treat'8 letter is written 
in a soner tone than their letter to which Mr. Treat's was a reply, but it 
abate8 no whit of their former pretensions, and surrenders no principle laid 
down in their former letter. 

"On the subject of receiving slaveholders to church-membership, a prin
cipal point of Mr. Treat's letter of June 22d, THIilY DO NOT DRIGN TG BAY 

ONB WORD; but simply observe, that five and twenty years ago they thought 
'the subjert of slavery, as it relates to their mission, was 8ettled upon a 
8criptural basis.' 

.. On the subject of hiring slaves of their owner8 to do the work of the 
mission-schools, they at great length VINDICATE THEIR RIGHT TO DO 80, 
placinlt it upon the same ground with using slave-grown produce in the free 
States. They, however, feebly intimate their willingness to' employ none 
but free help, provided it can be obtained;' but assert, over and agaiu, their 
intention to hire slaves, if necessary. 

"The above papers were submitted to the Board, with an intimation tbat 
no action upon them was desired, on the ground that the correspondence 
(now of thirteen years' standing) is not yet eompleted ! 

Dr. Bacon, of New Haven, moved the reference of the subject to a 
special committee; but this motion was overruled by a proposition of Chan
cellor Walworth, and the subject passed off without action or discu88ion, 
with a remark of the Secretary's report, as reported by the N. Y. Er;lInJ(elist, 

• That the mi88ion are willing to do all that can properly be required of tbem 
to place this subject 00 the desired basis.' 

.. In respect to the above, it will be observed : 

.. 1. That the missionaries intimate no intention ever to cease receiving 
slaveholders to their churches, but vindicate the practice a8 scriptural • 

.. 2. That the Board, by its Brooklyn report, to which it adhere8, haa COD

stituted tbem and their churches SOLII: JUDGES ON THE SURJECT. 
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II 3. It fono,,"s, that conlributorll to the Board's fund must PBaPBTVALLY, so 
far u any contrary hope appears, contribute to the propagation of a slaYe
holding Christianity. And, 

•• 4. That slaves are to do the work of the mission-schools till, in t.be 
missionaries' judgment, it is PRACTICABU to obtain free help." 

If anything further be wanting to define the position of the 
American Board, it may be furnished by an inspection of the 
rejected amendments to the celebrated Brooklyn Report of 
1845. On that occasion, the late Amos A. Phelps presented 
and advocated a series of resolutions, characterizing the 
"practice of slaveholding a great moral evil, entirely opposed 
to the spirit and principles of the gospel "-declaring that the 
Board could not appoint or sustain slaveholders as mission
aries-and calling on the missionaries to treat slaveholding as 
they do other sins. 

Dr. Leonard Bacon, of New Haven, Conn., who said he 
could not· consent to the amendment of Mr. Phelps, introduced 
in room of them the following: 

.. 1. Resolved, That inasmuch as the system of domcstic slavery, under 
eYery modification, is at war with the principles of Christianity, with natu
ral justicc, with industry and thrift, with habits of subjection to la\\,·, and 
with whatever tcnds to the advancement of civilization and the ascendency 
of the gospel; and inasmuch u it brings upon every community which 
establishes and upholds it, the righteous displeasure of God, and the repro
bation of the civilized and Christian world, the existence of slavery in the 
Cherokee and Choctaw nations is deeply to be lamented by their friends, 
and particularly by this Board, as haviog been, for more than a quarter of a 
century, engaged in labors tending to tbeir moral, intellectual, and IOcial 
advancement. 

"2. Rl!sollJl!d, That while the strongeat language of reprobation is not too 
Itrong to be applied to the system of Ilavery, truth and justice require this 
Board to say that the mere relation of a maater to one whom the constitu
tion of IOciety has made a slave, is not to be regarded u in all cases such 
a sin as to require the exclusion of t.lle muter, without further inquiry, from 
Christian ordinances. 

"3. Resolved, That the missionaries of this Board, everywhere, are 
expected to admit to Christian ordinancea those, and only thuse, who give 
latisfactory evidence of having become new creatures in Christ. 

"ol. Rl!solt,ed, That the muter who buys and sells human beings, as mer
chandise, fur gain-who dot's not recognize in respect to hi, servants the 
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divine sanctity of their relations as husbands and wives, and as parents and 
children-who permits them to live and die in ignorance of God, and of 
God's word, who does not render to his servants that which is just and 
equal, or who refuses to recognize, heartily and practically, their dignity 
and worth, Q8 reasonable and accountable beings, for whom Christ has died, 
does nol give satillfactory evidence of being born of God, or having the 
Spirit of Christ." 

Though these resolutions abstain carefully from condemn
ing slave/widing as sinful-a doctrine which the mover, in 
his speech, earnestly disclaimed, saying, "the churches Cannot 
8tand such nonsense" (producing a broad laugh among the 
members of the Board), yet they too clearly condemned 
known and existing practices, callcd abuses, to meet the exi· 
gencies of the Board. 

Dr. De Witt, very sagaciously, said-" These resolutions 
will introduce a disturbing influence, and occasion future 
. inconvenience. " 

On motion of Chief Justice Williams, of Connecticut, they 
were referred, together with Mr. Phelps' resolutions, to a select 
committee of five, of which he was made chairman. The 
committee reported, verbally, the next morning, recommend
ing the adoption of the original report of Dr. Woods, without 
the amendments. Mr. Phelps then promptly renewed the 
substance of his former {esolutions, in a more condensed 
form, which he moved as nn amendment, as follows: 

.. And finally, in accordance with, and in reply to the memorials submitted 
to it from Worcester county and elsewhere at its present meeting, the Board 
deem it right and proper to say, that its fonds cannot and will not be expended 
in maintaining @laveholdingmissionaries,orbuilding upslaveholding churches; 
that in carrying out the general principles laid down in the first part of the 
foregoing report, in their practical application to the question of receiving 
slaveholders to, and retaining in the missionary churches, the Board wiD 
expect its missionaries and churches to treat slaveholding, in the matter of 
instruction, admonition and discipline, in the same manner as they sbould 
and would treat drunkenness, gaming, falsehood, bigamy, idolatry, and the 
like i and that whenever and wherever it shall appear that the missionaries 
and the churches, in exercise of their appropriate liberty, do not do so, it 
will be the duty of this Board, in the exercise of its liberty, to dissolve far
tber connection with tbem. ,. 
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After some ineffectual cfforts to dodge a direct vote on this 
amendment, it was voted upon, and voted dowll, a few voices 
only being heard in its favor. 

This meeting of the Board was also made famous by the 
advocacy of the doctrine, involved in the report, that "or[Jam'c 
sins," or sins "interwoven in the structure of society," or 
sanctioned by civil government, are Dot to be considered and 
treated, in the administration of church discipline, as personal 
sins-as though personality could be impaired, or individual 
accountnbility set aside, by practicing an iniquity framed or 
allowed by civil rulers, or' by following a multitude to do 
evil I 

THE AMERICAN nOllE MISSIONARY SOCIETY. 

This society, supported by Presbyterians and Congregation. 
alists, builds up, with professions of the most liberal and dig
nified impartiality, either a pro·slavery or an anti·slavery 
religion, provided it be manifested in accordance with the ap
proved forms and technicalities of the allied sects, north and 
south, co operating in the enterprise. In this, it stands, sub
stantially, on the same ground with the American Board. 

"There is, to this day, no vote, or rule, or usage of tither Board, to 
keep slaveholders, who are unobjectionable in other respects, out of their 
churches at home or abroad, or even to prevent slaves being hired of their 
masters to labor at the Mission Schools, where pagan youth are congregated 
to form, under Christian education, their ideas of Gospel principles and 
practice. 

"The Home Society has, moreover, instead of diminishing, iracretUed 
its slave holding dependencies during the present era of anti-slavery agita
tion. Since 1842-that is, in the seven years preceding the last report.
the American Home Missionary Society lacks bllt five of having trebled 
the slaveholding churches under her patronage, while it baa added but little 
more than tme-fiflh to its whole MiBBionary force. "-Leller of Pre •. Bltm
chard and others to tht Cincin7llJli Convention, April, 1850. 

" The American Home Missionary Society has fifty-six churches in slaTe 
States, all open to the reception or slaveholders. "-" J. B.," in CAr. Era, 
Oct. 2, 1851. 

And how is it with the Missionary Societies of other sects? 
We answer in the words,of Pres. Blanchard. 

14 
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"The American Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions and the 
Home Mil8ionary Society certainly contrast favorably with the correspoDd
ing agencies in their sister sects. Their records show at least enough 
hostility to slaveholdiDg mingling with their councils, to keep the subject 
in agitatioD from year to year. "-/6. 

OTHER AGEXCIES . 

.. The mil8ionary piety of a country is its popular piety. Bible, Tract, 
Sunday School, and other subordinate operations, walk in the light of ihe 
mil8ionary entl'rprise, and are merely an expansioD and part of it. We 
have not the statistics at hand, but a table showing the sum annually col
lected and disbursed in this country for religiou8 and benevoleDt U888, under 
circumstances which imply the admiasion of slaveholding to the com
munion table, is alone sufficient to keep up the evangelical character of 
slavery. For every aubscriber who paya, and every agent who collects, 
and every person who receives a 8hilling of the conscieuce fund of the 
UDited States, which is raised by that religion which allow8 alavery to its 
communion table, either consciously or unconsciously utters a ailent con-

. fel8ion of his faith, that slaveholding is privileged in the Church of God." 
-/6. 

THE AMERICAN BIBLE SOCIETY, at an early day, aroused 
the religious community with the proposal to supply every 
family in the United States with Bibles. The auxiliary socie
ties, the agents, and the ministry in general, for a number of 
years, kept the enterprise prominently before the public i large 
and general contributions were made for the object i the 
widow's mite was cast into the treasury, and, at length, the 
report went forth, re-published by the presses of Christendom, 
that the magnificent work had been accomplished. On inves
tigation, some time afterwards, it appeared that there had 
been a slight oversight in the statement. The bulk of the 
laboring population, in half the states of the republic had, 
somehow, been overlooked in the distribution. The ouly rea
sons of this neglect were, that they were of a darker complex
ion than their neighbors, were of African descent, were chiefly 
held os slaves, and for these causes were not encouraged or 
permitted to read. The number of the families left destitute 
(regarding every five persons as 0. family) was four hundred 
and sixty thousand, 01', a population of two millions three 
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hundred thousand, comprising a little more than onwixth pan 
of the population of the whole country. 

This was quite an important destitution. With a view to 
its supply, the American Anti·Slavery Society, in May, 1834, 
(through a committee representing several religious denomina
tions,) submitted a written proposal 1.0 the American Bible 
Society, in which they offered to contribute to the fundg of 
the society five thousand dollars, provided the society would 
appropriate the same amount to the supply of the destitute 
colored population, and carry the measure into effect in two 
years from the 4th of July, 1834-

The offer was not accepted by the Bible Society, and no 
mention was made of it in its Annual Report. Prominent 
members and supporters of the institution professed to regard 
the offer as a rude attack, amounting to an insult. The chief 
apologies for the course of the society were, (1) that the laws 
of the slave states did not permit the slaves to read, and (2), 
that the work of distribution belonged to the auxiliaries, and 
not to the parent society. To these apologies it is sufficient to 
answer that in its foreign operations the society does not hold 
itself circumscribed by the legislation that interdicts the scrip
tures-nor did its structure nor the proper province of its aux· 
iliaries debar t.he parent society from proposing the supply of 
ell-ery family in the United States with Bibles. It would have 
been as easy for it to have proposed the completion of that sup
ply, and undoubtedly this would have been done, if there had 
been no fear of offending slaveholding church members.-See 
Emanct'pator, May 27, and June 24, 1834. 

An agent of the Bible Society, some time afterwards, was 
detected in furnishing a Bible to a colored person in New Or
leans. He was arres~d, but released on the ground of his not 
bcing acquainted with the laws, and his promising not to reo 
peat the offence. The Bible Society of New Orleans, auxil
iary to the American Bible Society, publicly disclaimed the 
act, and protested its innocency of any intent to furnish the 
colored people with Bibles. The II Parent &ciety" is not 
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known to have uttered any reproof or remonstrance to its 
"au:r:il:itzT'!/," or any regret at the course it pursued. 

At a meeting of the Orleans County (N. Y.) Bible Society, 
CI a Resolution was introduced, tbat the society request the 
American Bible Society to make a donation of Bibles for the 
fugitive slaves in Canada West. This u:as opposed, and finally 
lost." No laws against the distribution could be pleaded in 
this case.*-Oberlin EvangeZi8t, July 2, 1845. O/'r. inti. 
March, 1846. 

Whatever of progress, or appearance of progress, has been 
made by the American Bible Society, will be shown by the 
following. 

"Public attention, says the Annual Report of the A. and F. Anti-Sln8IJ 
Society (1849), haa been drawn, more than at any previous time, towards 
the obligation of circulating the Bible among the alave popuhition. The 
South begina to feel tbat' considerations of aound policy, aa well as Chris
tian obligation,' require attention to the subject. Some Christians in that 
portion of the country realize the duty of snpplying slaves with the Bible, 
and are doing it to a limited extent. At the North, unwonted interest haa 
been manifested on the subject. The American Bible Society baa been 
nrged to take up the matter. In their monthly' Record,' under the bead 
of 'Slaves,' they acknowledge receipts for this purpose; but in a circular 
issued BOme months since, they say, 'Local distributions should be made 
under the direction of the auxiliaries. On these organizations at the South 
devolves the duty, beyond doubt, of supplying the slave population of that 
region-.o jar a, this lDork is to Ie done j' and they request that contribu
tors to the income of the SlIciety would not restrict their contributions to 
this object, aa the funds must remain in part unexpended. It baa also been 
stated to applicants, at the Bible House, that they haYe no fund for alavos, 
that they do not intend to baYe, and rather than hue, they would prefer 
to return to the donors money sent for that object. At the same time, it is 
but just to say, tbat the managers of the American Bible Society resolve 
that they will promptly avail themselves of every opportunity to further 
the distribution of tbe Bible among the slave population at the South, and 
that copies will be snpplied to any responsible person for that object. The 
secretary acknowledges that the applications of the Anti-Slavery Society 
haye done good, and the managers avow, in the circular, that • so far as 

• The excuee made Willi, that the measure would be thought to M\'OI' of abolition-
11m, would huard the pe_ aud wellbre of the lOCiety, alld therefore it IIhl)ulcl be 
left to IIIdlYlcluala to make the req ueaL 
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there are colored freemen, or slaves within the limite of an aaxiliary, who 
can be reached, who are capable of reading the blessed word of God. and 
are without it, they should unquestionably be furnished with it, as well .. 
any other clau of our ruined race."-LilJerty Almanac for 1849. 

THE AMERICAN TRAer SOCIETY prepares, publishes, and 
circulates tracts against every sin forbidden in the decalogue, 
except that particular form of sin which involves the violation 
of the entire code-the sin of subverting the. family relation, 
reducing the image of God to a chattel, and robbing a man of 
himself. 

The charge is not that they decline circulating the writings 
of "modern fanatics," on this subject. They equally avoid 
circulating the testimonies of Hopkins, of Euward..,\ of Wesley, 
of Grotius, of Hannah More, of John Locke, of John Jay, of 
Dr. Primatt, of Dr. Price, of the Abbe Raynal, of the Abbe 
Gregoire, of James Beattie, of Dr. Adam Clarke, of Arch 
Deacon Paley, of Edmund Burke, of Dr. Johnson, of Bishop 
Horsley, of Bishop Porteus, of Dr. Robertson, of Bishop War
berton, of Thomas Scott, of Granville Sharp, of Thomas 
Clarkson, of Fowell Buxton, of Dr. Dick, of John Angell 
Jamcs-of the Christian poets, Cowper, Pollok, and Mont
gomery. The volumes of general Christian literature since 
the beginning of the African slave trade, furnish, it would 
seem, no suitable materials from which the Committee of the 
American Tract Society, with all their tact and skill in the art 
of pruning, could cull an eight page tract against human chat
telhood, against slaveholding, against the slave system, or 
even in relation to those topics. 

More marvellous, still :-In all the ranks of the learned, the 
wise, the good, the discreet, of our own age and nation, who 
cherish the American Tract Society as an instrumentality for 
teaching human relations and duties, for admonishing an err
ing world of its sins; among all the writers on whom the 
Tract Committee uepend, and to whom they look for tracts 
adapted to the times we live in, not (me, it seems, has been pre
vailed upon or has succeeded, in furnishing a page of instruc
tion upon a subject in respect to which-it is Said-imprudent 

Digitized by Google 



214 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

and rash writers are leading Christians astray I What a won· 
derful condition of things is this? What sorcery has para· 
lyzed this arm of the Church-the arm that should wield the 
Christian press, amid the influences that corrupt and destroy? 

But this is not the worst of the case. The Society is not 
merely guilty of neglect. It commits a positive injury. By 
its mutilation of books it compels the common christian lit· 
erature of the English language to bear false witness. By its 
garbled biographies of the sainted dead, by its suppression of 
their earnest testimony againt slavery, by its smothering the 
expression of the purest christian affections of their hearts, 
it hides the distinctive traits of their christian character, and 
falsely holds them up as specimens of the kind of piety that 
expresses no abhorrence of slaveholding. It is a perversion 
of truth. It is a deceitful representation of the character de
scribed: 

" A case has recently appeared; the memoir of Mary Lundie Duncan, of 
Scotland, by her mother. It first had a wide circulation abroad; then was 
publiahed in this country, in full, by the Carters, in various styles, and some 
of them as cbeap as could be desired; but now has been published, abridged, 
by the American Tract Society. It is, however, abridged very slightly, 
its size being scarcely at all leaaened, but some important omissions are 
made. 

" According to the Independent (for January 22), the' following is omitted 
OD page 79: 

" • We have been lately much interested in the emancipation of slaves: 
I Dever heard eloquence more overpowering than that of George ThompsoD. 
I am moat thankful that he has been raised np. 0 that the measure soon 
to be proposed in Parliament may be effectual !' 

"In the following paragraph, the sentences in brackets are expunged in 
the Tract Society's edition: 

.. , August 1. Freedom has dawned this morning upon the British colonies. 
[No more degraded lower than the brutes-no more bowed down with 
autrering from which there is no redress.] The sons of Africa haTe ob
~ined &he rights of fellow.subjects, the rights of man, the immo~ creatioD 
of God. [Now they may seek the sanctuary, fearless of the lash; they 
may call their children their own.] Hope will animate their hearts, aDd 
give vigor to their dorts.' 

"Such mutilations have their object. We are sorry to see in them aa 
unworthy subserviency to the foul behests of Bluery. "-Ohrlin Eutmg,lut, 
J852. 
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Such is a specimen of the methods of those who superin
tend our religious literature, and who cannot .approve "the 
measures" of abolitionists. 

THE AMERICAN SUNDAY ScHOOL UNION is prompt to ex
purgate from her Sunday School libraries whatever may have 
incidentally crept into them, in familiar ~stracts of Scripture 
history, which might be construed into a disapproval of Ameri
can slavery, though the books may not have been written for 
that end, nor by writers at all identified with present efforts 
for the abolition of slavery.* 

CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

We must not pursue, further, the specUlc action of the 
American churches, and the organizations that have grown 
out of them. Apart from what has been presented already, 
and much more of the same character, which it would be 
easy to add, there is one general fact, the consideration of 
which might suffice, of itself, to determine the question or 
their relation to slavery. The Northern churches commonly 
foster the spirit of caste by repudiating social equality with 
the colored man, nnd by maintaining the negro pew. This 
fact bas been adverted to by legislators in the free states, 
(once in a Report by a Legislative Committee of the State of 
New York) as furnishing the reason why it is impossible for 
the State Governments to restore to the colored citizens their 
acknowledged political and civil rights. So long as this un
righteous prejudice is indulged by the churches, it must bind 
them to the car of the slave-power as its voluntary victims 
and tools. It must seal their lips from the utterance of God's 
words of rebuke. While such diseases prey upon the vitals 
of the Church, while she "refuses to be healed, and knows not 

• The late Mr. Gallaudot, who wu never ideutilled with activo abolitionists, 
reviand au Eugliah book for the American 8unday8chool Union, called" Jacob and 
his 80115," in three small volume., which, aller being circulated awhile, was dropped 
by the committee, bccaufl8, in its biography of Joseph, It contained a pauage 
aIlading to alavery, wbich gave olfence to the 8outh. 
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tha~ her strength has departed," in vain shall her prophets cry 
1& Peace I peace 1 n or her physicians prescribe panaceas for her 
wounds. 

In the preceding records, we have aimed not only to gnard 
against the injustic~ of indiscriminate censure, but have en· 
deavored, as far as practicable, to scparate the topic of this 
chapter (the position of the Churches in respect to sklVery) 
from their relation to "modern abolitionists n and their peculiar 
and distinctive" measures." That topic we propose to take 
up in another chapter. We have not obtruded it here. We 
have not written them down "pro·slavery" because they 
1& followed not with us It-nor because we have been earnestly 
opposed by them. They claim to be "as much opposed to 
slavery ns the abolitionists themselves." The impartial reader 
will now judge for himself of that claim. He has seen what 
they have done and said on the subject, and what they have 
declined saying and doing; and he has seen this, by itself; 
disconnected with any controversies concerning" modern abo
litionists and their measures." 'Vhatever may be said of 
them, the single point presented in this chapter is the relation 
of the,American Churches, as organized bodies, to the prac
tice of slaveholding. On tllat point alone, let the reader now 
make up his opinion. 

And when he hns done this, let him next inquire whether 
it is probable that the Churches, other ecclesiastical bodies, 
and leading ministers, of the different sects in this country, 
could hold such a position in ref'pect to slaveholding, church 
discipline, religious instruction, and the missionary enterprise, 
without being brought, of necessity, into a st.'\te of hostility 
to any body of earnest, persevering, and consistent men and 
christians, who should seek, from high moral, religious and 
benevolent considerations, the present an,d entire abolition of 
slavery. 

He will do well to inquire also whether any ordinary or 
even possible manifestations of wisdom and circumspection, 
on the part of such a body of men, would be likely to pre-
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vent, or could prevent, their collision with religionists bolding 
such a position respecting slavery and slaveholding. And 
when he comes to examine the facts reserved for another 
chapter of this history, he will be able, perhaps, to make up 
his mind, intelligently and conclusively, on the whole suhject. 

The verdict of an impartial posterity can easily be foreseen. 
Already that verdict is beginning to be anticipated by men of 
calm minds, who ha.ve stood aloof, as lookers-on, during the 
whole struggle, or until quite recently, and who are far enough, 
even now, from adventuring to co-operate with nny class of 
active abolitionists, or severing their ecclesiastical connections . 

.. Let the time come," says Albert Barnes, "when, in all the mighty 
denominations of Christians, it can be announced that the evil is ceased 
with them forever; and let the voice of each denomination be lifted up in 
kind, but firm and solemn testimony agains~ the system-with no mealy 
words, with no attempt at aplliogy, with no wish to blink it, with no etTort 
to throw the sacred shield of religion over so great an evil-ant! the w,)rk 
is done. There is no public scntiment in this land-there could be none 
created-that would resist the power of such testimony. There is no 
power (Jut of the church that could sustain slavery an hour, if it wcre not 
8Ustained in it." 

HO\" idle then, is it, for churches and ministers to think of 
shielding themselves from censure, by dwelling on the real or 
supposed faults of abolitionists I Why have they not accom
plished the work themselves? Why, at the least, are they 
not no\v attempting it? 

Their real position is revealed clearly by the continual re
currence of a class of significant incidents, too numerous and 
too scattered for convenient classification and record. We 
present here a few specimens': 

At the Religious Anniversaries in New York in May, nt nn 
early period, some time between 1832 nnd 1835 inclusive, 
(we have not the precise dnte) a number of ministers nnd 
others from the country, in attending the early morning 
prayer meetings, before the public exercises, were heard to 
pray for the poor slaves-some of them, perhnp~, for the abo· 
lition of slavery. Among these was the venernLle Rev. 
ETHAN SMITH, the writer on the prophecies. The incident, 
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without mention of names, was conspicuously heralded in the 
New York Observer and kindred prints, in illustration of the 
meddlesome and mischievous expedients of abolitionists to 
disturb the harmony of the anniversaries, and mar the peace 
of the Church. 

Similar complaints of anti· slavery prayers have been com
mon all over the country, and have not yet ceased; and quite 
recently, Dr. Spring has said,-" If, by one prayer I could 
liberate every slave in the land, I would not dare to offer it." 
This might deserve the commendation of honest frankness, if 
the same class of persons would not claim (especially on visit
ing England) to desire the abolition of slavery, as much as 
anybody, and complain that II the imprudence of abolitionists 
had put back the event half a century." 

When news of the British Act of Emancipation reached 
America, there was a general prediction of bloodshed, and 
American abolitionists were implicated with those of England, 
in the responsibility and the guilt. The religious presses 
were forward in this. After the first panic was over, they 
spoke of it as "an experiment." The New York Observer, 
yielding to public sympathy, went so far as to say that if all 
went on peacefully, the abolition controversy in America would 
be at an end, as there could be but one sentiment among 
Christians. And there could not be, aside from the influences 
represented by such papers as the New York Observer. Well ; 
the testimony of the West India authorities and of Queen 
Victoria to the peacefulness and benefits of emancipation at 
length reached us. Edward Everett (who, as Governor of 
Massachusett.'I, had been forward to intimate that abolitionists 
should be" indicted at Common Law,") was now ready, in a 
published letter, to recognize the glorious event. But the 
co-operation of the leading churches, ministry, and religious 
presses, has not been secured to the cause of freedom. Their 
opposition has scarcely been relaxed. With some it is more 
bitter than ever. The benefits of West India emancipation 
must be learned through other channels than those directed 
by them. 
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The 1& imprudence" of the immediatists was magnified. Some 
plan of II gradualism" was preferred. When John Quincy 
Adams, after great deliberation and labor, prepared and pre
sented in Congress his plan for gradual abolition, he doubtless 
expected the ready co-operation of the religious portion of 
the community not committed to the immediatists. But he 
met with, literally, NOTHING of the kind, that reached the pub
lic ear. Not a sermon, not a clerical letter, not an ecclesiastical 
resolution, not a paragraph of a religious editor, not a corres
pondent of a religious periodical, so far as we could ever learn, 
commended the measure. Political editors were equally silent. 
The proposition fell like a weight of lead to the ground. This 
om fact (almost forgotten already) decides the position of the 
leading churches and ministry of the North on the slave 
question_ 
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CHAPTER XIX. 

.A..C'rION OF THE FEDER.A..L GOVERNMENT, TO TIn: CLOSE OF 

THE FIRST PRESIDENTIAL ADMINISTRATION. 

Preliminary observn.tions-Secrecy of the Convention of 1787-Namell and datea of 
the different Presiden~}'edernl action under the finst President-Action in Con
gress on the Anti-Slavery pctitions-Aceeptance of Slave territory (now Ten
ne_), ceded, under restriction~, by North Carolina--CellSion of .tbe Feclel'll1 
Diatrict-Congrc. .... ional re-enactment of Slavery-The act uncoruotitutional-Fugi
th'o Slave Bill of 1793-Examinlltion of it-Unconstitutional pro\'isions-Escape 
of a female slave 'Of the President--Slavory in tho Federal District-Naturalization 
Law, 1790, for" tDkik pcrsons"-Act of 1792 for organizing a .. white" miliU
Admisaion of TeDDC8Bco 118 a Slave State, 17116-Kentucky previollllly. 

FROM the Church, we now turn again to the State. Having 
seen the position of the former, we need not be surpri!red by 
any similar manifestations in the latter. When the salt loses 
its savor, we may expect to meet with putref.'lction in the 
masses around it. The political morality of a nation may 
sometimes full below the level of its current religion, but 
never rises above it. When the leading religious teachers of 
a country maintain that sins "interwoven by legislation into 
the structure and frame-work of society," may therefore find a 
quiet home in the Church, there can be no effectual security 
against unrighteous enactments. A high premium-so to 
speak-is thus bid, before hand, for wicked laws.* When 
such teachers denounce the doctrine that iniquitous enactments 
are, before God, null and void, and that the laws of God are 

• The Fugitive Slave Bill WDB enacted in 1850, The doctrine that II organic" or 
national ains muot not be excluded from the Church, WII8 promulpted at Lbe_t
ing of the American Board, in Brooklyu, in 1845. 
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of higher authority than the edicts of man, the defences of 
liberty as well as the foundations of morality will be likely to 
give way, nnd the land be inundated with despotism and 
crime. So long as moral causes continue to produce their 
appropriate effects, it. must remain true that a people consent
ing to come under the influence of such teachers, must be 
exposed to the loss of their liberties. And while a God of 
equity controls human affairs, a people that voluntarily 
sustain such enactments must fall under his displeasure. 

Iii must. be a short-sighted ambition, whether in ecclesiastics 
or statesmen, that overlooks, in its estimates, the sure verdict 
of coming years, and purchases the popularity of an hour at 
the price of a perpetual future infamy. They should know 
that no arts of cunning can cover them from the scrutiny of 
posterity, and no power of patronage protect them from the 
reproving pages of history. And in this anticipation they 
should read the presage of the still surer sentence of their 
Supreme Judge, in the world to come. 

Wicked rulers may be canonized by false teachers, and, for 
a season, be reverenced for saints, as well as lauded for states
men. But 'l.'ime, (to say nothing of Eternity) will tear off the 
mask, and their names will stand for the representatives of 
falsehood and folly. 

In the St.'\te, as in the Church, the downward course of 
declension is often silent, stealthy, and for a time, unperceived, 
but without repentance and amendment, apostacy and ruin 
must be the final result. 

Sustained by such sentiments, and commending them to the 
reader, we now approach the inner sanctuary of our political 
temple, (the temple, perllaps, of our nation's idolatry,) into 
which it has been thought sacrilege to gaze. The reverence 
with which we have been accllstomed to regard the doings of 
our half-deified statesmen, may now' be sndly disturbed. But 
the scrutiny must proceed; and though the IIebrew prophets' 
It chambers of imagery" should be revealed, we must brace 
wide open the doors. If the sight reduces our reverence of 
men, it may increase our veneration of God. 
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SECRECY OF THE FEDERAL CONVENTION' OF 1787. 

One of the most important facts in our national history, so 
far as the connection of the Federal Government with slavery 
is concerned, bears the same date with the sittings of the 
Convention of Delegates, in 1787, by whom the draf\ of our 
Federal Constitution was prepared; and it stands connected 
with the circumstances and manner of their procedure. It is 
the fact that that most important Convention, (a knowledge of 
whose discussions was of deeper interest to the people. than 
the knowledge of any other discussions ever held in the 
country,) sat constantly with closed doors, and uncler an injunction 
of secrecy, the veil remaining unlif\ed, till the generation 
whose responsibilities required a knowledge of those delibera
tions, had not only acted, but had passed off the stage. 

It is in no spirit of censoriousness that we allude to this 
important historical fact. We neither say nor believe that the 
arrangement was adopted for unworthy ends. Assuredly this 
was not the purpose of the noble friends of universal liberty 
who were members of that body. The arrangement may 
nevertheless be regarded a most important historical fact, and 
one upon which the entire political history of the country, as 
connected with slavery, has ever since hinged. It may.also 
be regarded as a most calamitous fact, and one for the 
existence of which, there seems to have been no adequate 
cause. The COllvention was not a military council, delibe
rating upon mea.o;ures that might have been reported in the 
camp of an enemy. It was a political body, sitting in time of 
peace, and among constituents who were entitled to know ,/,Ow 
and wily they were acting. It is natural to suppose that the 
policy of secrecy resulted from habits and maxims imbibed 
under a kingly dynasty. This apology may excuse the 
delegates, but it could not do away the effects of their arrange
ment. It was anti-democratic in its character, and could not 
but produce corresponding results. It is important that the 
friends of freedom observe this, and derive from it a maxim 
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for future guidance: I The slightest departure from democracy 
endangers freeiWm.' 

Had the Convention sat with open doors, with their delib
erations gazetted daily, as in Congress, there is no room to 
believe that the slave question in America could ever have 
stood where it now stands. What is now shrouded in mys
tery would have been held up in the light of the sun. Had 
the people of that generation found in those proceedings, the 
" compromises" and "understandings" now claimed for 
slavery, the draft reported would never have been "the Con
stitution." No draft, in connection with such "understand
ings," would ever have been reported. The reader of the 
preceding history will judge of this, for himself.* But if (as 
we believe) there were no such "understandings" and "com
promises," other than those found in the draft, the gazetted 
discussions would have disclosed none, and no pretensions of 
them could have been afterwards set up. In either case, the 
open Convention would have given us a free country, in
stead of a conquered territory of the Slave-Power, ruled by a 
petty oligarchy of slaveholders. 

It is easy to see how the arrangement of secrecy gave risc 
to the pretensions of the Slave Power, in the first place, and 
has favored it ever since. It could not fail to favor the arts 
of any in the Convention (if there were such) who might 
choose to make use of the Constitution for purposes of evil, 
of which the people, w/tose instrument and act it was, never 
dreamed. It opened the door for conjecture, for insinuation, 
for assumption, for the monopoly of occult interpretation, for 
the claim of unexpressed "understandings, compromises and 
guaranties." It afforded opportunity to give direction to 
technical ambiguity and circumlocution, in the document 
itself. It enabled Cabinets, Legislatures, and Courts of La w, 
if they pleased, to foist, unperceived, a Constitution of 
their own devising, in the place of the Constitution submitted 
to the people. The people, in such a case, can have no secu-

• Bee Chapters VIII. and IX. 
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rity from the most monstrous perversions of the Constitution, 
but by insisting upon a rigorous adherence to that righteous 
rule of legal interpretation, based upon the Common Law, 
that imperatively forbids any construction to be put upon any 
instrument which shall make it conflict with equity and 
justice, so long as the language employed will possiblyad· 
mit of a construction which would make it equitable. What 
a revoluLion would an adherence to that righteous rule pro
ducel 

~'he following Table will be useful for reference, as we 
proceed: 

George Washington was President from 1789 to 1797. 
John Adams '" " "1797 to 1801. 
'rhomlls Jefferson " II "1801 to 1809. 
Jnmes Madison " " It 1809 to 1817. 
James Monroe " " "1817 to 1825. 
John Quincy Adams " " "1825 to 1829. 
Andrew Jackson " " "1829 to 1837. 
Martin Van Buren" " "1837 to 1841. 
William II. Harrison, and l" "1841 to 1845. 
John Tyler S 
James K. Polk 
Zachary 'l'aylor 
Millard Fillmore 

" 
" 
" 

" "1845 to 1849. 
It 1849 to July 9, 1850. 
" (July 9) 1850 to 

Slaveholding Presidents, about 49 years-Non·Slavehold· 
ing, about 14 years, up to 4th of March, 1852.* 

FEDERAL ACTIOY UNDER THE FIRST PRESIDENT. 

The anti.slavery petitions of 1790, before mentioned,t 
though the'y evidently found £wor with the majority of the 
members of Congress, nevertheless failed of securing their 
ohject. A somewhat favorable Report was made by the 

• Wuhinjrton was inaugurated April 80th; hi. Bl1cceNOra (except Tyler and 
Fillmore), lobrch 4th. IInrrison survived hia inAuguration but ODe month, Ta,lOl' 
one YeIlr nnd above (our months. 

t Chapter X. 
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Committee to whom they were referred, in which the confi· 
dence was expressed that the State Legislatures wou41 revise 
their laws, from time to time, when necessary, and promote 
the objects mentioned in the memorials, and every other measure 
t.hat may tend to the happiness of slaves "--also nssuring the 
memorialists that "in al~ cases to which the authority of Con· 
gress extends, they will exert it for the humane objects of 
the memorialists, so far as they can be promoted on the prin. 
ciples of justic~, humanity, and good policy."-2 Deb. Cong. 
Old &T. 14:65, as quoted by S. P. Chase, U. S. Sennte, March 
26, 1850. 

In deference to the members from South Carolina and 
Georgia, t.his Report wns frit.tered away till it embraced only 
these points, viz: that Congress could not interfere with sIll.' 
very in the States, nor prohibit the importation of slaves till 
1808, but could prohibit American citizens from importing 
slaves for the supply of foreigners, and provide for the humane 
treatment, on their pnssage, of slaves imported here. Thus 
was taken the first step in the policy of evasion· and compro
mise, in the Congress of the United States, from which has 
fullowed its downward course ever since. Vide Speech of SoP. 
(!hase, as above. 

In the snme year (1790) North Carolina tendered to the 
United States a cession of territory including the present 
Stnte of Tennessee, on condition. that the provisions of the 
Ordinance of 1781, for the North Western territory, prohibit. 
ing slavery, should not be extended over t.hat region. The 
cession was accepted on these terms. 'rhus the policy of the 
country, on that subject, was reversed, and, Cong'ress was led, 
for tIle first time, to give its direct sanction to slavery.-{lb.) 

By the Constitution of the United States, Congress was empowered I. to 
exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsuever, over such district 
(not exceeding ten miles square) a8 may, by ('ession of particular Statea, 
and the acceptance of Congress, become the Beat of Government of the 
United States."-Art. I:, ,ec. 3. 

On the 22d of December, 1788, Maryland made nn act of 
cession for this purpose. On the Bel (If December, 1789, Vir-

15 
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ginia made a similar act of cession, and the two parcels fixed 
upon by Congress, in accordance with these acts, comprised 
the District of Columbia, ten miles square.* And on the 16th 
of July, 1790, Congress passed an act, accepting these cessions, 
and providing that the laws of the two States over their re
spective portions of the District should remain infarce "UNTIL 

the time fixed for the removal of the Government thereto, 
and UNTIL Congress shall otherwise by law provide." 

By this wholesale and summary though covert process, the 
Federal Government re·enacted over the Federal District 
those slave laws which, had they not been thus re-enacted, 
would have become inoperative at the very moment the ces
sion was accepted, upon the admitted maxim that slavery can 
exist only by force of positive municipal or looal18w. Yet 
Congress had no more power or authority, under the Consti
tution, to make a slave, than it had to establish an order of 
nobility, or create a king. The procedure was a flagrant 
usurpation of power, a violation of the Federal Constitution, 
and the act; so far as the existence of slavery in the Fed
eral District is concerned, should be set aside by the Courts 
of the United States, as unconstitutional, null, and void. 

This point is of too much importance to be lightly passed 
over. We will fortify our position by introducing a brief 
outline of an argument in the Speech of Hon. Horace Mann, 
of Ma.ClSachusetts, in the House of Representatives ofthe U ni
ted States, February 23, 1849. No answer to the argumen1i 
is known to have been attempted. 

We quote only the propositions of Mr. Mann, without the 
luminous illustrations and ample authorities by which he elu
cidated and sustained them. But the propositions shine with 
sufficient clearness, in their own light. 

" 1. Slavery has no legal existence unless by force of positive law." 
.. 2. A man's legal condition may be changed by a change in the govern

ment over him, while be remains in the same place, just as efl'ectually as it 

----------- -----

• Tho portion west of the Potomac, ceded by Virginia, has reoently been retro 
ceded back again. 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FREEDOM. 

can be changed by his removal to another place, and putting himself und"" 
another goYernment." 

3. .. The jurisdiction under which the inhabitants of what is now the Dis
trict of Columbia lived, prior to the cession of the District by Maryland to 
the United States, was utterly and totally changed at the moment of the 
cession-at. the moment when, according to the provisions of the Constitu
tion, they ceased to be citizens of the State of Maryland, and became citi. 
zens of tbe District of Columbia." 

4. II Congress, in attempting to re-enact the Maryland laws, to upbold 
alavery in this District, transcended the limits of its constitutional power. 
It acted unconstitutionally. It acted in plain contravention of some of the 
plainest and moat obvious principles consecrated by tbe Constitution. If 
BO, no one will dispute that ita act is void. I do not deny, then, that Con
greaa used words of sufficient amplitude to cover slavery; but what I deny 
is, that it bad any power to give legal force to those words." 

5. II My next proposition tberefore, is tbis: tbat as Congreu can do 
nothing except wbat it is empowered to do by tbe Constitution, add as the 
Constitution does not empower it to establisb slavery here, it cannot estab- -
)jsb slavery here. nor continue it." . 

The case is plain. There only needs a Grll.nvilJe Sharp to 
press the question before the Federal Courts. Its Blackstones 
and Mansfields, though steeped in prej udice, and fettered by 
precedent, as their English predecessors were, would be forced 
to yield, and the charm of judicial infallibility would be 
broken. 

KENTUCKY, which had been under the jurisdiction of Vir
ginia, was admitted into the Union in 1792, as an independen' 
State. This commenced the policy of admitting new 6lave 
States. 

We come next to the 1M\, of 1793, under cover of whioh 
the Federal authorities assist in returning fugitive slaves to 
their masters. 

The Constitution of the United States contains the follow
ing provision: 

II No person held to se"ice or labor in one State, under the laws thereof, 
escaping to another, shall. in consequence of any law or regulation therein, 
be disc barged from such service or labor, but sball be delivered up on 
claim of the party to whom such service or labor may be due."-Art. IV., 
Sed. 2. 

From the mere klnguage of this section, DO one would.~ 
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pect that it referred to slaves. It makes DO mention of such 
II. class, but very accurately describes the case of apprentices 
and other persons who were under a voluntary contract to 
perform labor, having received an equivalent in advance, and 
being in debt for the same. Strictly construed, it could not 
apply to slaves. 

It speaks of persons: but according to the " law," of the 
slave States, a slave is 1Iot a "person," but a chattel. It 
speaks of persons" held to service or labor," but slave law 
holds no one to "service or labor,"* any more than it does to 
a life of prostitution- and idleness. It only holds its victim 
as property-and of reclaiming property the section under 
review says 1IothinfJ. The clause provides that no "law or 
regulation" of any State shall "discharge" the party owing 
service. It does not say that either the State into which he 
has escaped, or that the United States shall enforce the claim, 
or help carry him back. No" service or labor" can be due 
from a chattel to its proprietor. The slave can owe no debt, 
because he "can form no contract." And were it otherwise, 
and if the State to which he had escaped, or the United States, 
were required to act in the case, it must be an act of adjudi. 
cation between debtor and creditor, in which, after hearing 
both sides, and balancing the "labor" performed against the 
debt" due," a decision would have to be made whether any 
"service or labor" remained" due," or otherwise. 

This is all that can be gathered from the mere language. 
Not only does it fail to describe the case of fugitive slaves, 
but if the provisions of t.be bill were honestly and rigorously 
applied to them, it would, in most cases, result in their dis-

* Mr. Madison tells us explicitly, that when the framers of the Constitution uaod 
tbe 1I'0J:d "HrviCl, n they were careful to mnke choice of tbat term, because it did 
flO' exprees tho oondition of m"l, but Off"" penona. 

"On motion of Mr. Randolph, the word ',,,.,,It'""' Willi struck out, and '",.fte/ 
lJIfAIrJJIOlllILT inl!erted-thofo1'111t1' being tllought to cxrresa tho condition of m_, 
and tbe lattertbe obligation off"" ptrIOM."-Afadi60n Pop.,.., Vol. Ill., p. 1569. 

How thon oould they have expected that whon they usod tho word "111'.," 
the people would undcrlltand them to melln "ur'lilud,'" But unl_ the above 
a1a_ /Iou mean "servitllde" and not "sorvice," it cannot meaD fugiUvo e\avOIII 
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charge, as nothing would be found" due" from them, even 
admitting that they could sustain the relation of debtors. 

But, as already noticed, the language docs describe the case 
of persons owing service or labor, by voluntary contract. 
And there were circumstances that might be supposed to call 
for some such provision at that time, and in the city of Phila
delphia, where the Convention was sitting. It was common 
for ship·masters there, in accordance with previous contract, 
to advertise and sell at public auction, whole ship-loads of 
"German redemptioners," as tbey were called, or emigrant 
laborers. That is, their sel'vices were sold for a term of time, 
sufficient to pay for their passage. And this shows, by-the
by, that the mere phrases "buying and selling" men, does 
not prove them to be chattel slaves. These" persons held to 
service and labor in one State, under the laws thereof," were 
in the habit, in great numbers, of "escaping to another" State, 
and thus evading the payment of their just dues. This was 
the ground of much complaint, and it would be considered 
proper that they should "be delivered up, on claim of the 
party to whom such service or labor (might) be due." 

And is there the slightest evidence that tile people of the 
Northern States, in adopting the Constitution, understood that 
the clause referred to fugitive slaves 7* While the Quakers 

• An unexpected anlwer to this query comoe to hlUld while we are penning it, in 
a speech of lion. Daniel Webster, in the Senate of the UnitedStatee, July 17, 1850. 
Alluding to a letter of Gov. Berkeley of Virginia. to Gov. Endicott of lIasaaobuaetta, 
in 1M4.. in which the latter is r'lJUtlW to retnrn Bome fagitive II _tlClnU." Mr. 
Webster proceeds to say: 

II At tbat day. I do not suppose tbere 'Were a great many,kI_ in MllNIlchDlltta, 
but there was an nUnriN 1geem. of opp,.mtiet,kip, aM ltvndfflh of pnwou __ 
lIotInd app,.""ieu in MII~achusettll, lome of whom wonld run awny. TheT 'Were as 
likely to run away to Virginia as anywhere elle; and in lIuch _. tbey were 
returned. upon demand. to their masters. So true is tbat, that it waa found nece~ 
sary. in the early laws ot MlISIIllchl1setts, to make provision tor tbe seizure Rnd 
retnrn of rUMtNf tJPP'",n'ieu. In aU the revisions of our la'W~. tAu jWD.n.ion 
remaiM i and here it is in the reviled statutes DOW bet ore IDa. It provides that 
rW1I/JfD/J1I an",ntict, shall be sccured I1pon tbo application of thcir mnstal'l.l. or 8ny 
one on their bebalf. and put into jail l1ulil tboy can be sent tor by their masters; and 
tbere i, no trial by jury in their CIUIe. either." 

A very importlWt and timely distinction of Mr. Webetar. unlen he mean. to 
inlinuate the identity of "bound app,.,ntieu in MMlachulletta" with m-I 
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of Pennsylvania and Rhode Island, and other friends of free
dom, objected so strongly to the twenty years of respite to 
the slave trade (Rhode Island withholding her ratification 
from that clause), is it c)·edible that no complaint would have 
been made against a provision understood to require the 
return of fugitive slaves? 

In "The Federalist"-by Madison, Jay, and Hamilton-in 
defence of the Federal Constitution,* removing objections, 
and persuading the people to adopt it, Mr. Madison himself 
devotes ample space to a considerat.ion of the objections 
against the apportionment of representation, and the twenty 
years respite to the slave trade, the latter of which Mr. Madi-
80n regrets. Is it credible that he would have omitted to 
notice the clause requiring the return of fugitive slaves, if 
the people had understood that there was such a provision? 
Could he have passed it by, as he does, in silence? Or, what 
can we imagine he would have said of it, with those memoranda 
in his desk, since published, affirming that the Convention 
'Unanimously defined the term "service" as applying only to 
"the obligation of free pe7"S1Y1'18 "-affirming, also, that, as a 
member of the Convention, he would not" introduce into 
the Constitution the idea that there could be property in 
man·t" 

In the whole volume, of nearly five hundred pages, we have 

Compare this statement with tbe language of the Constitution, and it is euy to 
.ee how the good people of MuaacbuBette (in the absence of eny of onr more modem 
expCllliti( nl and uaell of thllt instrument), would be likely to understend the provi
lion. Whatever he mlly have i"tnulttl by alluding to thel'e facts, he ".,ir,z, faila 
to lIustain tbe claims of tbe .la"ADldn-.. He turned lheir boated ooDititutional 
requisition in quit. "rwlll". dirtdion / lIe ahowlI na how the people of )I_chu
setts would han required "uch a provision if there had been no .Iaves in the 
oountry ! 

Another filet, before noticed, becomes particularly interesting in tWa oonneetion. 
Tho aUentivo and thoughtful render of the preceding history will be very likely, 
just bere, to remember tbllt there is no evidence that there were, u,aU" an)" 
"da_" 'I' V-trginiG in 18«, when Gov. Borkeley requested the return of_ 
"..,_",.."-&e Chapter II. 

• These papers were at the time oirenlated among the people in the publio jlMlr
uIa, end were afterwards coUeeted into a volume. 

t Jlad'- Pa.ptr., VoL Ill., pp. H29-30. 
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been unable to detect a single paragraph referring to the sub
ject of fugitive slaves, though much space is devoted to an 
enumeration of the canses and dangers of disagreement be
tween the States, and the importance of harmony between 
them. 

These facts are introduced, here, '1Iot as forestalling or even 
us discussing the constitutional question involved, but for the 
simple purpose of showing, distinctly and fully, under what 
circumstances the law of 1793 was enacted. 

Si:x; years had now elapsed, since the Constitution had been 
drafted, andjouryears since it had gone into operation. J)u
nng aU this time there had been no law for returni'1lg fugiHve slave8, 
as there had been none under the old confederation. There 
had been no public anticipation of such a law-no general un
derstanding that the duty of such an enactment devolved on 
the Federal Congress-and, what is still more remarkable-no 
complaints, much less, no loud and boisterons clamors, from 
slaveholders, on account of the absence of such a law. Nor is 
it credible, that at a time when manumissions were so exten
sive, and the spirit of liberty and opposition to slavery so 
widely diffused, there were not considerable numbers of success
ful escapes. A female slave of President Washington himself 
is understood to have escaped to New Hampshire, during some 
part of his administration, whether before or after this enact
ment we cannot no\v say. The President, it seems, sent a 
messenger after her, but Gov. Gilman, not having learned his 
ethics from Moses Stuart nor his constitutional expositions 
from Daniel Webster, neglected a fair opportunity to arrest 
her-though apprized of the wishes of the illustrious claimant 
-and even assisted in putting her out of the reach of her pur
suers; an act for which the present Federal courts would have 
subjected him to a heavy fine-a process not to be adventured, 
in those days.* 

Very possibly it may have been in consequence of some 

• The pnrticnlnl'll, which went the rouud. of the pape"' • few yeai'll tinee, were 
taken from the lips or the aged woman herselt, who WII then living in Now Damp
Ihlre. 
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cases of this description that the slaveholders in Congress intro
duced the law of 1793. They seem to have understood the 
tactics of such legislation. The act is couched in language re
sembling that of the Constitutional provision already cited. 
Without any direct mention of slaves, it is so framed that 0. 

court of slaveholders, or those who are appointed by them, 
could make it answer their purpose. It is no new thing for 
those who would" frame mischief by a law " to cover up their 
designs by ambiguities that the people will not, at first, under· 
stand, and thus prevent opposition and excitement. The con
sequence, not unfrequently, is, that the enactment is con
structed 80 loosely, that honest statesmen and jurists, when
ever they come upon the stage, will set them aside, as usurpa
tions, or as inadequate for the purposes to which they had 
been applied. An example we have, in the acts of Parliament 
under which the slave trade was sheltered, but which Mi. 
Pitt, (as before noticed) declared to be even proMbitory of the 
practice.-

The enactment now under review bears marks of a similar 
character, and nothing on the face of it would be likely to ex
cite general alarm or suspicion. Yet the courts, in due time, 
took care to give it a meaning adverse to freedom; though 
eminent jurists are beginning to deny the constitutionality of 
some of its provisions, particularly that cardinal feature of it, 
sustained by the Federal Courts, hitherto, by which itassumes 
for Omgress, on behalf of the Ullited Slates, the prerogative of 
providing for the return of fugitive slaves.t 

* The enactments nnder cover of which the conrts hllvo OIIrried on relijrion~ 
pel'lMlCution8, have very oommonly been of tho Mme vague and nmbiguou8 ohllrac
ter, and for the t.ame r8llll0n8. Even tho intended viotims of Bueh laws havo t.hua 
been qnieted rand prevented from a timely opposition to them. lIow important to 
garard tho people against 811Ch art.. I 

t See JaY'a View of the action of tho Fede1'lll Government in behalf of Slavery, 
p. 80. Since penning the llbovo pnrragraph, tho test.imony of lin aged nnd prolDinen~ 
citir.en hal thrown further light on this snbject. An" immen~ meeting" or 
oitir.ena or Boaton, for repudiat.ing the }'lI11itivo Slo\'e Law of 185(1, Willi lleld in 
Franenll Hall, October a, or the snme year. Tho "coli" to thia meetinjr Will' headud 
by the venerable JOSIAU Q1:1S0r, formorly Mayor or Bo"ton, and ~ince l>re~ident of 
Harvard University, Cambridge, "more tlUlD funr More years or ege." In IIlot.ter 
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"By the act of 1793, the slaveholder may, himself, without oath or 
proceu of any kind, seize his prey, where he can find hirn, and at his 
leisure (for no time is specified), drag him before any justice of the peace, 
in the place, whom he way prefer." .. Befure this magistrate, who is not 
Duthorized to compel the attendance of witnesses in auch a case, the slave
holder brings hia victim, and if he can satisfy this judge of his own choice, 
'''yoral testimony or affidavit,' and, for aught that appears in the law, by 
hia own oath, that his claim ia well founded, the wretched prisoner is sur
rendered to him a slave for life, torn from his wife and children, bereft of 
all the rigbts of humanity, and converted into a chattel, an article of mer
chandize, a beast of burden."-Jay'" VitlO, pp. 31-2 • 

.. The Federal Constitution declares, • In all suits at common law, where 
&he valuc in controversy shall exceed twtnty dollars, the right of trial by 
jury shall be preserved;' but the act of 1793, in suits in which • the value 
in controversy' exceeds all estimation, dispenses with trial by jury, and in
deed with almost eyery safeguard of justice and personal liberty."-lb. t 

p.32. 

To suppose that such 1\ statute is constitutional, is to sup
pose that the Constitution does not secure our liberties. '1'0 
suppose that it could be legally binding, would be to reverse 
the foundation maxims of universal Common Law, and to 
deny that II Statutes contrary to fundamental morality are 
void." 

--------------~ 

.ddreuod to J. J. Bowditch, bq., and rend at tho meoting, Mr. Quincy states that 
the law of 1'/'93 excited, from tho first, "tho surpriso ond uLter disgust" of "e\'ory 
class of citizens in Massllchusetts," and that" Ihey regarded thot low M flioiating 
1M prinapk 0/ 1M compact, /U "'q; unMnWod it, fJlhm tMlI accetkd to tl .. (.bndit-u
IiDI& D/ tIuJ UniUtl S14tu." He RtIltCR that in the year 1794, be .-WI scnt for to 
defend, as counsellor at 11m', a slave who hod been arrested under this act. In his 
defonce, he II donied tho authority of the Inw of CongrcllS, and of tho magiatmte 
under it, to deliver an inhabitant of MII<ISBchu8etti into the custody of another, 
unI_ after trial by jury according to the constitution of this StRle." While he 
was spea.king, R confusion and loud noise interruptcd him, and tho 1I1Ieged slave 
passed out and escaped I About two weeks after, Rufus Greeuo Amory, a lawyer 
ot eminenec, received a letter from the master of the slave, directing him to I'rOl\O
cute Josiah Quincy for obstmcting his agent I Mr. Amory, who showed the letter 
to Mr. Quincy, "felt the folly of tho pretense," and Mr. Quincy bcard bothing 
more of the prOllCcution. 

It la Mid Ibat for lIWly years after the p8IIIIage of this bill, the owners of f'ngitive 
IlaVeI seldom, if over, !Dade use of it, or attempted It, except in tho case lit Bosten. 
Instead of this, they resorted to various 8tmtagoms to decoy them. Loug after
warda, and np to a recent date, the process was a covert one, under pretense ot 
areats for petty thefts. 
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We next glance at the kgitimate workings of that manifestly 
unconstitutional act of Congress of 16th of July, 1790, by 
which the Federal Government extended the then expiring 
slave laws of Maryland and Virginia over the District of 
Columbia. 

A Committee of Congress on the District of Columbia, 
reported, 16th July, 1827, that, in the County of Washington, 
ceded by Maryland, 

"If afree man of color should be apprehended as a runaway, be is sub
jected to the payment of all fee8 and rewarth given by law for apprehending 
rUllaways; and upon failure to make such payment, is liable to be sold as a 
slave! ... 

"That is" (says Judge Jay), "a man aclm0U11edgetl 10 In free, and un
accused of any oWence, is to be sold as a 81tnle, to pay the fees and rewards 
given by law for apprehending runaU1aY8 !"-lIJ., p. 37. 

The Committee's report further states, "that in the part of ~he District 
ceded by Virginia, a FREE NIGRO may be arrested, and put in jail for three 
months, on IlUlpicion of being a fugitive. He is then hired out to pay bis 
jail fee8, and if be does not prove his freedom within twelve months, is to 
be sold as a BLAVB! "-lIJ., p. 36. 

And yet, on hearing this Report, Congress made no altera
tion of these laws. 

Mr. Jay has further shown how the lalO offers to the only 
JUDGE, in this case (the Marshal of the District) a Mgh bribe to 
sell men he knOlOS to be free, and tints become a manufacturer of 
slaves! The proceeds of the sale remain in his pocket, after 
the sale, unless the master of the person arrested appeaI'l!, and 
claims the balance.-See Jay's Vtew, p. 85-6. 

All this appears to be under the MaTyland act of 1719, May 
session, chap. 2, (as cited by Sunderland, in his Anti-Slavery 
Manual, page 92,) and re-enacted in the manner already no
ticed, in 1790, by the Congress of the United States I 

• That thiB law is not • dead letter, or an empty abstraction, 18 proved b;y the 
.btement of J IIdge Cranob, and more tbln one tbollllBnd oitbena of the District, 
who eay, in their petition to Congre", in l811S. agalu.t the a1ave trade in the Dis
trict, that colored persona entitled to freedom are lodged In jail as ranaways, and 
then sold to tbe tradel'lll Andtbey narrate a partioular inataDoe.~e 8lutdu1ft4'. 
,4m .. S14wrv NartlUll, p. 93. 
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Another item will indicate the incipient apostacy of that 
period. The Federal Constitution had recognized no distinc
tions on account of color. Any attempt, in that direction, 
would have been aborti ve. In the forming of the Articles of 
Confederation, in 1778, the proposal to introduce the word 
"whiten before "inhabitants" had been significantly rejected. 
Now, notice the contrast . 

.. So early as 1790, Congress passed an act describing the mode in which 
• any WHITE person' might be naturalized and admitted to the rights of an 
American citizen. "-Jay'. View, p. 24. 

"Two years a.ftI!r (1792), an act was passed for organizing the militia, 
which was to consist of' each and every free, able-bodied, WHITE male 
citizen.' "-16. 

Thus were the free colored population degraded and spurned 
from the national defense. The bad precedent was followed 
by succeeding administrations, in other acts of indignity to
ward that class of citizens i and all at the bidding of slavery. 

In 1796, Tennessee, another Slave State, was admitted into 
the Union. Kentucky has been previously admitted. 

Up to this point we have only traced the action of the 
Federal Government, in behalf of slavery, under tile adminis
tration of the first President, with some of the direct effects of 
that policy. During this period, we have seen the beginning 
of compromise, servility, and evasion, on the part of the Na
tional Congress. We have seen the acceptance of the terri
tory constituting Tennessee, on the condition, imposed by 
North Carolina, that it should remain sacred to slavery. We 
have seen the unconstitutional establishment of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, through the re'enactment, by Congress, 
of the Slave Laws of Virginia and Maryland, including the 
authorized sale of free citizens into slavery, for the payment 
of the expenses of their unwarrantable imprisonment I We 
have seen the admission into the Union, of two new Slave 
States. We have seen the Constitution again violated, and 
the sacred right of trial by jury cloven down, where the ques
tion of freedom and slavery is involved, by the law of 1793, 
for reclaiming fugitive slaves. We have seen the Constitution 
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further violated by the introduction of caste, und the virtual 
establishment of a privileged order, founded on bi.rth, or 
blood, ill our naturalization and militia laws. 

And all this, under the administration and with the sanction 
of GEORGE WASHINGTON, whom we have been taught to con
sider the pattern of everything that is republican and chris
tian. 

We would gladly cast the veil of oblivion over such facts, 
but they form a part of the public history of our country. 
There they stand, on the imperishable record of the past, 
which we may neither falsify, nor overlook, nor. obliterate. 
We must know them, or not understand the history of our 
country. We must ponder them, and iudge rigllteously con
cerning them, if we would solve the problem on which is 
suspended our nation's freedom. We are permitted to con
sole ourselves with the refreshing remembrance, that Wash
ington, by his last Will and Testament, emancipated all his 
slaves at his decease, thus writing !tis own condemnation and 
recantation of all he had ever done in support of slavery. 
But his own condemnation of the wrong, should not silence 
OUTS. The administration even of Washington exhibits its 
cata10gue of national sins, which must be penitently confessed 
and put away, if we would enjoy, as a nation, the forgiveness 
and the blessing of Heaven. Above all, we must learn to 
repudiate the folly, and abhor the impiety of thrusting the 
name or the statue of lVasMngton between the sin of op
pressive legislation and the laws of the most High God. As 
well might we set up the graven image of any otller national 
idol as to set up llis.* 

• It might ael"Ve to correct our mrtluagtlnl Adulation of Wuhington, Jeft'erson. 
lind our other Dationnl idols, if we would remember their almost violent opposition 
to each other, 88 tho heads of rh'B1 parties, criticising and e\'en criminating each 
other, qnite as eagcrly 118 their snccessors ha\'e ever done. By 80me of the jour
naliata snpporting Mr. JctrcrRon, the retirement of Wllllhington WaR hailed .. II 

DAtionBl dclh·crancc. On the other hllDd, the zcalous partizan. of W IIhington aDd 
Adams regnrdcd the ele\'atioll of Jcft'enon as a grcnt publio cBIamity, preached ler
monR to pre\'ent it, Rnd fiUlted lind lamented when it took plnce. Wo have no _ 
lion to renew those conteDtions, wbich became peraonul tlIld bitter between the Ars' 
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CHAPTER XX. 

SUBSEQUENT ACTION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNllENT-COLORED 

PEOPLE-SLAVE TERRITORY-NEW SLAVE STATES-FEDERAL 

DISTRICT. 

c-ion of Georgia and South Carolina-Mississippi Tcrritory-Admission of Ken
tucky, TennclI&ce, Alabama, Mississippl-Missourl-Purchu8 or Louisiana and 
Florida-Four more Slave Stntes-Mi~souri Compromise-Instances of prohibiting 
8lavery-Govcmment of the Federal District-A groat Shive mrut-Teathnony of 
a Gnmd Jury of tho District (1802)-Of' Judge Morrcll (1816)-John Randolph 
and Alexandria Gnz. (1827)-Petition of Judge Cranch and others (1828)-11 Wash. 
Spectator" (1880)-Inaecllrit)' of Northern Citizona-Cnmdall, Chaplin, .lie. 

HAVING traced the beginnings of our national declension, 
we must proceed with the remaining part of the history. The 
whole might. almost be read, by anticipation, from the germ 
already examined. No subsequent administration, amid all 
our fluctuations of national policy, has run counter to the pro
slavery precedent furnished by the first. 

The insult to colored citizens, commenced by the naturaliza
tion and militia laws, under the administration of \Vashington, 
was renewed and extended by the law organizing the Post 
Office Department, under Mr. Madison, in 1810, providing 
that II no other than a free wmTE person shall be employed 
in carrying the mail of the United States, either as a post 
rider or driver of a carriage carrying the mail," under a pen
alty of fifty dollars.-Jay's View, p. 24. 

two Virginian Presidents. We n.ayadmiro milch in tbe one and in the other, but 
'We mua' be indeed stupid to regard them infplliblo, or shipwreck our liberties ill 
ordcr to follow th~m implicitly, or re,·ipe or throw IIWIlY our Bibles lind declaratione 
of' eelf-evident troths, III order to a'·oid seeing their inconKistencio8, or in defOrencc 
to the lmaginar7 and immaculate aaintaWp of either of' them. 
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In 1820, under Mr. Monroe, Congress authorized the WHITB 

citizens of Washington to elect WHITE city officers I These 
WHITE officers were authorized "to prescribe the terms on 
which free negroes and mulattoes may reside in the city," and 
they exercised this absurd and wicked authority in the very 
spirit in which was conferred.-Ib. p. 25-26. 

SLAVE TERRITORIES AND NEW SLAVE STATES. 

Slavery under jurisdiction of Congress, and commencing 
under the administration of Washington, has been continued 
ever since. Not only in the District of Columbia has this 
been done, but in Territories belonging to the United States, 
has the institution been fostered, preparatory to the admission 
of them as Ilew Slave States into the Union. 

In 1802, Georgia eeded to the United State8 the country lying between 
her pre8ent western limit and the Mississippi, 8tipulating that the Ordinance 
of 1787, in all ita provisions, should extend to the ceded territory," that 
article only excepted which forbids slavery." Thi8 ce88ion was accepted, 
and the territory placed under a Territorial Government, re6tricted from aU 
interfertmCe with 61GfJery."-SpeecA of S. P. CAa6e, U. S. Senate, March 
26,1850. 

This was under the administration and with the concurrence 
of Mr. Jefferson, author of the Notes on Virginia, the De
claration of Independence, and the Ordinance of 1787. This 
added, in due time, the two Slave States of Mississippi and 
Alabama, to "our glorious Union I" The former was admit
ted in 1817, and the latter in 1819, both under the adminis
tration of Mr. Monroe. 

Thus it appears that since the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution, in 1789, we have admitted into the Union the 
four Slave States of Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and 
Mississippi, from territory within our original limits; and, 
except in the case of Kentucky, the National Government 
has previously protected slavery in them, while exercising 
authority over them, as territories, previous to their admis
sion into the Union as independent states. 

But this is not all. The national resources have been ex-
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pended to purchase new territory for the erection and admis
sion of new Slave States. 

In 1803, we acquired Louisiana by purcbase from the Frencb Republic. * 
There were at tbat time about (orty thousand slaves held within its limits, 
under the French law. The treaty contained this stipulation: 

.. The inhabitants o( the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the 
Union o( the United States, and admitted as lOOn as pOllible, according to 
the principles o( the l"ederal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the 
rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States i and, 
in the meantime, they shall be maintained in the (ree enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and the religion which they profess."-S Stat. at Large, 
U. S.,202. 

This stipulation, interpreted according to the plain senBe of its terms, 
and carried into practical effect, would have enfranchised every slaye in 
Louisiana i for no one, I apprehend, will venture to affirm that the slaves 
were not inhabitants. Independently of this lltipulation, it was the duty of 
the Government-even more imperative than in 1787, (or since then the 
whole country lIouth o( the Ohio and east of the Millissippi had been 
formed into IIlave States and III ave Territories-to establish freedom as 
the (undamental law of the new acquisition. Dut thill duty was not per
(ormed. There was some feeble legislation against the introduction of 
IIlaves (rom (oreign countries, and of slaves imported since 1798 from the 
other States i but that was all, and that Will uaelell.-Speec/& of S. P. 
C/&ue, U. S. Senate, March 26,1850. 

This, too, was under the administration of Mr. Jefferson. 
The purchase wns, with him, a favorite mea.qure, and it is 
not known to the writer that he proposed the abolition of 
the slavery existing there. So strong were his impressions, 
at one time, that the purchnse transcended the Constitutional 
powers of the Federal Government, that he contemplated 
recommending an amendment to the Constitution for that 
special object, but he finally persuaded himself that the peopk 
were so desirous of the purchase that the formality of an 
amendment might be waived I 

Tlien came the celli on of Florida by Spain in 1819. The stipulation in 
the treaty Will substantially the same as in the treaty with France it the 
-----------------------.~---

• Thie was at II oo~t to the Jltltion of IIftoen millioDII of dollan. 
t 8 U. S. Stat. lit Lllrge, S36, lIB quoted by Mr. Chase. 
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duty of the Government in respect to the acquisition was the laDle; and 
there was the same failure to perform it. 

Finally, Texas came in, in 1845, not as a Territory, but as a State.-
B. P. Chase, as above. . 

The purchase of Florida, for the sum of five millions of 
dollars, was under the administration of Mr. Monroe. The 
annexation of Texas was under that of Mr. Tyler. 

The purchase of Louisiana resulted in the admission of three 
new Slave States, formed out of the purchased territory, viz: 
Louisiana, admitted under the administration of Mr. Madi
son, in 1812 i Missouri, (after much debate, and a so called 
41 compromise ") under Mr. Monroe, in 1821 i Ilnd Arkansas, 
under General Jackson, in 1836. Florida was admitted under 
Mr. Tyler, March 8, 1845. 

The dates and the names of the Presidents show the con· 
tinuity of the policy, during the long lapse of time, and under 
the successi ve administrations of the Government. 

The contest concerning the admission of Missouri as a. slave 
state, occurred during the Congressional session of 1819-20, 
and was decided in March, 1820. The proposal for the 
admission of Missouri, was artfully coupled with a pro· 
posal for the admisson of Maine, a free state. It was con
tended that the one was an equitable balance for the other. 
But this plea did not satisfy the North. The "compromise" 
consisted in the introduction of a provision that in the future 
admission of States from the residue of that territory, the 
line of division between slavery and freedom should be the 
parallel of 86 0 80' North latitude, the northern side of that 
line being appropriated to freedom. This proposal was resisted 
manfully for a time, but under a. threat of dissolving the 
Union, it was carried by a small majority in the House. But 
the vote fixing the conditions of the future admission of a 
State could not bind a future Congress, so that the "compro
mise," as usual, gave the South all, and the North nothing. 

Four new slave states from our original territory, four 
more from territory acquired by purchase, and ono from an-
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D~xation, make nine added in all, to the dominion of smvery, 
and to the strength of the Slave Power. 

It is proper to record Lere, the instances of Federnllegisla
tion of an opposite character. 

By the 7th section of the act organizing a Territorial Government for 
Mississippi, passed in 1798,· the importation of Blaves into aaid Territory 
from any place without the United States, was prohibited under severe 
penalties, Tbis was ten yealB before Congress had the power, under the 
ConBtitution, to prohibit the importation of Blaves into the States.-S,oeecla 
of Mr. Bingham, of Michigan, in Congress, June 4, 1850, Nat. Era. 
July 18. 

This was under the administration of John Adams. 

On the 7th of May, 1800, an act was passed tor the organization of. 
territorial Government for Indiana, and 8lat·ery ezpre881y prohibited therein. 

This act was approved by John Adams. 
January 11, 1805, the nurthern part of Indiana was erected into the ter

ritory of Michigan, and 81afJery prohibited. February 3, 1809, the Terri
tory of Illinois was established, with the like prohibition as to slavery. 
These two latter acta received the approval and signature of Thomas 
Jelrerson. . 

On the 20th of April, 1936, Wisconsin was organized as a Territory, 
and 81ar;ery prohillited within ita Iimita. This act was approved by General 
Jackson. 

The Territory of Iowa was cstablished by act of Congress of the 12th 
of June, 1838, under the ndministration of Mr. Van Buren i and here also 
was ,laDeryprohilJited. 

On the 14th of August, 1848, ·the Territory of Oregon was organized, 
which contained the same provision in the memorable and time-honored 
words, "there shall be neitber Slavery nor involuntary 8ervilude therein, 
except fur the punishment of crime."-JIJ. . 

This was under the administration of Mr. Polk. 
These acts concerning Indiana, Michigan, 'Visconsin, Iowa 

and Oregon, were only in pursuance of the Ordinance of 
1787, yet they are so many attestations to the Constitution-

• Tbis territory, organized in 1798, comprised only a region of country ceded.bJ 
South Carolinn, but WIIS afterwnrds, in 1804, enhlfj!'c..I, 80 as to include a part or the 
country ceded by Georgia in 1S02, "" ~tnted by Hon. S. P. ChlUOo, in I,ia speech 
before quoted. 'fbi, statement will explain an IIppa1',nt, but Dot real diacrepaDOJ 
in da*, in tbu t.'o quotations. 

16 
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aIity of that measure, and the consequent power of Congress 
to prohibit slavery in the Territories of the United States. 

The same principle was likewise involved, and recognized, 
in the act, before noticed, for authorizing the admission of 
Missouri, in 1820, containing, as it did, a. clause "to prohibit 
8W.very ?'n certain territories," that is, in all the Louisiana pur
chase North of 860 80' North latitude. 

And there had been a previous recognition of that princi
ple, in its application to a part of the same purchase. 

By the act of the 26th of March, 1804, that part of Louisiana south of 
the Territory of Mississippi was organized into a Territorial Government, 
by the name of Orleans. By this act, the importation into said Territory 
of slaves from abroad was prohibited, and also the importation of any .Iave 
from within the United Stales who should have been brought into the 
country since the 1st of May, 1798, or who shollld thereafter be brought 
into the United States. It further provided that no slave should be brought 
into said Territory, except by a citizen of the United States, whu sbould 
remove there for actual settlement, and who should at the time be the 60ntl 

fide owner of such slave; thus directly interdicting the domestic as well aa 
the foreign slave trade in this Territory of Orleans. This act was ap
proved by Jeft"erson.-Speecla of Mr. Bi7lglaam. 

When President Monroe was about to give his signature 
&0 the Missouri act of 1820, he required each member of his 
Cabinet, (the Heads of Departments and Attorney General,) 
to give their opinions in writing, on the questions whether 
the act was consistent with the Constitution, and whether 
"Congress has a right, under the powers vested in it, by the 
Constitution, to make a regulation prohibiting slavery in a 
Territory?" All the members of the Cabinet, including the 
late John C. Calhoun and John Quincy Adams, gave written 
.answers in the affirmative. This is proved by the diary of 
J. Q. Adams.-&e 8peecl~ of T. H. Benton, at Jefferson City, 
Mo., Yay 26, 1849, in New York Evening Post, June 14, 
1849. 

'I'he Federal Government, then, in establishing and foster
ing slavery in the Territories, has done so willt tlte fltU A:now
ledge o/its Constitutional power to proltibit it. The moral and 
poliLical responsibility, therefore, rests upon it. 
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Another circumstance connected with the admission of Mis· 
souri deserves notice. 

The act of Congress authorizing the people of Missouri to 
form II. Constitution, preparatory to admission, was passed in 
March, 1820. The State Constitution, presented at the next 
Congres.~, contained II. clause "to prevent free negroes and mu
lattoes from coming to and settling in this &ate, under any pre
text whCltever." As this provision was contrary to the Con
stitution of the United States, which secures II to the citizens 
of eacT, state all the rights nnd immunities of citizens in the 
several states," (mnny of the states having colored citizells) Con· 
gress passed an net, in March, 1821, authorizing the President 
to admit. Missouri, on condition that said clause should not be 
so construed as to exclude citizens of any other States. Mis
souri complied with the conditions, and by proclamation of 
the Prellident, was admitted, August 10, 1821. [See Speech 
of T. H. Benton, at Jefferson City, May 26, 1849.] 

This instance of the supervision by the Federal Govern
ment, over the Constitution of a State asking admission, and 
in a point touching the rights of "negroes and mulo.Uou," 
involves important principles, and may Le of use as II. prece
dent, hereafter. 

GOVERNMENT OF THE FEDERAL DISTRICT. 

The District of Columbia is under the exclusive jurisdic
tion of the Federal Government. In another connection we 
have shown how that Government was administered at the 
beginning, and so far ns the condition of things there could 
be traced directly to the act of Congress of 1790. We then 
saw free colored citizens, on suspicion of being fugitives from 
slavery, thrown into jail, and then sold into slavery with their 
posterity forever, for the payment of their jail fees-the ex
penses of their causeless arrest I We will now look again at 
the continuance of that enormity, in its connection with the 
domestic slave tracie, systematically carried on in the District. 

From a number of causes, the Federal District has been, at 
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some periods, the principal slave mart in America. The 
policy of Virginia and Maryland has, at times, forbidden the 
traders to bring in slaves from other States, and expose them 
for sale, while the Federal District, under the policy of Con· 
!f1'U', has been under no such restriction. The fact that the 
District is the resort of citizens from all the states, including 
Senators and Representatives, who may desire to buy OJ: sell 
slaves, hIlS given it an advantage over other slave markets, 
which hIlS been eagerly improved. 

As early as 1802, the grand jury of Alexandria complained 
of this traffic as a grievance demanding legislative interfer
ence. In 1816, Judge Morrell, of the U. S. Circuit Court, 
took notice of the nuisance, in his charge to the grand jury 
of Washington. The same year, John Randolph, of Virginia, 
himself Do slaveholder, moved, in the House of Representa· 
lives, for a committee to inquire into the" inhuman and illegal 
traffie."* The Alexandria Gazette, of June 22, 1827, described, 
in terms of just abhorrence, the scenes witnessed in connec
tion with the traffic. In 1828, II. petition, headed by Judge 
Cranch, and signed by more than one thousand cit.izens of 
the Federal District, was presented to Congress, imploring ita 
interference. III 1830, the lVasliington Spectator described the 
traffic, and exclaimed, " 'Vhere is the O'Connell in this Repub
lic that will plead for t.he emancipation of the District of 
Columbia 7" 

Merchants of large capital engaged in the lucrative busi· 
ness, with their establishments in Alexandria and Washington 
City, and advertised, ,. Cash for five hundred negroes," with 
as much coolness as if they were so many horses 1 Franklin 
& Armfield, Alexandria, J. W. Neal & Co., WlIShington, Wm. 
H. Willinms, George Hephnrt, William H. Richards, &c., are 
or have been among the number of these. Some of them 
have had large prison·h~uscs built for the purpose j :md some· 

• This traffic ia doubtlCl'8 IS .. ~al" DB Bny JIllrt or the llyatcm. Henrr CIa,.. ID 
his tamona speech In the U. S. Sennto, In 1839, declored the traftic iDlIOperable ftval 
the laDore oC lIlove property. But here we lind John Randolph doclurlng th' tndBo . 
.. m.,1Il f' W .. he hi error' 
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times the public Jails, built by money appropriated by Cou.
_ gress, have been put to the same infamous use, Large vessels 
were advertised and employed to transport slaves to New 
Orleans. 

One dealer advertised for" any number of young and likely 
negroes from eight to forty years of age.'J .AP. a general fact, 
little or no regard is paid, either in the purchase or the sale 
to the sanctities ofthe family relation, which, in fact, the laws 
and the usages of the system do not recognize as existing at 
all I Yet all this, says Judge J ny, is "in virtue of auJhon'ty 
dt:"{jated by Congress," and he cites his authority . 

.. The 249th page of the lawl of the city of Washington, is pollated by 
the following enactment, bearing date 28th of July, 1831 : 
- .. For a LICIINIII to trade or traflic in alavel, for profit, four .handrecl dol
lara. "-Jay" Yiew, p. 87. 

The petitioners of 1828, before mentioned, including Judge 
Cranch, express themselves in the following language: 

"While the lawl of the. United States denounce the foreign slave trade 
as piracy, and punish with death those who are found engaged in its perpe
tration, there exists in this District, the seat of the Federal Government, a 
domestic slave trade, searcely leIS disgraceful in its character, AIIID KVO 

MORB DJ:MORALIZINO IN ITS lNFLVENCII. The people are, without their con
sent, torn away from their homes; hUBband and wife are frequently sepa
rated, and sold into distant parts; children are taken from their parents, 
without regard to the tiel of nature, and the most endearing bonds of aft"oc
tion are broken forever. Nor is thi, traffic confined to those who are legally 
slaves for life. Some who are IINT1TLIID TO FRIIIIDOM, and MANY who have 
a limited time to serve, are Bold into unconditional slavery, and, owing to 
the defeetiveneB8 of our laws, they are GENIIRALLY carried out of the Dis
trict berore the necelSary stepl can be taken for their releaae."-" The 
people of the District have, within themselves, no meaM of legislaiiN 
rtltirlls, and we appeal to your honorable body as the ONLY ONE Tested 
by the American Cooatitution with power to relieve us." 

But that "honorable bodyn-a controllingmlljority of whom 
were from the non·slllvehoiding States-found other business, 
it would seem, more to their taste, than the granting of the 
prayer of these petitioners I Yet this was under the adminis
tration of a northern President (John Quincy Adams), whose 
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power of appointment, assuredly, could not have been a rod 
over the heads of northern aspirants, as is commonly the case. 
Could t.here have been a fear, among rival partisans, that an 
agitation of "the delicate question" might affect the elec-
tions? . 

The liberties of Northern citizens are not secure in the 
Federal District, "under exclusive jurisdiction of Congress." 
In 1830, Dr. Reuben Crandall, from the State of New York, 
was arrested, imprisoned, and tried for his life, in Washington 
City, for having loaned to a white citizen, at his own request, 
a pamphlet against slavery. In 1850, Gen. Wm. L. Chaplin, 
from the same State, was arrested by the a~Lhorities of Wash· 
ington City, on the charge of assisLing fugitives. While we 
are now writing, two citizens of free Statel', Messrs. Drayton 
and Sayre, are incarcerated in the jails of the Federal Dis· 
trict, for the alleged crime of having assisted* certain citizens 
of that District t.o emigrate, in "pursuit of happiness," to 
another portion of the country, and enjoy "all the rights and 
immunities of citizens in the" "States" of their intended 
residence. 

• More eomICItIy, perhapll, wo migbt eay, .. On luspicion of ha,-in, Intended to 
IaiIt i" for the ve.oael in wbich the ... emigrants took paaaago waa found, IIDd the 
IITOIt Wei made, in tbe _ter, of Mar,land, the "try Stllte under WhOA IIIn they 
were elaiwed. to be beld I 
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CHAPTER XXI. 

I'URTlIER ACTION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT-AMERIOAN 

SLAVE TRADE-AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 

Slave trade between the States, under jurisdiction of CongreM-Its natnre and 
utent-Testhnony of T. J. RIllldolph-NileK' Regiater-Natohez Courier-Vir
ginia Tim_Virginia Export.'\-U. S. Gazette-Prof. Andrewa-Pror. Dew-C. F. 
Mereer-Mr. Gholston-II. Clay-Negro Speoulation of 1887-HUoaiBSippi Importa 
-Northern losse8 by Southern bankrnptcy-Funda of tbe Pl'IIAb. Church-Ship
ments from Federal Dilltrictr-.~cu qf (long,.,. rtgulat.", tAl traJic-Brig Comet 
-Brig Encomium-Tho Enterprise-NegotilitionR with Gremt Britwn for pR)'Tllent 
fOr Siaves-CIIBC of the Brig Creole-o'f the Schooner Ami8tad. "'lrw,. SiaH 
Tradt, though abolished, connived at-Duplicity in Negotiations with G. Britain 
-RefuS&t1 to take cff'ective mellllures for aupprcMion-Negotiations with Republie 
of Colombia-Deceptivo Act declnring the trade l'iracy~A pilln of the Virginia 
Slavo-breeders-Connected with the projeot or Colonization-Notice of varioUi 
Acts of Congre. .. concerning the Slave trade-17D', 1800, 1803, 1807, 1809, 1818, 
18lD,182o-Allowed enalavement by LouilillnD, of sillve8 kuown to bave been 
illegally imported-The abuso founded on 1111 Act of Congrc~II-No inlltsnce or 
a .. lave trader being punishod with death, IIccording to law. La Collto oonvicted 
by Judge Story, but pardoned by Premidont Monroe. 

THE slave trade in the District of Columbia is on1,a part 
of that detestable traffic carried on under the Federal juris· 
diction. The slave trade between the States is under the 
lame jurisdiction, for " Congress sltallltave power to regulate com· 
merce u·'ith foreign nations and among the several States."- U. 8. 
Chnstitution, Art. 1, &ct. 8, Olause 8.* 

* The legl"latlve ~ or lOme of the elRve SIIltes, prohibiting, rrom conaiderationa 
or local policy. the importation of alavel from other Stnt08, have been set lIIIide, it 
we mistake not, by their own coUrtll, aa unconstitutionnl, on the ground that tho 
rrgulation of inter-Stste commerce devolve. uptJn the F..,..z and not the ,s,.,. 
Government.. 
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Of the nature and extent of that traffic, we will present a 
few particulars. 

In the Legislature of Virginia, in 1832, THoau.s JKFFI:RSON RANDOLPH 
declared that" the State had been convertcd into one grand MENAGEaIIl, 
wbere men are reared for the market, like oxen for the shambles." 

Comparing the foreign with the domestic slave trade, he 
says: 

"The African trader receives the slue, a stranger in aspect, language, 
and manners, from the merchant who brought him from the interior. But 
Aere, sir, individuals whom the master has known from infancy, whom he bu 
eoen sporting in the innocent gambols of childhood, wbo bave been accus
tomed to look up to bim for protection, HE TEARS FRIl)1 THE MOTHER'S ARMS, 
and sends into a strange country, among a strange people, subject to cruel 
uak-masters. In my opinion, it i, much WOlle. "-A. 8. lActllrer. 

No historian need seck a higher authority for his statements 
than the " Register" of the late Hezekiah Niles, of Baltimore, 
and, indeed, few books of history are equally authentic and 
trustworthy. Hear Mr. Niles: 

" Dealing in slaves haa become a LARGE BCSINESS. Establishment. are 
made, at several places in Maryland and Virginia, at which they are sold 
like cattle. These places of deposit are strongly built, and well supplied 
with iron thumb-screws and gaga, and ornamented with cow-skins, and other 
whips, oftentimes bloody. "-Nile&' Regi6ter, Vol. XXXV., p. 4. 

"According to New Orleans papers, there were imported into that port 
DURING THE WEEK commencing on the 16th ult, from all ports oCthe United 
StateB, 371 ,laves, principally from Virginia. "-lb., Oct. 22, 1831. 

"It was slated in the Natchez Courier that during the year 1836 no Ie .. 
than two hundred and fifty thousand Blaves were carried into Mississippi, 
Alabama, Louisiana, and Arkansas."-8undcrland'& A. S. Manual, p. 117; 
also An. Report Am. A. S. Soc., 1837. 

At an average price of $600, this would nmount to one 
hundred and fifty millions of dollars. This was a year of 
unprecedented activity in the domestic slave trade. 

The Virginia 'l'imes proposed that the banking cnpital of 
the State be increased, from the money brought into the State 
from the sale of slaves. The cditor said: 

" We have heard intelliltent ml!n eBtimate the number of slaves exported 
from Virginia within tbe last twelve months at 120,000, each slave averaging 
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at least 8600-.-making an aggregate of 879,000,000. Of the number of 
a1avn·exported, not more than oue-third have been IIOld (the Dtllen having 
been carried by their ownen who have removed), which Wlluld leave in tbe 
State the sum of $24,000,000 arising from the aale of alaves. "·-_4n. Rep. 
Am. A. S. Soc., 1837. 

In January, 1840, a correspondent of the U. 8. Gazelle, who 
a signed" Spectator, OJ and whose accuracy the editor vouched 

for, gave an account of the speculations in negroes in 1835-6 
and '37, in which he said: 

"In three yean the slave population of Mississippi increased from 70,000 
to 160,000 slaves, at an average cost of at least 81000 each, making the 
debt, for slaves alone, iu three yean, swell to $90,000,000. lit-A. S. 
Alma~, 1846. 

• Tbe winding up of the bnainess, however, left little to increase the capital of 
tbe Virginia blinks. Tbe elan traders and Sonthern pnTCheae\'ll swindled the Vir
ginUu!B ont ot a large part of It. The oourta of ]ditl8illllippi, under tbelr State laws, 
decided tbat the importations into that State had becn illegal, and 80 the Mhosi8sippl 
purehaaer on credit got his .apply of ~lave. tQr notbing! Virginia took the insult 
very quietly, witbout aaingle threat of" dissolving the Union," and made ample 
reprialols, by stretching her DOW swollcn credit, in lavish eXJ .• ndillllr., to ccuLle 
the amount, .... itb the dongb-faoo merchants Bnd bankers of Philadelphia and Now 
York, for whicb abe paid them lOllS tban ten cents on" dollar, in return for tbeir 
pro-sla\'ery riots and the burning of Pennsylvania Hall! Such are thl! guins of tbe 
wicked, Illd 8uch aro their friend.!hipsl Whether tho Virginilln bunitrllpte.v, at the 
time of this reaction, WII8 nrtiflehll or Inevitabl~ question once mooted-tho 1081 
\0 the North WII8 the same. The trollSnry of tho wholo oonspiraey, indeecl, North
ern and Southern, WII8 " a bag with boles," III e"en the Trustees of tho Presbyteri:au 
Church found, to thoir 008t. [Sec next note,] 

t Ilercby hang lome otber thrilling items of history. This negro .. peculation, 
growing out of or oonnccted with n previons cotton Ipecul"Uon, had ita rtadio,., 
involving the ncgro importing and negro rai$ing States, together with tho prinoipal 
Northern commercial and mlmnfacturing cities that trade with the SOllth, in a gen
eral and o"erwhelming bankrllptcy, in which nil oonccmed, a«pt tA. slof!' trad.,." 
ahared together. The slave purcbeaers failed, and the liar". secnred tbem8elvca 
by "dceds in trust and mortgages upon nearly the whole property of the State of 
MiBilillSippi." (In other Stato., similar operations were witnessed.) The plaDlen 
failed, the Southern bauks flAiled, the Southern merchants fllilod, tbeir l'hihululphia 
and New York creditora f .. iled. New York City alone lost about one hundred 
millions ot dolla\'ll, tho little manufacturing town of Newark, N. J., 11\'0 mUlions, 
and 80 on! Capitali~ts allover the oountry lost by tbo Southern bank,., which had 
dered a bribe of high interest for funda wherewith \0 facilitate this delectable 
.. ocmmerce RlDong thc .. ,'eral Statea !" Among tbe rest, and richly dOllervillg it, 
W1IS "tM GtMraZ A.",nbZ, qf tAli p,.ubyttJrian (}Aure!;," who~e fnulLo, to tbe 
1ID0unt of $94,692 88 (8 part of it piously and conscientiously withdrllwu from the 
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Such are a few specimens of the " commerce among ti,e sevtral 
Slatts, n which, by the Constitution of the United States, 
II Con[Jre8s a/lUll hat:e pou:er to ,·egulate." Not n lit.tle of it was 
carried 00, under its own eye, in the Federal District: the 
slaves being brought in there for sale and shipment from the 
adjoining States . 

.. Franklin and Armfield, (Alexandria, D. C.) tJlonl!, sbipped tn New Or
leans, during the year 1835, according tn tbcir own statement, not less tban 
a tbousand sl8'l'es. Tbey owned hrigs of about 160 to 200 tons burtben, 
running regularly, every thirty days, during tbe trading se38l1n, to New 
Orleans, and carrying about one slave to tbe ton."-Sunderland'6 A. S. 
Manual, p. 112. 

Professor Andrews, in bis work on "tbe domestic slave trade," repeats a 
conversation be had witb a slave trader on board a steamboat in tbe Potomac, 
(1835), in whicb tbe trader informed him, .. cbildren frllm one to eigbteen 
montbs old are now worth about one hundred dollars."-PaJfI! U7. 

Prnfessor Dew, afterward President of William and Mary College, in bie 
review of the debates on slnery in tbe Virginia Legislature, 1831-'2, speak
ing of the revenue arising from the domestic trade, says, " a full eqnivalent 
being thus len in the place of tbe slave, tbis immigration becomes an advan
tage to tbe State, and does not cbeck tbc black population as much as at 
first we might imagine. bl!CaU61! it furnisbes every inducement to the master 
to attend to tbe negroea, to encourage breeding, and to cause the greatest 
number pnssible to be raised. - • Virginia is in fact a negro-raising 
State for other States." 

Mr. Cbarlcs Fenton Mercer asserted in the Virginia Conventinn, (1829) : 
II The tables of the natural growth of tbe slave popUlation demonstrate, wben 
compared with tbe increase of its numbers in the Commonwealth for twenty 
years past, that an annual revenue of not less tban a million and a half oC 

SabbatA-bual.-inV I1nckell8l1ck Bridge Company, N. J.), were in\"eAted in the South
Western bank. engage I in tbis "patriareAal" operation, which, on tbe COIISt of 
Africa, "'ould hn\'o been "piracy f' The 0011(>11\ line of the lou of the Prellbyte
rum Churcb, in MIIY 1842, was estimated at 188,898 88. The documentary atate
ment~ muy be found in the ..4. S . ..4lmonac, New \' ork, 1848. It turn .. out that thiB 
u,r/ccuojul "!'frati",," .. to increase the rcvenucs of the Chllrch" hnd been gone into 
just before the celebrated Pittsburg meeting of tbe General AIIRembly, in 1836, u 
which ml'cting the Trustees reported their doings in tbi" muter, to the great edillca
tion of thnt body, who Ulnst have felt a douU. interellt in the adoption, at tbat NlJDe 
meetinj.!, of Dr. Miller's Report, and the circulntion or Dr. Hodge's biblical IIrgu
meut, both iu (;L\'or (>C the" peculiar institution," in which their Chllrcb fnnda were 
to be tlO prolltnbly employed! Thus rapidly, upon tho heel .. of recre8llt')', tJ"ode 

retribution! Thus tbe Cburch guides the community, lind both r..I1 into the ditch, 
yet both grope 011, in darku ... , still. 
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doDara is derived from tbe uportation of a part of tbis population. "-lh
Il1llel, p. 90. 

Mr. Gholson, when in tbe Virginia Legislature, 18th January, lR31, 
claimed the right of" tbe owner of brood mare8 to their PrudU(It, and 0{ the 
owner of female slaves to their increase ;" and added, .. the legal maxim of 
• partus sequitur ventrem' is coeval with tbe existence of the right of pro
perty itself, and is founded in wiadom and justice. It is on the justice and 
inviolability of this maxim tbst the master (oregoes the service of a female 
slave-bas her nursed and attended during the period of her gestation, and 
raises the bel pless infant offspring. The value of the property justiJies the 
expense; alld I"do not hesitate to say that in ita increase consistll much of 
onr wealth." It is no wonder tbis same gentleman was anxious filr the an
nexation of Texas, declaring that .. he believed the acquisition of Texas 
would raise tbe price of slaves fifty per cent. at least." 

Hon. Henry Clay, of Kentucky, in 1829, delivered an address before tb, 
Kentucky Colonization Society. Aner showing that when the option ex
isted of employing free or slave labor, the first wal the most profitable, he 
remarked-" It is believed that nowhere in the farming portion of the United 
States would slave labor be generally employed, if the proprietor were not 
tempted to raise 8111l7e8 by the high price of the Southern market, which keeps 
it up in bis own." 

We might go into the dp.tails of the Virginia trade, and show the barbari
ties and loss of life which attend it, but we forbear, and content ourselves 
with notices of two dealers in a single town in South Carolina. John 
Wood, of Hamburgh advertised that" he has on hand a likely parcel of Vir
ginia negroes, and receives new supplies ellery fifteen days." John Davis, 
of tbe aame place, advertised for sale, from Virginia, .. one hundred and 
twenty likely young negroes of both sexes," and amollg them .. small girla 
suitable for Dllrses, and several SMALL BOYS WITHOUT THEIR MOTHERS."· 

If any ono is disposed to doubt that this slave trade between 
the States, as well as that from the Federal District, is under 
the control, regulation, and supervision of the Federal Govern
ment, a few matter8 of fact will not only settle that question, 
but show how this" commerce among the several States" has 
been hitherto" regulated" and protected. 

By act of Congress, March 2, 1807, Congress proMbited the 
coastwise slave trade, in vessels of under forty tons burthen. 
This exerc;8e of the power of prohibition shows that it exists, 
and that Congress is con8cious of its existence. The silence of 

• Communiaation signed A. B., in Ntdw/tIJZ Era, Aug. 22, 1850. 
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the slaveholders and slave traders under this exerciae of tbat 
power is a sufficient evidence that tllf!y understood it to be 
legitimate and constitutional. And, undoubtedly, the authority 
'to prohibit a traffic, in vessels of under forty tons burthen, im
plies an authority to prohibit it in vessels of over forty tons 
burthen. But this is not all. 

By the same act, masters of vessels, of over forty tons bur
then, intending to transport slaves, are required to make out 
duplicate manifests of their human cnrgoes, one of which is to 
be deposited with the Collector olthe port i who is to furnish 
the mllllter with a "permit"-" AUTHORIZING him to proceed to 
tile port of destination I"-See Jay's View, p. 90-91. 

Without this "permit" "authorizing" the coastwise slave 
trade, and issued by an officer of the United States, under di· 
rections of a special act of Congress, this species of "commerce 
among the severnl States" cannot be carried on at all. On the 
arrival of the slaver to his port of destination, he must more
over, have anot/ler "permit" from anot/ler United States' Col· 
lector, before he may land a single slave. Thus notoriously 
is this dctestable "commerce among the several States" di
rectly " AUTHORIZED" by the National Congress. And if Con· 
gress wishes to discontinue this policy, it has only to extend 
to "vessels of forty tons burthen" and upward, the prohibition 
of the act of 1807. 

Instend of this, the Nationnl Governmcnt not only" per· 
mi:s" and" authorizes" the American slave trade, but prosti. 
tutes its foreign diplomacy to the shameless purpose of shel· 
tering and protecting it. The evidences are at hund. 

In 1831 the brig Comc~ a regulnr slaver from the Federal 
District for New Orleans was wrecked off the island of Abaco, 
and the slaves carried into New Providence, In 1883, the 
brig Encomium, a slaver from Charleston for New Ol'leans was 
also wrecked near the same place, and the slaves carried into 
the same port. In 1830, the Enterprise, another slaver from 
the District for Charleston, ,vas driven into Bermuda ill dis
tress. In each of these cases, the slaves, instead of being 
accounted cargoes of brute beasts, were regarded by the inhab-
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itants and the authorities of the British provinces as passen
gers-humnn beings-treated with hospitality, and suffered to 
go where they pleased. 1.'hey were free, and their pretended 
owners were neither assisted nor permitted to re-capture them. 
All this was in accordance with the usnges of civilized nations, 
and with that English Common Law upon which our pilgrim 
fathers hnd reposed, and which they claimed as their heritage. 
Prompt measures were, however, taken by the Federal Gov
ernment to demand of the British Government tho market 
tJalue of these cargoe., of" Native Ameneansl" 

This was under the administration of Andrew Jackson-. 
Instructions on the subject to our Minister at the Court of 
St. James, were sent from Washington, in 1831. Another 
dispatch was forwarded in 1832, and a third in 1833. Fresh 
instructions were sent in 1834, 1835, and 1836. The claim 
was importunately urged by the Secretary of State, in 1832, 
as a matter which" must be brought to a conclusion." In 
1836, our Minister was reminded that "in the present state 
of our diplomatic relations with the Government of His Bri
tanic Majesty, tile most immediately pressing of the matters 
with which the United States Legation at London is now 
charged, is the claim of certain American citizens against 
Great Britain, for a number of slaves wrecked in British Isl
ands in the Atlantic." Thus instructed, Mr. Stevenson, our 
Minister, in a communication to Lord Pa.lmerston, went so far 
as to hint that a further neglect to satisfy this demand, might 
"possibly tend to disturb and weaken the kind and amicable rela
tions now so happily sllbsistillfJ between tlte two countries." 

In plain English, it might involve the two nations in 
war I 

This negotiation was made pnblic by the President, in re
sponse to a call from the Senate, in Feb., 1837, for "a copy 
of the correspondence with the Government of Grent Britain 
in relation to the outrage committed on our flng," &c., II by 
seizing the slaves on board the brig' Encomium' nnd 'Enter
prise,' engaged in the coasting trade I" &C. &c.-&e Jay's VteW, 
p.68-63. 
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"We, the people of the United States," are thus made to 
support a Minister in London, at a cost of nine thousand 
dollars outfit, and nine thousand per annum salary, to nego
tiate matters, II the most immediately pressing" of which is, to 
protect the American slave trade I To do this by demanding 
pay of the British Government for slaves liberated by the 
good Providence of God I To dema nd this, as if at the point 
of the bayonet, and with the implied threat of war I 

Who, then, is responsible for this infernal traffic, if not tho 
Federnl administrations who carryon such negotintions, and 
the people of the free states who sustain them in it by their 
votes? 

Another illustration presents itself in the 

CASE OF THE CREOLE: 

.. Nov. 7. 1841, the American brig Creole, bound from Richmond, Va., 
to New Orleans, with a cargo of 102 slaves. waa seized by 19 of the aiana, 
and carried into Naasau, New Providence, one of the British Weat India 
islands. One passenger was killed, and tbe captain and a few others 
wounded. The whole afl'air was managed with a remarkable degree of 
bravery, discretion, and mercy. Every movement indicated an earnest 
desire to rio as little mischief aa possible. consistently with securing their 
own freedom. The ring-leader, a very large and strong mulat&o. waa 
named Madison Wasbington. He bad previously run away from bondage, 
and staid in the family of Hiram Wilson, in Canada. But be grew borne
sick for his wife. whom he len a slave in Virginia; and be determined to 
rescue her at all hazard8. He went baek for this purpose, and was pro
bably caught by his masler, and sold to New Orleans as a punishment. At 
all eVl'lIts, he was next heard of, 88 the hero of the Creole. It is believed 
that his beloved wife \Vaa with him on board tbat vessel. The autborities 
of New Providence declared all tbe slaves free. Four or five of the 
women (supposed to be mistresses of the white men), were at first inclined 
to go back to the United States; but wben the caae bad been truly repre
Bented to them by the colored people of the island, they took tbeir freedom • 

.. Daniel Webster, Secretary of State, officially demanded of Great 
Britain redreas of tbese gricvances, in a style wbich alaveboldera applauded 
to the eIIho. "-N. Y. A.S. Almanac, 1843. 

This wns under the Presidency of John Tyler. 
There was still another and a previous cnse, of a character 

too unique to admit of appropriate classification. but which 
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may as wen be related, in tbis place, as anywhere else. The 
readiness of tbe Federal Executive and other officers of Gov
ernment to subserve the interests of slat·ery in ge'lle'l'a~ is here 
strongly exhibited, though, for once, the Federal Judiciary 
was "revailed upon to interpose, and prevent the consumma
tion intended. 

THE CAPTIVES OF THE AMISTAD • 

.. Nearly all these unfortunate Africans came from Mendi, a country in 
the latitude of the Gallinas River, and probably from three to five hundred 
milel from the Atlantic eoalt. Their average age wal about twenty. 
Some were as old as thirty; and lOme al young al eight or nine. They 
were seized, and, with many others, hurried down to the coast about the 
last of April, 1839, and there, with three or four hundred men and bOYI, 
and about two hundred women and children, were put on board a Ilave ship 
for Havana. Aner the terrible" middle pallSage," placed between decks, 
where \be space is le88 than three feet, they arrived at HaYana. Here 
tbey were put into one of the large pens, or prison-houaes, called Barra
eoons, and offered for sale. In a few days Joseph Ruiz and Pedro Montes 
bought them. Ruiz bought forty-nine, and Montes bought the children, 
three little girls. They put them on board the aehooner Amistad, a coaster, 
for Puerto Principe, Cuba, a few hundred milell from Havana. When they 
were two or three daYII out, they were beaten severely, threatened with 
death, &c. A quarrel took place. The cook and captain were killed, and 
two sailors tied in a boat. Cinquez, the master-llpirit of the whole, as
IUmed the command. He established a strict government over his com
rades, and compelled Ruiz and Montes to steer the schooner for the rising 
sun-their own native Africa. They did so by day, but in the night they 
deceived the Africans, and ran towards the United States. 

"In this way they arrived on the American coast, and came to anchor 
off Culloden Point, Long Island. Here some of them landed, made pur
chases (paying for all they took), and shipped water, intending to proceed 
on their pal!8age, but they were taken possession of by Lieutenant Gedney, 
nf the U.S. brig Washington, and carried into New London, Conn. Judge 
Judson bOllnd them over to the Circuit Court for trial, on the charge of 
murder, &c.; but Judge Thompson decided that our courts have no 
cognizance of offences committed on board Spanish vessels on the high 
lleas. As, however, the velllel, cargo, and Africans had been libelled by 
Gedney and othera for salvage, it was determined that a trial muat take 
place in the District Court. It was held in January, 1840. Judge JudsoD 
decided that the prisoners were native Africans; had neTer been alave. 
legally. He diamissed the libels with costs, and decreed that the Africana 
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ahould be delivered to the Preaident of the United States, to be sent bal)k 
to Africa. But our government, on the demand of the Spani.h miniattr, ap
pealed to tile Circuit Court. This COllrt was held in April, 1840. Judge 
Thompson sustained the appeal, and aa one party or the otber would appeal 
to a higher tribunal, whichever way he might decide, the ease went up to 
the Supreme Court of the United States as a matter of form, for deeiaioD, 
in January, 1841. Thus, these FREI: MEl( were kept in an American jail 
eighteen months! 

.. Nine of the Africans died. They were instructed daily by heneyolent 
persons. They made some progress in reading and apeaking the English 
language j and their conduct was very exemplary. James Covey, a native 
of Mendi, providentially brought to this country, acted as interpreter • 

.. President Van Duren, at tbe request of the Spanish minister, sent a 
U.S. ship to New Haven, to convey the Africans to Cuba, to be given up 
to the Spaniards, in case Judge Judson had not decided as he did." 

At the final trial before the Supreme Court of the United 
States, the Africans were released, and afterwards returned to 
Africn, in company with Missionaries, who went to reside 
among them. 

THE AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE. 

The Federal Government has neglected to take appropriate 
measures for suppressing the African slave trade, and ~as 
winked at the illegal introduction of slaves into this country. 
Though the trade has been interdicted on paper, it has been 
permitted to continue in practice. While the slave breeding 
states IlllVC, from motives of interest, desired earnestly the 
non·importation of slaves from abroad, the slave consuming 
or planting states have, nevertheless, persisted in the illicit 
traffic, and thc Federal Government, with a full knowledge 
of the filCt, ha$, at timcs, winked at its continuance i and the 
national policy, in regard to the subjcct, has been self·contra· 
dictory nnd unstable. In 1811 and in 1814, under the Presi • 

. dency of Mr. Madison, in 1817, in 1818, and 1819, under Mr. 
Monroe, official information of the introduction of foreign 
slaves was in possession of the Government, or the fact was 
successively noticed by official functionaries, as Collectors of 
Customs, the Secretary and officers of the navy, Judges (If 
the Supreme Court, the Attorney General, and Members of 
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Congress. Yet, in 1819, it was certified by Joseph Nourse, 
Register of the Treasury, that the Department contained no 
records of any forfeitures under the Act of 1807 abolishing 
the slave trade 1 He had, however, heard of two recent for· 
feitures. It turned out that one of these cases was an acci· 
dental capture of a slaver, that a collusive or sham forfeiture 
of the bonds had been enacted, and that the owners, master, 
and supercargo, were discllarged / In 1820, a slave vessel, the 
Science, fitted out from New York, and commanded by A. 
Lacoste of Charleston, was captured on the coast oC Africa, 
brought home, and Lacoste convicted before Judge Story, but 
pa:rdulted b!J President Monroe /-Jay'8 V&ew, p. 9.J:-108. 

The history of negotiations carried on between the Govern· 
ments of the United States and Great Britain in 1823 and 
1824, under Mr. Monroe, in connection with other facts, af· 
fords evidence of a persevering and settled duplicity, on the 
part of the American Government, in regard to the suppres· 
sion of the African Slave Trade. By the treaty of 1814, the 
two Governments had mutually promised to use their best en
deavors to abolish the "traffic i1~ 8laves." Mr. Canning, British 
Minister at Washington, in January, 1828, addressed a letter 
to the Secretary of State, J. Q. Adams, reminding him of 
this treaty, (which, by-the-by, he had assisted to negotiate,) 
and calling on the Americnn Government to assent to the 
plan proposed by Great Britain,* or suggest another. The 
House of Representatives, soon nner, requested the President 
to negotiate with the mnritime powers of EllTope nnd America, 
ufor the effectual abolition of the African slave trade, nnd its 
ultimate denunciation a" piracy, under tlle laW8 of nation8 by con· 
Bent of the cit,ilized u·orZel." ~'he President adopted this as the 
basis of llis proposal to Mr. Canning. Thus fllr all seemed 
sufficiently zealous and in earnest. But, mark the existing 
circumstances a.nd the final result: At tbis time the British 
law had not made the slave trade pirncy i nnd, as it could not 
---------------------------

• Tho Brill.h Government, ill 1819, had prol'ollCtl to oor Go,·ernmeut a mutual 
right of sellrch 10 ,I elect s),n'cfB, with e1uvea DctUlllly 00 board, IUld. JIOIIltivl ref'ulal 
to this propod41 bald been returned. 

17 
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be done by treaty, the 'action of Parliament would be needed, 
and might long be delayed or withheld. The offer, therefore, 
was less hazardous. But the British Minister made no demur, 
and proceeded to propose a mutual right of search, under 
limitations and restrictions, to detect slavers. TIns was the 
practical point. But this the American Government declined, 
though Britain, France, Spain, Portugal, Netherlands, Den
mark, Sweden, and Sardinia, have come into the measure. 

Yet the American Government renewed its proposition, by 
authorizing our Minister in England to conclude a treaty, on 
condition of a kgislative prohibition of the slave trade as 
PIRACY. Great Britain took us at our word, and accepted 
the offer. The treaty was regularly drawn up and signed in 
London, March 18, 1824, and Parliament passed a corres
ponding Act, as our government had required. The Senate 
of the United States, however, delayed to ratify the treaty. 
The British Minister at Washington remonstrated. The 
President, as in honor bound, urged the ratification, suggest
ing, naturally enough, that the refusal would expose us to 
II the charge of incincerity respecting the great result of the 
final suppression of the slave trade." The Senate, after long 
debates, ratified the treaty, in a mutilated form, adroitly 
striking out certain words, thus destroying its efficacy, giving 
full security to slavers while on the coast of "America," and 
also to the traffic carried on in "chartered" or hired vessels, 
&c. &c.1 

The British Cabinet, of course, refused to agree to a sham 
treaty, but made several attempts to accommodate or com· 
promise the matter, which our Government promptly declined. 

Negotiations have since been renewed, but the final answer 
of the American Government (as we learn from the Edin
burgh Review for 1886,) wa.~, "that under flO conditiQn, in no 
form, and with flO restrictwn, will the United Slate8 enter into any 
conventwn, or treaty, or combined tjJorts of any 80rt or kind) with 
other flalwns for the 8uppre8wn of th,s trade. n-Jay'8 VWw, pp. 
109 to 118. Under whose administration this answer was 
given, is not stated; but it was probably Gen. Jackson's. 
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A treaty similar to that formed in London, yet exempting 
the coast of AmerICa from its operation, had beb::} concluded 
with the Republic of Colombia, in 1824:, but rejected by the 
United States Senate.-Ib. p. 117. 

In November, 1825, the Colombian Minister at Washing. 
ton, while inviting the United States to send delegates to the 
proposed Congress of Panama. alluded to the suppression of 
the African slave trade, as an object deserving attention in 
that Congress. The document was submitted to the Senate, 
and a committee of that body made a Report, 16th January, 
1826, deprecating, in strong terms, any interference with the 
snbject.--Ib. 118-119. 

All this enables us to appreciate the pretense of desiring 
to make the African slave trade piracy lOr, if the Cabinet 
and Honse of Representatives were honest in that m~ure, 
it betrays a different state of feeling in the Senate. 

The zeal shown by the Government for suppressing the 
Africnn slave trade, and declaring it piracy, in 1817, 1819, 
1822, &c., has, however, a ready solution. It was urged on 
by the Virginia slave breeders, intent upon monopolizing the 
market of the planting states to themselves. " Piracy in .Af 
rica, and protection in America," would have been the appro
priate motto on their escutcheon I A protective tariff, in favor 
of home products, of which the prohibitory tax was to be the 
halter I A beautiful harmony among the successors of the 
"Patriarchs I" 'l'he rising scntiment of the civilized world 
against the slave trade, was surreptitiously subsidized to sub· 
serve the interests of the slave b7·eeders for the southern 
market! 

Very naturally did sllch a zeal against the African slave 
trade connect itself with the Virginian project of colonizing 
their free blacks in Africa I Quite conveniently were the 
measures for suppressing the African slave trade connected 
with measures, much more efficient, for assisting the Coloniza
tion Society, and the former made a cover and pretext for the 
latter, at the expense of the National Government, and with 
the semblance of philanthropy. But if the Act making the 
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8lave trade piracy, can be readily harmonized with the policy 
of Virginia, it is not as readily reconciled with the refusal of 
the Federal Government, the year previous, and ever after
wards, to co-operate with other nations in any efficient eft"orta 
for suppressing it.-&e Jay's View, p. 103-109. 

It may be in place, here, to note down a few brief memo
randa of the Acts of the Federal Government, against the 
foreign slave trade. 

By act of 1794, March 22, Congress prohibited, under for
feitures and fines, the building or equipping of any vessels in 
the United States, for carrying on the traffic in slaves TO ANY 

FOREIGN CouNTRY.-Ingersoll's .Abridgmen~ 670. 8I.roud, 158_ 
By act of May 10, 1800, it was made unlawful to be con

cerned or employed in the transportation of slaves from one 
foreign country to another, on pain of forfeitures, fines, and im
prisonment not exceeding two years.-lb. 672-3. Stroud, 
158-9. 

By act of February 28, 1803, Congress, in behalf of the 
Federal Government, co-operated with such of the Statu as 
had already prohibited the importation of slaves,. assisting 
them in carrying into effect soch laws.-Stroud, 159. 

By act of Congress, March 2, 1807, the importation of slaves 
from abroad WII8 utterly prohibited after January 1, 1808.* 

• One provision of this act, prollibiting tho trnnsportation of slaves from one pon 
to another, in certain vOlIBCls, excitod tbo jealousy of John Randolph, or Roauoke, 
who, tho day af\er ita pauage, thought he laW in it IIOmetbinr bOll&ile to the ~ 
llave trade, and brought forward a snpplemontary bill to avert tbe danger, 

•• Sir," eaid he, .. we mAy Illy what we please About elicn Rnd sedition lAWS, bu~ 
tllie 11&11', in my opinion, is tbe most frightful, tho most llilomiMl>k that was O\'8r 

pueed I Jr thia Jaw went into opomtion, unl ••• the owneN of lIIa"es were ualeep, 
proteetB wollld be Bent Ilpinst it from e\'ery State south of tho Potomac. Iu weD 
might they pass a law prohibiting tho tronsportAtion or !IIaves in wAgOns. JIe 
doubted wbether they would ever see another Southern delegate on that ftoor. For 
one, he had DO hllllitetion. ill eaying-if the Constitution ia to be violated, if the 
entaring wedge is to be dri "en, Id '" ItCtde and UO hom,," 

Old Mr, Smylie answered him: II Tho gentleman from Viltrinia \OIlYI' be will noL 
truat Congrese, and talks of the Sonthern Sta&tes seceding from the Union. If they 
c10 notUke the Union, let them Ny 110. In the name of God, let tbem go; IN Nil 

110 wilAmtl lAma," 
'!'hie _w.r IIOmewhet cooled Mr. Randolph. .. U. complained tJJe& be had heeD 
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Judge Stroud has elaborately and clearly pointed out the 

discrepancies of this act, according to whicb, "tbe negro, 
though illegally imported, yet, if so directed by the &te lAg
i3latUre8, he and his offspring 31,ould be ab301ute IIlD.vu." "The 
Legislat.ure of Louisiana was not tardy in improving the pA"'''. 
kges thus preposterously conferred by Congress." By act of 
March 20, 1809, all slaves imported, in violation of the act of Con· 
gress of 1808, were directed" to be delivered into the bands of 
the trea.surer oj t1~ territory, to be afterwards disposed of as tbe 
legislature should think properl"-&roud, pp.169-162.1 M~ 
tin'3 Digest, 664. "North Carolina and Georgia, respectively, 
adopted a similar law, the former in 1816.-Hayward'3 Man
ual, 645 d. ~: the latter in 18i7-Prince's Diges~ 468." The 
act of Georgia, however, authorized the Governor to hand 
them over to tbe Colonization Society, on payment of ex· 
penses, eke. I-Stroud, p. 162. 

By the act of April 20, 1818, more severe penalties were 
imposed upon the prosecution of tbe slave trade, but "re
enactillg the odious sixth section of the act of 1807, and 
recognizing the laws of the several state legislatures on the 
subject, which have just been commented upon."-&roud, p. 
163; Illgersolfs Abridgment, 680. 

By act of March 2, 1819, the President was empowered to 
employ the Navy for the suppression of the traffic, also to 
provide for keeping and supporting the slaves re-captured, 
and remove them out of the United States, and finally repea~ 
ing the obnoxious provisions of the/oT,ner actS which author
ized their enslavement by the state governments. 

By act of May 15, 1820, (a few weeks after the infamous 
Missouri compromise, and by the same Congress,) the A/rir.a.n 
slave trade was made piratical! "But laws do not execute 

misrepresented. He had not threateDed a diaaolutlon or the Union. However, he 
laid, if union and man\lmi •• ion or a1avea aru put in the 1CIIiea, In tmloIa.tid: 1M _ ..... 

Thill aecount ie taken from the Pr/)~ Gunu, of July, 1820, now berore III, 
in which (duriDg the political CODte&t in Rhode Jalalld, growiDg out of the lIiuoarl 
question) it waa II copied from a newapaper printed in the yeaT 1807." 
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• 
~emselves, Bnd if any slave trader hIlS suft'ered deat.h in t.he 
United States, as B pirate, we confess our ignorance of the 
fact."-Juy'_ Vzew, p. 108. 

Not.withst.a.nding this repeal, the State of Alabama, Jan. I, 
1823, passed "an act to carry into effect the laws ofthe United 
St.a.tes, prohibiting the slave trade," in which-with singular 
eft'rontery-" the laws of the United St.ates" on the subject, 
were grossly violated, by authorizing the Governor to sel~ for 
the be7.efit of the _tate, all perS01Ul of colhr who should be brought 
into the state contrary to tlie laws of the Um~ed Slates proltiln~ing 
the slaw trade I I I-&e Toulman's Digest, 643 j Sb"oud, 164 . 

.. Tbe laws of the United States," in accordance with the 
Constit.ut.ion, are "the supreme law' of the land i and the 
judges in every st.a.te shall be bound t.hereby, anyt.hing in the 
Constit.ution or laws of any state to tbe contrary notwit.h· 
standing."-U. S. Oomtitution, Art. V. And yet we know of 
DO action of the Federal authorities, or of the courts of Ala· 
bama, for setting aside this open and flagrant insult. to a law 
of Congress by a state legislature. 

Tbus it is that t.he Federal Government puts down the Af 
"Can slave trade by calling it "pirac!l." 
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CHAPTER XXII. 

FURTHER ACTION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNKENT.-CONTJN

UED SUBSERVIENCY OF THE NATIONAL DIPLOllACY TO THE 

DEllANDS OF THE SLA. VEHOLDERS. 

Negotiations with Grellt Britain and Mexico (or tho lIurrendering of fllgltive alav_ 
Compensation obtained of Great Britain for Iinves OIlptured-N egotiatioDI with 
Spain llD<i tbe Sooth Amerioon Republics, to prevent emancipation In Cuba
Threat of preventing it by (01'1)8 ot arms. 

WE have already seen the corps diplomatic employed at the 
national expense (both of money and honor) for the protec
tion of the American domestic slave trade, and in shameful 
evasion of the admitted obligation of assisting to suppress 
the African slave trade. But this is not the only vile service 
to which the diplomacy of the nation has been subjected by 
the slave power. 

The Federal Government has negotiated with Great Britain 
and with Mexico, for the surrendry of fugitive slaves, and 
has actually obtained compensation from Great Britain for 
slaves captured in war, or taking refuge on board their armed 
vessels. 

During the last British war, American slnves sometimes 
absconded, and took refuge on board the arDled vessels of the 
enemy. Slaves were also captured, at times, and carried off. 
In negotiating the treaty of peace, this matter was not for
gotten. Our Commissioners at Ghent, (Messrs. Clay, Bayard, 
Russell, Gallatin, and John Quincy Adams,) ,vere carefully 
instructed by Mr. Monroe, then Secretary of State, uuder Mr. 
Madison, to "insist" upon the return of the slaves taken 
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from the southern stntes, or full payment for their value. So 
adroitly did the Commissioners fulfil their trust that they not 
only obtained compensation for the slaves captured, but also, 
(as ultimately settled) for those who had absconded to the ves
sels of Britain. The application of the treaty to the case of 
the latter, was contested by the British Cabinet. The decisiou 
was referred to the Emperor of Russia, who, in 1818, decided 
in favor of the American claim, whicb, at length, in 1836, 
was liquidated, with interest, amounting to one million two 
hundred and four thowand dollars.-Jay's Vi·ew, pp. 53-58. 

Thus, though the treaty of peace did not contain a sin
gle stipulation for securing either one of the objects. for which 
America had ostensibly declared the war, (" free trade, sailors' 
rights," &c.,) yet it did contain ample and even exorbitant 
remuneration for jugitit·e slaves. On tMs issue, during the 
negotiation, was suspcnded the question of peace or con
tinued war I 

Another negotiation with Great Britain, concerning fllgi
tive slaves, . took place under the administration of John 
Quincy Adams, Henry Clay being then Secretary of State, 
and had special reference to those who had taken refuge in 
Canada. The House of Representntives, May 10, 1828, 
requested the President to open a negotiation with the Brit
ish Government, for the surrendry of these fugitives. At 
the next session, the House called on the President to inform 
them of the result. "The President immediately submitted 
a mass of documents to the House, from which it appeared" 
(says Mr. Jay,) "that the zeal of the Executive in behalf 
of I the peculiar institution' had anticipated the wishes of the 
Legislature. 'I'wo years before the interference of the House, 
viz: on the 19th of June, 1826, Mr. Clay, Secretary of State, 
had instructed Mr. Gallatin, American minister in London, 
to propose a stipulation for' a mutual Burrendry of all persons 
held to service or labor, under the 11l.ws of either party who 
escape into the territories of the other.'" Mr. Clay dwelt on 
the number of fugitive slaves in Canada, and suggested the 
benefits, to West India planters, from such a stipulation. In 
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February, 1827, the subject was again urged. upon Mr. Galla
tin, informing him that a similar treaty had just been nego
tiated with Mexico. In July, the British ministe1" declined 
the proposal. Mr. BarbouT, the successor of Mr. Gallatin, 
was directed to renew the application. He did so, but was 
answered promptly by the British minister, that the "law of 
Parliament gave freedom to cve'ry 8lave who effected !tis k1nding 
on British ground."-Jay'8 Vrew, p.47-60. The reader will 
readily trace this "law of Parliament tI to the decision of 
Lord Mansfield in the Somerset case, and to the sagllcity and 
perseverance of Gran ville Sharp. 

As to the treaty negotiated with Mexico, the Mexican 
Congress refused to ratify it. The refusal, as will appear in 
the sequel, was among the real grounds of our quarrel and 
war with Mexico, but it was not prudent to inVAde the do
minions of Great Britain. 

The Federal Government, by iUl diplomacy, has labored 
effectually to preveut the abolition of slavery in the neigh
boring Spanish Island of Cuba, lest such an occurrence should 
seriously affect the stability of slavery in our own Southern 
States. 

The immediate cause of alarm was the war raging between 
Spain and her American Colonies, and the prospeot that the 
latter would throw off the dominion of the parent govern
ment, as the North American Colonies of Great Britain had 
done. The ordinary vicissitudes of war might emanoipate 
the slaves of Cuba, but tohe danger was increased by the fact 
that the Spanish Colonies on this Continent had shown a dis
position to extend to all their inhabitants, irrespective of color 
or condition, the liberties for which they were contending. 
Some of them had already abolished slavery, and others of 
them were taking measures in that direotion. If Cilba 
should share ill the revolution, the Ca.ban slaves would doubt
less become free. 

Through the American Minister at· Madrid, Mr. Everett, 
the Spanish Government was accordingly implored by the 
Cabinet atW ashington to become reconciled to the colonies. 
Could this interference be traced to a love of peace, or an 
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earnest desire for the independence of Spanish America, it 
might be regarded with admiration. But the instructions of 
our government to Mr. Everett, by the Secretary of State, 
Mr. Clay, forbid us thus to interpret the proceeding. II It u 
notfor the new Republics, n (said Mr. Clay to Mr. Everett,) II that 
the President wishes you to urge upon Spain the expediency 
of concluding the war." He proceeded to hint at the probable 
effects upon Porto Rico and Cuba, intimated that the" people 
of the United States could not be indifferent spectators," and 
that the possible contingencies of a protracted war might bring 
upon the Government of the United States duties and obligatwM 
Ute performance of which, however painful it shouW. be, they might 
not be at liberty to decline. n 

In other language, it would be the duty of the American 
Government to prevent those islands from becoming the the
atre of tbe war, even if the effort should involve the Uilited 
&ala in a war to prevent it I 

This letter was dated April 21, 1825. Of course it was 
under the Presidency of Mr. Adam~ and among the earliest 
acts of his administration. The significancy of the transaction 
is made, if possible, still plainer, by the tone soon after held 
by the administration towards our incipient sister republics, 
who, in the enthusiasm of their young love of liberty, had 
confidingly invited us to sit in council with them, at their pro
posed Congress of American Republics at Panama j nn invi
tation to which the public pulse in t.he United States-at least 
at the North-beat a hearty response. Messrs. Anderson and 
Sargeant were appointed our Ministers to that Congress. But 
in his Mt.er of instructions to them, May 8, 1826, our Secre
tary, Mr. Clay, gives them to understand the real object of 
their mission to that Congress of Freedom. It was rumored, 
and doubtless with good reason, that Colombia. and Mexico 
meditated a descent upon Cuba, with a force that should con
fcr upon its inhabitants a share in the blessings they were 
seeking. Such an enterprise, however, the Government of ~he 
United States would by no meaM permit. THIS message, their 
Ministers at Panama were required to convey to them. And 
it was given in language sufficiently explicit and peremptory. 
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"The United States," (they were to be told,) "have too much 
at stak in the fortunes of Ouba to allow them to see a war of ",&va
sWn p7'08eCuted in a desolating manner, and ONE RACE of tile in
lwhitants comhating against another." "Tile dut!l to defend 
themselves against the contagion of such a new and dangerous ex· 
ample, would constrain them, even at the hazard of losing the 
jri£rulfhip of Mexico and Colombia, to employ all the means 
necessary to their security." 

That is, the United States would sooner go to war with 
Colombia and Mexico-would sooner join with despotic Spain 
in reducing them to their former condition-than to stand 
neutral and see the same liberation extended to Cuba I 

Cold comfort this to the new republics in our neighborhood, 
just throwing off the yoke of European bondage I THIS was 
the message conveyed them by the administration of Mr. 
Adams, at a time when the bulk of our northern citizens were 
exulting, in their simplicity, at the idea of holding a friendly 
and fraternal conference, at Panama, with our new republican 
neighbors. They knew, indeed, that certain southern mem
bers of Congress had blustered when the subject of the mis
sion was under debate in both Houses, had denounced the 
new republics as "buccaneers, drunk with their new-born lib
erty," because they had abolished slavery; even threatening 
to prevent the liberat.ion of Porto Rico and Cuba, by force of 
arms. But they did not then know that the Federal Execu
tive and Cabinet were in sympathy with them. 

The threat had the desired effect upon Colombia and Mexi
co; the enterprise was abandoned, and Ouba remains enslaved I 

The fears of our Government were not, however, at once 
allayed. The war continued, and Cuba might yet become 
free. Mr. Van Buren, Secretary of State under President 
Jackson, on the 22d of October, 1829, instructed our Minister 
at Madrid, Mr. Van Ness, to press on Spain a termination of 
~he war. "Considerations," he remarked, "connected with a 
certain class of our population, ma.lce it the interest of the southern 
section of the Union that no attempt should be made in that 
island to throw off the yoke of Spanish dependence."-J"ay's 
Vaew, p. 120-127. 
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CHAPTER XXIII. 

FURTHER AC'l'ION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT-HAY'l'I

FLORIDA-THE SEMINOLE WAR. 

Non-intcreoune with Hayti-Ref'uaal to acknowlodge ita independe_Jn .. ,.ioD of 
Florid .. whilo a BJlIUIiah provinoe, to break up a fartl'C8ll of fugitive ela..-
Threatened Conquest of Florida by tho Georgiana-Pllrchaso of Florid_Florida 
JudiBns-Seizuro of Osceola'. wife, u • alave-SemiDole War-Indians hunted 
with blood-hound&. 

WE are burthened with the accumulated instances and 
modes in which our Federal Government has sustained slavery. 
We cannot proceed with the minute details. We will hasLily 
advert to a few other topics. 

TREATMENT OF HAYTI. 

The American Government hns manifested an inveterate 
and continual hostility to Hayti, for no reason but because 
Hayti is an independent nation of emancipated slaves. To 
the present hour we have neglected to recognize the inde
pendence of Hayti. and maintain no diplomatic relations with 
her, though our commercial intercourse with the island has 
been more important than with several of the European na
tions, with whom, at a great expense, we maintain such rela
tions. By this neglect, numbers of our citizens having claims 
on the Haytien Government ·have been provided with no 
means of indemnity. Tbe American Congress, in February, 
1806, during the administration of Mr. Jefferson, suspended 
commercial intercourse with Hayti, in servile obedience to the 
arrogant and peremptory demand of Napoleon, who was intent 
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OD reducing the inhabitants to submission, by starvation. At 
the Congress of Panama, before mentioned, our Ministers 
were instructed to declino any recognition of Hayti.-JaY'8 
v~w, pp. 127-144. 

INVASION OF FLORIDA AND DBSTRUOTION OF FUGITIVE BLA VBS 

WHILE FLORIDA WAS A SPANISH PROVINCE. 

This demonstration was made under the administration ot 
Mr. Madison, and in conformity with directions from MI'. 
Crawford, Secretary of War, addressed to General Jackson, 
March 15, 1816. General Jackson had, however, anticipated 
these directions. The object, openly avowed, was to break 
up a fort of between 250 and 300 blacks, who, it was said, 
enticed and protected negroes from the frontiers of Georgia. 
A gun·boat, by order of Commodore Patterson, fired upon the 
fort j the magazine exploded, and nearly three hundred In· 
dians and negroes, men, women, and clLildren, were killed or 
mortally wounded.-Ib. p. 50-52. 

PURCHASE OF FLORIDA. 

But the trouble did not cease. President Monroe was 
harassed with numerous letters from slaveholders in Georgia, 
declaring that their slaves were escaping continually into 
Florida, aDd finding an asylum there,* and if the Province 
was not secured by treaty, the· Georgians would take it by 
force. These facts, according to Timothy Pitkin,t were stated 
in a secret session of the House of Representatives, on the 
subject of the treaty, in 1819. The treaty of purchase (a' 
tlu national ezpen.se, five miUio718 of dollar8) was concluded that 
lame year. 

• Tbou~h alavery existed in Florida, it WUII oC 11 much nlilder typo than that or 
the UII\Ied States. Free colored people enjoyed greatIII' 118Cnrity. lind the COlllltl'J 
allbrded rllClilitia. for the secretion of fllgitiv"", or tboil .llb.lli»~DCO iD relroatd or 
cJi1Ilcult 8OCeM. alld among Illdian •• 

t 0_""'1 A. S. JlII9., Jan .• 1888,·p. 197. 
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THE SEMINOLE W A.B. 

Florida was nevertheless destined to be the theatre of a 
pro-slavery war, prosecuted by the government of the United 
States. 'l'hc Seminole Indians inhabited the marshy portions 
of that country. Fugitive slaves took refuge with them, and 
sometimes intermarried among them. Osceola, one of their 
chiefs, became the hero of a painfully interesting tragedy, 
illustrative of this condition of things. The following is from 
an account of him by M. M. Cohen: 

" OBceola, or Powell, as be was called by the whiteB, had a wife to whom 
he was much attached, whose MOTHER was a mulatto, who ran away, wu 
adopted by the Indian., and married one of their chief.. Though the 
FATHER was free, yet the children, by the law of the South, lake the condi. 
tion of the MOTHER. Osceola'. WIFE was seized aB a Blave by a penon 
claiming her under the right of her MOTHn'. FORMER MAlTER! The high 
spirited hUBband attempted to defend her, but was overpowered, and put ill 
irons by Thompson, who commanded the party." "Thi. transaction haa 
been said to be the origin of the war in Florida."-Quor. A. 8. Mtlg., 
Vol. II., p. 419. 

In this war Osceola was a conspicuous leader. He was 
perfidiously captured by the American Generals Herandez 
and Jessup, being surrounded by two hundred horsemen 
while "holding' a talk," or negotiation, with his captors, in 
October, 1837. This was under the administration of Presi
dent Jackson. 

The cost to the United States of this long protracted slave 
hunt (fur it was nothing else), has been estimated at fony 
millions of dollars. "What has the North to do with 
slavery 7" 

In this war, the Americ..'ln flag was disgraced by the impor
tation of blood-hounds from Cuba, and the employment of 
them in hunting down the Indians, by advice and under 
the direction of General Zachary Taylor, whose services in 
the Seminole and Mexican wars-both for t.he bene1it of 
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slavery-were rewarded with the Presidency of the United 
States. It is quite remarkable that many who were loud in 
their condemnation of the administration of Gen. Jackson, 
on account of the use of the blood-hounds, were afterwards 
the zealous supporters of Gen. Taylof, the idol of the South. 
Thus do OUf parties bind us to slavery. 
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CHAPTER XXIV. 

FURTHER ACTION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT-.ACQUISI· 

TIOY OF TEXAS. 

Blavery aboli.hed in Mexico, including Texn.'l-Emigrntion of American Slaveholders 
and Slu\"CII to Texas-Attempted seizure of Texaa by Americans in 1819-Coospi
rn01 of Bettlers at Nacogdoches, in 1826-Scheme to purehllSe 'fe:ra.', l82f-Mes
ican refu",,1 to lieU-Texan Land Companies in the States-Armed emigration to 
re\"olutionize Tox_Meetings of "ympathy in the States-No Executive actioD 
apinst it--StnncLi.rd of revolt rnised in Texaa-Proelamation of Independence 
and re-establi.ohment of a1avory-RemonMtranco of the Mexican Mini8ter-Men· 
dacious reply of Mr. }'orsyth-Gen. Gaines 8tationed noor the frontier to coDnte
nance tho re\"olters-Battle of Snn Jacinto-Defeat of Sllnta Anna-Acknowledg
ment by the Amerieau (lo\'omment of Texan Independenco--Proposen union 
mth the Stnte~Vurions ob~tncles and delnya-Final admil5Sion of Texaa, in 1'", 
and speedy hOlitilities with Mcxico. 

TEXAS was a province of Mexico, and Mexico was a colony 
of Spain. In the general struggle of the Spanish American 
colonies to throw oft' the Spanish yoke, Mexico took a part, 
and asserting her independence, took measures in forming 
her ('onstituLion of government, in 1824, for the prospective 
but complete abolition of slavery. Having achieved her 
indepenuence, she proceeded to cut short the tardy process 
of gradual extinction, by proclaiming the immediate and 
entire abolition of slavery, and the emancipation of all the 
sla ... e~, September 15,1829.* 

f}'exas WtlS of course included, with thc rest of Mexico, 
under these acts. But Texas was in process of scttlement by 
emigrants from our American slave States, who had gone 

• Que.rt".~.4. 8. JfGg., Jan., 1886, p. 195 i .!a,·, Ntzicar6 JJ""Gr, p. 11. 
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thither with slaves, and with the view of extending their 
fuvoritc "institution" into that new and fertile country. 
Lawless adventurers from the United States, under James 
Long, had attempted the forcible seizure of Texas for this 
purpose, as early ns 1819,* while the country was a portion 
or Mexico, and under the jurisdiction of the Spanish Govern
ment, with which we were at peace j but the enterprise had 
failed. When it was seen that the young Mexican Republic, 
by its Constitution of 182-1, had provided for the gradual 
extinction of slavery, a body of American settlers, near 
Nacogdoche.q , under a leader of the name of Edwards, raised 
the standard of insurrection ill 1826, declaring Texas inde
pendent, but were soon put down by the Mexican forces. 
"The united Provinces of Coahuila and Texas formed one 
State, and its Constitution, adopted in 1827, contained an 
article giving freedom to all who should be hereafter born, 
and prohibiting the introduction of slaves. lit 

Such was the position of things in Texas when the Mexi
can proclamation, of Sept. 15, 1829, emancipated every slave 
ill the Mexican dominions. This produced the greatest dis
satisfaction among the American emigrants in Texas, and they 
determined to resist the execution of the la\v. For this pur
pose, one of them was deputed to the United States to procure 
arms and ammunition. In the distracted and feeble cOlldition 
of Mexico, the new party then just coming into power fclt it 
politic or necessary to relax the decree, so far as '!'exas was 
coneerned, permitting a modilled upprcnticeship of the eman
oipated slaves, but providiug that no indentures or eontrnets 
should be valid for more than ten years from their respeetive 
dates.+ 

'I'his relaxation prevented an immediate rupturr-, but neither 
the 'I'cxan settlers, nor their friends in the United States, 
were s:ltisfieJ, nor had they been before t11e emancipation 
decree had gone forth. The settlers wanted the unrestricted 

• Jay'- Mexican Wa" p. 12. t lb. 
t Quarltrlu .J.. S. J{1l1., Jan., 1836, p. 19S. 
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restoration and perpetuity of slavery. Our slave consuming 
States wanted an open field for slave emigration and security 
from a free border for fugitives. Our slave brteding States 
could brook no curtailment of their pr~pective privilege of 
a growing market. Texas must be made slave territory at 
all hazards. Rut the settlers were too weak to resist success
fully the Mexican government. E:;:peditions fitted out from 
the United States, at tlte expense of flle slavelwlder-s, in 1819 
and in 1826, had been found insufficient. What could be 
done? 

The plan was soon decided upon. Texas must be pur
chased of Mexico, at tIle expense of tlte United States. The 
Federal Government must do for the slaveholders, what they 
could not do for themselves. 

The prosecution of this plan was attempted under the 
administration of Mr. Adams, Mr. Cluy being Secretary of 
State, by whom, in March, 1827, Mr. Poinsett, our Minister 
in Mexico, was instructed to offer one milli.on of dollars for 
the purchase. Under President Jackson, in 1829, the bid was 
raised to five millions, and when the offer was declined, Mr. 
Poinsett offered the Mexican government A LOAN OF TEN 

lIILLIONS, proposing to take 'l'exas in pawn until repaid, 
intending, of course, to get possession, stock it with slaves, 
and keep it at all events I This offer was justly considered an 
insult. This same year, Thomas H. Benton, Judge Upshur, 
Mr. Gholson, and other prominent Southern statesmen us well 
as editors, openly urged the necessity of acquiring Texas as 
a means of extending slavery and improving tile slave market. 

The negotiation was relinquished as a fuiJure. The Mexi
cans refused to dismember their republic by selling Texas. 
This, too, after having also refused, in 1827, as before noticed, 
to stipulate for the surrendry of fugitive slaves. From this 
ame it was resolved to get Texas by force. If the vineyard of 
Naboth could not- be purchased from him for money, he could 
be killed, and the field taken for nothing.* 

• 1 KiDge, chap. ui. 
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Now came the era of Texan land companies-armaments
invasions-insurrections. Extensive tracts of land, said to 
have been obtained by grants from the Mexican government, 
came into our American market, and were speculated upon 
by capitalists, gamblers, politicians, and demagogues. These 
purchases secur~d only a title to the soil, under Mexican iuris. 
diction. But that which the purcltasers were after was slave 
plantations, and this end could not be obtained without wrest· 
ing Texas from the jurisdiction of Mexico_ Not a little of 
this capital was invested by citizens of the non-slaveholding 
states. Three of the principal Texan land companies were 
established in the City of New York, the scrip being of little 
value while Texas remained under the anti·slavery laws of Mex
ico, but was expected to rise rapidly whenever Texas became in· 
dependent. Recruits of volunteers from the United States were 
at length openly enlisted for this enterprise, and proceeded to 
Texa.q , under popular military commanders, who publicly an· 
nounced their intentions, and advertised in the public prints 
for the number of men they respectively wished to employ. 
Armed emigraticm was now all the rage. Public meetings of 
the .. Friends of Texas" were advertised and held, at which 
speeches were made in favor of assisting the Texans, military 
companies of emigrants were paraded, and the enthusiasm 
raised to a high pitch. In Mississippi, in Florida, in North 
Carolina, in various parts of the Slave States, and even in 
Cincinnati, Ohio, were these scenes witnessed, and arms and 
ammunition openly purchased to aid in these expeditions. 
Ou their starting from their places of rendezvous, the Gazettes 
and Journals of the day exultingly heralded their departure. 

All this was in flagrant and gross violation of our peaceful 
relations with Mexico, in violation of the laws of nations, and 
the laws of the land, which forbid any expeditions against 
nations with whom we are at peace. Aaron Burr had been 
arrested and tried for the crime of attempting a similar in
va.'1ioD of Mexico, in 1807. Presidents Washington, in 1798, 
JefieJ'flon in 1806, Madison in 1810, and Van Buren in 1888, 
had issued proclamations forbidding our citizens to invade the 
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provinces of other nations, or intermeJdle with their internal 
dissensions. But no such proclamation was issued by Presi
dent Jackson on this occasion, though no emergency more 
loudly demanding the measure had ever before occurred. 

Under these circumstances it was, and by these means, that 
the standard of revolt was raised in 1'exas, by the American 
settlers, against the government of Mexico, which was, at that 
time, weakened by dissensions at home. The colonists, in 
1888, organizcd themselves into a distinct and separate state, 
preparatory to independence, because the people of Coahuila, 
with whom they were associated, were not favorable to the 
measure. Mexico refused to recognize this new organization. 
The standard of open rebellion in Texas was then raised, the 
small body of Mexican troops were driven out, and II on the 
2d of March, 1886, the insurgents issued their decla,'ation of 
independence, and fifteen days afterwards adopted a constitu
tion establishing PERPETUAL SLAVERY." "Of the fift!l-seven 
signers to this declaration" of independence, fifty were emi
grants from the slave states, and only three Mexicans by birth, 
and these, it is said, were largely interested in Texan land 
speculations. * 

"Nothing." says Mr. Van Buren, "is more true or more 
extensively known than that Texas was wrested from Mexico, 
and her independence established through the instrumentality 
'of 'citizens of the United States."t Mr. Clay, while the ques
tion of the annexation of Texas was pending, aUuded to the 
same fllct as a reason why our government should not be 
precipitntc in that measure, in advance of the recognition by 
Mexico herself, lest the civilized world should upbraid our 
rapacity. * 
. The Mexican Minister at Washington, in the meantime, had 
remonstrated against these proceedingR, In October, 1835, he 
informed the Secretary of State that large numbers of vessels 
were about to sail from New York with military stores for the 

• Jay'. NIlriC:lA Jrar, p. 211. t n. 
t W. atate the substance from memo!,)" tbelpeech not hom,.t baDd. 
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insurgents, and that an armed schooner had sailed for Texas 
from New Orleans, without papers from the Mexican consul. 
Our Secretary, Mr. Forsyth, thereupon addressed circulars to 
the several District Attorneys, directing them, in generallerm8, 
to prosecute violations of treaties with foreign nations, but no 
efficient measures were taken, and no offenders were punished. 
A District Attorney in Ohio, SOOIl after, made an address at a 
Texan meeting, in favor of assisting the Texans 1 To a second 
remonstrance of the Mexican Minister, 1\Ir. Forsyth very coolly 
and mendaciously replied that the Government had done aU 
in its power to prevent interference 1 

A few days before this assurance, General Gaines was di· 
rected by the President to take a position near the frontier, 
ostensibly to prevent the contending part.ies from enten·llg our 
tern"lory, of which there was no danger. He was not directed 
to prevent regiments raised in the United States from invading 
Texas 1 Under pretense of defending our frontiers, he next 
marched his troops into Texas, against the remonstranl'.e8 of 
the Mexican Minister, with the evident object of affording 
countenance to the insurgents, and, if necessary, assist them 
against the Mexican forces, under pretense of defending our 
frontier. Some hundreds of his soldiers deserted and joined 
the Texans. There they remained and served wltile they were 
wanted. General Gaines then offered thom a full paTdDn "on 
condition of their return. 

Thus encouraged and aided, the Texans, or rather t.he 
American armed emigrants, fought the decisive battle of San 
Jacinto, and defeated Santa Anna, in May, 1836. The intelli· 
gence was transmitted to our Ameru:an President, Jackson, by 
the American Genera~ Gaines, who indulged the anticipation 
that, in consequence of the victory, "THIS MAGNIFICENT AC
QUISITION TO OUR UNION" would grace his administrntion.
Jay's Mexican WaT, p. 80. 

And all this is said to have been done without violating 
our relations of peace with Mexico 1 

On the opening of Congress in December, 1836, President 
Jackson recommended a. prudent delay in acknowledging the 
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independence of Texas, till "tlu: lapse of time or 1M COtl,. 0/ 

events" should have proved her ability to maintain her posi
tion. This proved to have been n ruse to allay the fears of 
the fdends of freedom. Not long after, the President urged 
Congress to put at his disposal a naval force to act against 
Mexico in case she failed to make prompt arrangements for 
satisfying our pecuniary claims against her. With such a 
force he could easily get into a war with Mexico, and then 
" tIle course of events tt would soon lead to the acknow]edgmen\ 
of 1.'exan independence. "This proposition was coldly re
ceived." "The session was to close the third of March, 1837." 
By the most dexterous management of the House of Repre
sentatives, and the- concurrence of the Senate, near the close 
of tbe session, the independence of Texas was acknowled~ 
and a salary provided a Minister to the new nation I A Min.· 
ister was immediately nominated by the President, and con
firmed by the Senate, the last day of that administration.
Jay's View, p. 153. 

Nothing was now wanting to complete the drama of Texas, 
but her admission into the Union. 1.'he strong opposition, 
at the North, against this measure, delayed it for about eight 
years, and until near the close of Mr. Tyler's administration, 
in March, 1845. 

The Texan Congress took measures, as early as 1836, (be
fore our government had acknowledged their independence,) 
for proposing a union with the United States, but on the ex
press condition of t.he ,I FREE A~D UNMOLESTED ACTBORITY 

OVER their slave populution." In 1837 the negotiation was 
opened by t.he 'rexnn Mmister at Wasbington. Mr. Van 
Buren prudently declined on the ground that tbe United 
Stutes were, at present, at peace with Mexico, and tbat power 
had not acknowledged the independence of Texas. As the 
excitement against annexation increased in tbe free States, tho 
proposition oC Texas was formally witbdrawn, and the appre
hension of annexation was, by tbis movement, allayed. 

In the mean time, tbe emigration to Texas from the free 
States began to alarm the guardians of slavery. In 1842 t.he 
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ex-President of Texas, General Lamar, addressed a letter to 
his friends in Georgia, urging tbe necessity of annexation, lest 
the anti-slavery party in Texas sbould change tbe Constitution, 
and abolish slavery_ He added that though the anti-slavery 
party were now a minority, yet the majority of the people of 
Texas were not slaveholders_ The clamor of tbe South for 
annexation was no\v revi ved_ A false alarm, without the 
least shadow of foundation, ,vas got up, that England intended 
in some way, to interfere in the affairs of Texas, and insist on 
tbe abolition of slavery. The British Government disclaimed 
any such intention.* Yet President 1'yler negotia.ted witb 
Texas a treaty of annexation, in tbe face of earnest remon
strances from the Mexican Minister at Washington, and the 
instrument was signed by the Secretary of State, Mr. Calhoun. 
The Senate of the United States, however, refused its ratifica
tion of the treaty. This was in April, 1844, and it was not 
until March 1st, 1845, jILc;t before the close of Mr. Tyler's ad
ministration, tha.t the measure was carried by joint resolution 
of both Houses of Congress, after a severe struggle, and in di
rect violation of the Federal Constitution, wbich invests the 
treaty-making power in the President and Senate. Texas 
assented July 4tb, and was formally received tbe 22d of De
cember. 

Hostilities with Mexico soon followed; but we must, in a 
way of digression, go back and give some account of an at
tempt of tbe slaveholders upon that country, about forty years 
previous. 

• Mr. Calhonn, while Secretary of Stato, in April, 18«, officially deolared, in • 
letter to the Americiln Ag<:nt at Mexico, that the annexlltioll of TCXR8 had beeD 

"forced on tho GO\'ernmcnt of tho United StIlte~ in self-defenllC, in cons~qllenoe ot 
the policy adopted by G/'CAt Britain ill r'.lerellCe to tile abolitioll 'If ./dfHIf'lI ill Tuu." 

Tho IICCIIBalioll was fltl~e-tho con/e"ioll was truo. Sla"f'lI WIIA at Lhe bottom of 
the matter. Eight yool'll before thid (M~y 27, 1836). long bctore there WIIB any pre
tense of Briti$h interferencc, Mr. Calhonn had said in tho Senato, .. There ore powor
ful reosons why Texas should be a part of thi. Union. Tho Southern Stato~, owning 
a .lau, papula'ion, "'ero deeply interested in pre\"onling that conntry from havinr 
the power to anlloy thcm." On tbo 19th of Febrlll1TY, 1IU7, Genornl UOlll'ton, 
nnder whose dire.ltion~ the treaty betwoen Tox .. ' and Mexico hnd been negotiated, 
declared, in the Senate, .. England nover proposed tho subject of a1a\'ory or of abo-
1W0n. to TeXllll." 

Digitized by Google 



280 GBEAT Sl'BUGGLE BETWDN 

CHAPTER XXV. 

CONSPIRACY FOR THE CONQUEST OF ?IEXICO AND THE DlSRUP

TURE OF THE FEDERAl. mnO:i IN l806-cONTROI.LING POW

ER OF TIlE CONSPIRATORS OVER TIlE FEDERAL JUDICIARY. 

Arro..t of Colonel Aaron Bnrr, lS07-IIis prcviouR history-Detection of the plot by 
Gon. Wm. Eaton-Sketeh of bis hilltory-Object of tho con8pimcy-A South
WeHlern Empire, including slu"cliolding Mexico and the American slave Stetoll
Exteut and power of the conspiracy-Promincnt men-Trial of Burr-SympathJ 
of the South-Arts successfully employed for bis acquittal. 

WE shall venture to fix here an earlier date thaD is com
monly given, to the machinations and attempts of prominent 
citizentl, statesmen, capitalists, and military men, chiefly, 
(though not exclusively,) of the South and Southwest, for the 
conquest or dismemberment of Mexico, and with n special 
view to the security and expansion of the slave system. The 
time, we think, hn.~ now fully come, when, upon a full review 
of the past, connecting nearer and more familiar events with 
those more remote and obscure, and reuding the more distant 
in the light of the more recent, we may better understand the 
secret springs of certain movements which caused no little ex
citement and surprise, in their day, presenting a riddle which 
(C\V Northern statesmen then on the stage appeared fully to 
comprehend. 

The arrest and trial of Col. Aaron Burr, under Mr. Jeffer
son's administration, in 1807, fills a. brief parngraph or two 
in our popular histories. But a well-digested manual and 
review of the facts that came out on the trial, and that occu
pied the political journals of that day, could they now be col
lected and published, would make " thrilling and highly· 
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instructive volume. The details were altogether astound
ing. 

Colonel Burr, as a politician, as a statesman, and a.~ n mili
tary man, held rank among the first men of the country. As 
a competitor with Mr. Jefferson for the Presidency, he received 
from the people precisely the same number of electoral votes. 
In the House of Representatives, in 1801, it required thirty
five ba1lotings to decide between the two, when a change of 
one vote resulted in the election of Mr. Jefferson; but, liS the 
Constitution then stood, Colonel Burr was, of course, invested 
with the Vice·Presidency for four yoor3.* 

The sudden arrest of so prominent a ·statesmnn for high 
treason, and in a time of general quiet, was like a clap of 
thunder out of a clear sky. It produced a sensation the most 
profound and extensive. Except for his slaughter of Gen. 
Alexander Hamilton, in a duel, in July, 1804, Col. Burr, 
though of loose private morals, had stood before t.he country 
in general, unsuspected of crime. The occasion of t.he duel 
was this: Col. Burr, having been supplanted in the affec
tions of the democratic party by his only rival, Mr. Jeffer
son, became cool in his party attachments, and was appa
rently in the attitude of changing sides. At t.his crisis, a 
portion of the Federal party in the State of New York pro
posed him as their candidate for Governor. Gen. Hamilton, 
as II. leading member of that party, strongly opposed the 
nomination, denouncing Col. Burr as an unprincipled aspirant 
and "dangerotu to the country." Col. Burr sent him a chal
lenge, which Gen. Hamilton accepted, and fell. IIis strong 
declaration concerning Col. Burr excited wonder at that time, 
but it was afterwards conjectured that he entertained secret 
suspicions, or had received intimations, of his treasonable 
designs. It appeared at the trial, and afterwards, that Burr 
had made secret overtures to several prominent men who had 

• WilUoft', .American Huforog, p. 448. The votes were gh·en only for a President, 
md after electing the I'resident, the candidate having the next gfCllt8Bt number of 
vo ........ Vice-Preaidont. 
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declined co-operation with him, but who had considered them· 
. selves bound by Masonic obligntions or otherwise to observe 
silence. He had carried on a very extensive cOJTe."pondence 
in .. the Cypher of the Royal Arch Masons," and it WIIS be
lieved, during and after the trial, that his connection with 
that fraternity did much to sllield and acquit him. 

Be this as it may, to Gen. William Eaton, of Massachu. 
setts, was reserved the honor of detecting the dangerous 
conspiracy, and lodging inFormation with the GovernmellL 
Gen. Eaton had been American Consul at Tunis, during our 
war with the piratical Barbary powers, and had concerted 
with Hamet, the legitimate but exiled sovereign of Tripoli, 
an expedition agninst the usurper who had dethroned him, 
and with wbom this country was at war. Communicating 
this project to his Governnent, and obtaining due authority 
from it, he had embarked in the perilous expedition with a 
few followers of lIamet and some Egyptian troops. He had 
marched, with incredible fatigue and suffering, over a desen 
of a thousand miles in extent, had taken Derne, a Tripolit&n 
city, by a.c;sault, had fought two battles with the reigning 
Bashaw, and had obtained terms of peace which had beeD 
accepted by our agent, Mr. Lear, thus suddenly and success
fully closing our long and expensive naval war of five yean 
in the Mediterranean.* He returned to Amerie-'\, the military 
idol of hi.OJ times. The whole northern country was resound· 
ing with his exploits against tlte barbarians who had captuml 
and enslaved so many American citizens! But Gen. Eaton wal 

a New Englander nnd n. Federalist. The South coulO never 
permit such an one to wear military laurels. Worse than 
all this-Gen. Eaton, while residing at Tunis, hnd written 
letters home to his wife, wbich had, somehow, appeared in 
print, in which he described the horrors of Tunisian sla· 
very, but had declared, that he blushed at the remembrance 
of having witnessed worse scenes in his own country !t This 

---------------------------------------------
• WilU.".', Anuri"" J/WIoT'f, pp. "'-6. 
t LilHrtU B.u, p. 83. 
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sealed the fate of Gen. Eaton. Not only was he coldly re
ceived at the seat of Government, but the most mean and 
frivolous cavils were raised and charges preferred against him. 
His accounts of necessary expenditures were disputed and 
disaUowed, reducing him to bankruptcy, and attempts were 
made to cashier and disgrace him. Triumphantly vindicating 
himself, at every point, but literally plundered by his Gov
ernment, he retired, in deep disgust, from its service, carrying 
with him the sympat.hies of his New England f~llow-cilizens, 
who found in his wrongs, fresh aliment for their hatred of 
Mr. Jefferson and his administration. 

Then it was that Col. Burr conceived the idea of adding 
Gen. Eaton to the long list of his military adventurers, and 
approached him accordingly. But he mistook his man. The 
General listened silently till he had unfolded the whole 
scheme. A new &uthern and Western Empire was to be estab
lished, loith New Orleans/or its capital, and extending, if possibk, 
over Mexico. The extreme Southern with the South Western 
States were confidently calculated upon to oppose no serious 
obstacle to the measure, and in fact, to come into it, quite 
greedily. As mnny of the southern states as possible were 
to be drawn into it. To the question, what disposition W88 

to be made of the existing Federal Government, the rendy 
answer was, "They can probably be managed easily enough, 
but if not, we will assassinate the President, and turn Con
gress, neck and heels, into the Potomac." General Eaton de
clined the overture, ond, nobly forgetting his own personal 
grievances, lost no time in communicating the particulars to 
the Government that had wronged him. Col. Burr and several 
others were arrested. Col. Burr was charged, first, with high 
treason j second, with a lu'gh misdemeanor, 1'n attempting an 
invasion 0/ Mexico, a province of Spain. 'l'he single testimony 
of Gen. Eaton was thought sufficient to have convicted him, 
but it wos only a tithe of what could be brought forward. 
So extensive and so powerful was the conspiracy found to be, 
and 80 wide-spread appeared to be the sympathy of the South 
with the prisoners, that it was feared, at one time during the 
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trial, that, whether the arraigned were condemned or acquit
ted, the enterprise would. in some way be resnmed. It was 
currently understood that prominent men at the South, who 
were n.s deeply impJic:lted as Col. Burr, and who were, in fact, 
the originators of the plot, were not arrested because it was 
not deemed prudent to proceed further. Among other rumors, 
one was, that Col. Burr was about to turn States' evidence 
against some of them, to procure indemnity for himself. But 
the matter appears to have been compounded more ea..~i1y.* 
Quite evident it was that the northern states were mninly 
depended upon to sustain the Government, nt that cnlSis, 
though nearly all the political opposition to the administration 
wns northern. Except Col. Burr, few northern citizens, we 
believe, were implic:lted, or even suspected of being in the 
conspiracy. 'Vhoever succeeds in ferreting out the names of 
the prominent southern men implic:ltedQr falling under strong 
suspiuion at that period, need not be surprised to meet with 

---- ------- -

• Tho IIrts employed to shield the accused from conviction, are quite apparent 
evcn llpon a CUl'llory glnnco at the records of the trial. Tbe indictment was so 
drawn up OR to cbarge him onl,l witb treasonable netB or mWletnoanol'll oommitted 
by him on B:ennerbnl<Sott's I.land, in tbe rh"er Obio, the r8l'idenee of one of bis 
accomplices, wbile tbe great ml\."lI of tbe evidence in tbe bnnds of tho prosecoting 
attorney hnd re"pect to nets committed ~lHlI!IIn-t! By this bnrefi.ced fnmd, "III
rmwt aU tlte importdnt k8timnng wa. e;ecl",kd bU tile rourt /1'0'" CtlIIIing "'/ore tIN 
Jury"" The testimony of Blennerha~set wus r~.i('etcd likewiso. So well was tllil 
Itrntogt'm 1l1l(1I .. rstood by tho Jury, that lifter retiring, illr a Khort time, they returned 
with the followin!C ,,"ritten verdict, rend by Col. Cnrrington, their foreman: 

"We, of the J\lr~", soy thot Aaron Burr is not pro,"cd gnUty under tlti,. itulidmml, 
by Bny c,"iJence .ubmitltd 16 fU. W 0, therefore, find him not guilty,n 

Exception~ wero tnken to this verdict, that it was \lllu.mll, and that it seemed to 
"«MV'" Ih' Cl,url/or IUppIYUI1I{I irreltMnt tali7llonll'" The Jnrono, however, 
"would flat lIf/ru W aZUl' it." "The Court then decided that tbo ,"erdict sbould 
remain a'Iound bll II" Jury, nnd that all entry ~hould be made 00 the rerord of 
Nt4 g/JUtll"" - B/Jrr', Trial, reported by David Robertson, EAq., Counsellor-at. 
Law, Phillldelphia: nopkins and Earle, 1808. Vol. II., pp. «6-'1. 

Tho writer wen remembers tho prcvailing publio impression at the North. The 
feeble efforts of the prosecution, tbe cvidcnt bill8 of the Court, and the apparent 
apllthy of the Exccuth"e, 8uggested tbo 8u8pieion tbnt the mlltter was Ix!tter uoder
.tood at the South than at tho North, and that tbe Administration had either 
fnvorad thc project, and did not wi.b, or did not dure, to preP tho pfO'lccutioDi 
with vigor. I'artiMo feeling» lllOY have entered into these suspicionll, but they were 
e:llentlio;ely entertained. 
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several names that have appeared among the advocates of 
forcible pro-slavery extension, since_ The writer will not trust 
his youthful reminiseences further than to say, that the name 
of Andrew Jaclcso'll, in 1807, was pretty familiarly coupled, in 
the public prints, with that of Aaron Burr, and that the cir
cumstance was again freely alluded to by tile political opponen18 
of Gen_ Jaclcson, wllo were supporters of William 1I. Crawford, 
at the Sautl" during ti,e Presidential canvass of 1824_ It was 
a Georgia Editor, if we remember correctly, who spoke of it 
as though it were a fact well under~tood, that Jackson was an 
accomplice of Burr. 

The acquittal of Col. Burr astonished the people of the 
North, Httle less than did his arrest. The secret was not un
derstood. So overwhelming was the public condemnation of 
Burr, notwithstanding his judicial acquittal, that, with all his 
easy and graceful assurance, he could never again lift up his 
head in Amcrican society. lie soon left the country, and 
was, for ycars, a voluntary exile, in different countries of Eu
rope. lIe seems to have hoped, at first, that the verdict of 
his acquittal would have been his passport abroad. But it was 
not so. The facts elicited at the trial had preceded or soon 
followed him. With a polish and fascination of manners that 
would have graced any royal court, with talcnt.~ that would 
have rendered him an acquisition to any European cabinet, 
with an energy of action that might have made him the ad
miration of a Napoleon, he sought employment in vain. He 
sued for a military post under the French Emperor, but was 
repulsed. Ob&curity, thenceforward, wall the doom of Aaron 
Burr. lIe returned to the city of New York, and earned his 
bread, till his death, at an advanced age, by the labors of a 
counsellor-at-law and 1\ draftsman of legal instrnment.:, with
out ever again appearing ns 1\ barrister in a court of justice. 
He was a disgraced mnn. If the Federal Judiciary could savo 
his neck, it could not save his good nnme. A fI'ee p('ople had 
assumed to act as II. jury in the case, and the decision could 
not. be reversed. 

That. the Feuern.l Courts could not convict II. traitor, whose 
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treason consisted in fealty to the Genius of slavery e:dension, is 
a phenomenon not very difficult of explanation, flOW. Nor 
need the secret spring of the Burr conspiraoy be a problem 
of wearisome conjecture. At a time when the expected pro
hibition of the Foreign Slave trade was approaching, the 
natural instincts of the southern country, as since exhibited, 
must have impelled, with almost resistless energy, the appe· 
tency for western expansion. The purchase of Louisiana, 
about the same period, was only another symptom of the 
same insatiable thirst. Whether the acquisition of Louisiana 
were cause or effect of the great Southern Conspiracy that 
exploded in 1807, or which of them, ill reality, was in progress 
first, or whether the purchase was not designed to satisfy the 
conspirators, it might be difficult, at this distance of time, to 
determine. That there was a close affinity between them, no 
one can deny. The taste of Louisiana would as naturally 
whet the appetite for Mexico, tllen, as did the taste of Texas 
the appetite for California, mOTe recently. 

Not more truly characteristic was the acquittal of Burr, 
than the significant silence observed respecting the conspiracy 
ever since. The suspected treason of the Hartford Convention 
has swollen into volumes. The taint of affinity with it is 
fatal. 'l'he orator's tongue never tires in execrations of it. 
But the great Southern conspiracy (for such it was, though 
with a Northern accomplice) is seldom mentioned, and history 
almost passes it over in silence. High time were it to restore 
that long suppre..<;geu chapter, and let posterity kno\v that 
but for the fidelity of Gen. -WILLIAM EATON', of Massachu
setts. "our glorious Union n would probably have been 
shivered to atoms by the slaveholders, in the year 1807, with· 
out even a show of resistance at the South. 
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CHAPTER XXVI. 

FURTHER ACTIO~ OF THE FEUERAL GOVERNMENT-THE WAR 

WITH lIEXICO-ACQUISITION OF CALIFORNIA, NEW MEXICO, 

AND UTAH. 

The project of lIexican ConqllCl't never rclinqlli .. hed "inee 1807-Suspenaion of 
eWort till 1819-War of 184lJ-lts cau~_Federul Government bcnt on a Con
quest or Dismemboormeut of Mexico-Tetotimony on thitt point-Review orrelationa 
with lIexica ainoe 1886-Un~onable IIDd frallduilmt claimll of our Government 
-Inaolent demaud_Territory wanted, not monoy-Naval arnlRment-Com. 
Jones-Ilis Anuexstion or Cl&liforuill by proclaml&tion, in 1841-1r.s fl&i1ure
Attempts to intimidate Mexico, and to pro\'oko a War-Demalld that ahe .. hoold 
acknowledgo the Independence of Texa8-Negotiations for territory-Their failure 
-War determined on, 1&0<1 ooml1lenced-FIlI~ clllim of boundary of Tex_Gen. 
Tllylor ordered to occupy Mexican tcrritory-M.llnmuvrcs to provoke hostilities
Their failure-'1'he flNt blow struck by Gen. Tllylor-FaI.e IIllnounccment to Con
r-a by the President-Corre~pouding decll&l1ltion by Congr_, M.lly 11, 1846-
Pl'OIICctltion of the War-Adventure of Col. }'rcmont-Testimony that it WAIt II 
Wllr of Conquest-Barbarities and depredationg-Subacrviency of Congreu
President'. reqn~.t for money to pnrehlll<o Territory-Wilmot Proviso twicc paNed 

in the lIou~e-l>erealed in tbe Senate-Then lOI4t iu the 1I0use-Ncl/:otiations with 
lIexico lor Territory-Offered on condition of excluding Shlvery-Oiror r~jectcd
Final adju8tmont.-Cost of acquired Territory. 

THE LATE WAR WITH lIEXICO. 

THE detection and exposure of the great Southern con
spiracy against the Federal Union and against Mexico, though 
it interposed a temporary check on the enterprise, removed 
neither the cause nor the disposition that had engendered it. 
Therc is not the slightest reason to suppose that the purpose 
of invading nnd conquering Mexico was ever for one moment 
relinquished. From the trial and acquittal of Aaron Burr, 
in 1807, to the actual beginning of military excursions into 
Texns, then n. province of Mexico, in 1819, as already related, 
there was an interval of onl!! twelve years, less time than could 
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have been supposed needEu} to allay public apprehension, to 
divert attention to other topics, to draw the veil of oblivion 
over the past, to transfer the odium of incipient treason from 
the SOllth to the North, to place the Slave Power on a high 
ground above Free Labor, to organize the conspiracy anew, 
and to subsidize the Federal Government itself for the accom
plishment of its objects, instead of attempting again its direct 
overthrow. 

How effectively those twelve years were thus occupied, the 
history of the country will show. A glimpse of it we may 
take before long i but will first follow out the Mexican drama 
to its close. 

The annexation of Texas, while she was at ,val' with Mex
ico, was equivalent to a dcclaration of war against the latter. 
But Mexico was not in a position to wage war against us i and 
had the Slave Power, that controls the Federal Government 
at its pleasure, been satisfied with the acquisition of Texas, 
our amicable relations with Mexico, if not undisturbed, might 
have been easily restored. Indeed, there were no actual hos
tilities between the two republics until the invasion of Mexico, 
in the summer of 1845, by the American forces, by direction 
of President Polk, and without authority from Congress. 

In his "Review of the Me:r;ican lVar," Mr. Jay has clearly 
and conclusively shown that the Federal Government, not 
content to wink "at and even encourage and aid the lawless 
invasion and revolution of Texas, to acknowledge its inde
pendent~e, and to annex it to this country, was resolutely bent 
upon a stillfctrlhel" dismemberment of Mexico, either by pur
ch:lse or conquest. 

So early ns April, 1842, Mr. Wise, of Virginia, in a speech 
in Congress, opcnly avowed the policy of conquest, and pre
dicted its accomplishment, for \he purpose of extending 
I'llavery. He bonsted that it was the people of our own West
ern Valley tIl at had conquered Santa Anna at &rn Jacinto. He 
gloried ill the prospect that they would join the 'rcx:ms and 
procluim a crusade against the rich States of the South, "Clip' 

turt) towns, rille churchci'," and "plant the lone star of the 
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Texan banner on the M.exican cnpitnl." " Let the work once 
begin" (said Mr. Wise), "and I do not know as this Muse 
would hold me very long. Give me five millions of doJlars, 
nnd I would undertake to do it myself"-" 1 wo,,~d p'laC'! 

Cafijo1'1lia where all thc powers of Great Britain would'never 
Le able to reach it. SLAVERY SHOULD POUR ITSEJ.F 4lmOAD, 

AND FIND NO LIMIT BUT THE SOUTHERN OCEAN.'" " War 
is a curse, but it has its blessings too. I would vote for this 
mission" [of Waddy Thompson to Mexico], "as a means of 
preserving peace, but if it must lead to war, I 'Woald vote for 
it more willingly." 

This was under the administration of President Tyler, of 
whose policy Mr. Wise was the recognized leader in the House 
ol Representatives. The real obJect of Mr. Thompson's mis.
sion, as disclosed by his course and the results, fully justified 
the foreshadowings of this speech. Mr .. Tyler showed' his 
affinity with Mr. Wise, by appointing him Minister to Franee-. 
But the effort to get into a war with Mexico was of Bl 8tiU 
earlier date than this. 

OUR CLAIMS UPON. MJ:XiCO. 

The only ostensible cause of cOlUpl~int against Me-::d<»2 was 
the claims of certain American citizens for deprcdatlons eom
mitted on their property by lfcxi¢ans, or by suberdinate 
officials of the Mexican government. Mt. J~y has thoroughly 
sifted these claims, and shown. that they const~utclll no just 
ground or necessity of war. 

'1'he first claim, in July, 1886, under Ptcsi"dcllt Jackson~ 
consisted of fiftecn distille~ specifications of: alleged facts,. 
requiring time for their propcr investigation. Of" the exist
ence of many of them, the Mexican (Jovcrnrne1l.J: may wcll be
supposed to have been wholly ignorant, as they claimed to' 
have been, until the cOlnplaint was prcsentell1'.: Yet the Amel'~ 
ie-'m Minister, Mr. Ellis, W'I1~ directed to obtain a satisfactory 
answer within tl"'ee wetks, or announce tORt, unfuss satisfac· 
tion wus made without unneccssnry de}&y, his further resi
dence would be usel~. If this threat. p:w.ted· Wl6Vniling, he 

19 
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was to give notice that, unless he received a satisfactory answer 
in two weeks, he should demand his passports and return 
home. Mr. Ellis was a Mississippi slaveholder, eager to 
extend the area of slavery by a dismemberment of Mexico. 
Another remarkable feature of this demand was, that Mr. 
Ellis was informed by our government that it was not in pos
session of "the prooj' of all the circumstances of the wrong 
done in the above cases 1" The reparation was to be demanded 
.fir8~ under a threat. of war, and the justice of the claim 
ascertained afterwards! Mr. Ellis was to be sole judge whe
ther there was "unnecessary delay," and whether the answers 
were" satisfactory." The alleged aggressions were mostly of 
recent date. Similar claims on France and England had been 
matter of negotiation for ten or twenty years, without a threat 
of war, but Mexico was required to finish up the whole busi
ness in .five weeks I Before Mr. Secretary Forsyth's dispatches 
reached Mr. Ellis, two out of the fifteen wrongs had been set
tled to the satisfaction of the parties, and many of the remain
der were proper subjects of investigation in the Mexican 
courts, to which, by treaty, our citizens had access, as their 
citizens had to ours. Of this the Mexican Secretary reminded 
Mr. Ellis, but promptly proceeded, nevertheless, to an invt!sti
gation of the claims. Mr. Ellis thought proper to add five 
more complaints, without waiting for any directions from his 
Government. These, added to the thirteen remaining original 
ones, made the number eighteen. III respect to each of these, 
the Mexican government returned suitable explanations and 
assurances witltin tile time specified. Some of them were 
shown to be unfounded. Others of them required proof 
-Others required further time for investigation. Others of 
them having been investigated, and being found just~ the 
·claimants should be compensated. Others of them were 
under litigation, and the results would soon be a...<lCertained. 
In one case, an American vessel had been seized by the 
·custom-house officers and condemned for want of the proper 
papers, but an appeal having been taken to a higher court, 
before whom the missing papers were produced, the vessel 
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had been discharged. The detention was not the fault of the 
Mexican officers, but of the master of the vessel, in losing 
his papers. In every case the answer appeared to be fair and 
reasonable. Mr. Ellis, nevertheless, as had been determined 
beforehand, tkmanded Ms passports and returned home, refu
sing to give the Mexican Government a reason for so extra
ordinary a course. And on his return home the country was 
made to ring with the falsehood that Mexico had refused to 
pay our just demands I 

The Mexican Minister, in the meantime, ha.d left Washing
ton, on account of the march of American troops into Texas, 
as before related. All diplomatic relations between the two 
republics were thus suspended. American troops were in a 
province claimed by Mexico, and the wishes of the adminis
tration seemed about to be realized. Accordingly in Feb., 
1887, President Jackson, in a message to Congress on the 
claims against Mexico, requested an act passed authorizing 
reprisals, and the use of a naval force of the United States 
for that purpose, unless an amicable adjustment Could be 
made, upon another dem:l.nd, to be made on board one of our 
vessels of war on tlle coast of Mexico I 

The President evidently intended WAR. Indeed his mes
sage affirmed, distinctly, that these Injuries justified an II 1M

lCEDIATE W A.B." But, in a semi-official letter to Governor 
Cannon of Tennessee, only six months before, which had 
somehow got into print, he had distinctly said II It does not 
seem that offenses of this character" (1. e. such: as would jus
tiiy war) "have been committed by Mexico." 

But, thanks (under God) to the little band of northern agi
tators against slavery, the people of the North were not yet 
prepared for such a measure, and the war proposition of Presi
dent Jackson received little favor by their representatives in 
Congress. There needed new machinations and a more favor
able opportunity, before the desired result could be reached. 

The treaty between the two countries forbade any act of 
reprisal, by either party, on account of grievances or damages 
until t.hey had been "verified by competent proof," and until 
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the demand for satisfaction "refused, or unreasonably de
layed." We have seen that the eighteen complaints against 
Mexico had 'not been thus verified, nor had the demand for 
satisfaction been "refused or unreasonably delayed." Yet 
the President, as we have seen, desired authority to make 
"reprisals" unless prompt reparation should be made, on a re
newal of the demand from on board one of our armed vessels 
on the coast of Mexico. And in making this request, he laid 
before Congress a list of grievances amounting to FORTY-SIX, 

making twenty-eight new cases that had never been presented 
to the Mexican Government at all I Some of these additional 
claims-strange to tell-dated back as far as 1816 and 1817, 
when Mexico was a province of Spain I And some of them 
were claims for insurrectionary services against the Spanish 
Government I 

Mr. Ellis was then re-appointed Minister to Mexico, but he 
remained at home, and a courier was dispatched with the bud
get of grievances, with an allowance of ONE WEEK to examine 
and determine upon them all. By incredible zeal and indus
try, the list of grievances was now swelled to FIFTY~SEVEN. 
This was in July, 1837, under the administration of Mr. Van 
Buren. Many of these demands, as Mr. Jay well observes, 
and has clearly shown, "were in the highest degree insolent 
and ridiculous." 

The messenger to Mexico tarried his Clone week" and re
turned. But before the list of these fifty-seven grievances 
reached Mexico, the Mexican Government, intent upon an 
equitable settlement of all the difficulties it had heard any
thing about, viz.: the eighteen specifications made by Mr. 
Ellis, had passed an act offering to submit to the award of a 
friendly power, the claims of the United States. In the same 
peaceful spirit, another Mexican Minister was sent to Wash
ington' and the arbitration proposed, in December, 1837. 

'I'he warlike designs of the Federal Administration were 
thus again baffled. The offer was too fair to be rejected, in 
the face of the nation and the world, yet for four months no 
notice was taken of it, but the new claims were three times 
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distinctly urged by our Secretary, Mr. Forsyth. Not until 
the offer had become public, and Congress plied with northern 
petitions to accept it, and remonstrances against the annexa
tion of Texas, was the overture lleeded, and negotiatioDS 
commenced. At length an arrangement was made, by which 
the claims were to be presented to Commissioners to sit at 
Washington, two to be appointed by each party i the board 
to sit not more than eighteen months, the decision of cases 
by it to be final, and the cases on which they could not agree, 
to be determined by an umpire to be named by the King of 
Prussia. 

Here, then, were allowed eigltt£en mont/IS to go through with 
an investigation which Mexico had been required to complete 
in t/tree weeks I 

After many delays, the Commission assembled two years 
after their appointment, giving ample time for all the claim
ants to collect their evidences. 

After sitting nine months, they pRSSed upon all the claims 
that had sufficient vouchers; but, in order to give further 
time for collecting evidence, the Commission WllS kept open 
the remaining nine months, when it was dissolved. The 
King of Prussia named as umpire his Minister at Washing
ton, Baron Roenne. Now notice the result. 

The total amount of claims presented was $11,850,578 
But of these there came, in the last nine 

mont/IS, too late to be examined, and evi
dently of a speculative and fraudulent 
character, 8,886,837 

Thus reducing the amount to 
Referred to Umpire, and undecided by him 

for want of time, 

Amount of Claims adjudicated, . 
Rejected by Commissioners and Umpire, 

Allowed " " " 

$8,518,741 

928,627 

$7,585,114 
5,568,975 

*2,016,189 

• Bee Ja,'. Jimcaft War, p. '/'0. Tho bottom line (allOWed) ia there alated 
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Just look at it lOur government had been demanding of 
Mexico nearly twelve mt1li01l8 of dollars, had demanded a prompt 
settlement. on pain of "reprisals" and war. And here, after 
the most laborious investigation, and giving ample time, twice 
over, for proving the claims, they are dwindled down to a 
little over two millions, not much more than ONE-SIXTH PART 

of the claim. It is true that only about SEVEN AND A HALF 

millions were acted upon; but this was the fault of the claim
ants, if they had any valid evidences to bring forward. Again, 
of the claims brought forward in season and investigated, 
viz.: about seven and a half millions, only about one-fourth was 
adjudged to be due. 

The award of over two millions remained unpaid, in conse
quence of the pecuniary embarrassments of the Mexican trea
sury. Adding to this the amount of claims that had not been 
adjudicated, the Federal Government was furnished with an
other opportunity of urging its claims upon Mexico. Another 
arbitration treaty was negotiated; the commissioners, for this 
time, were to sit in Mexico, and Mexican citizens having 
claims against the United States were also to have an oppor
tunity of presenting their claims for adjudication. One feature 
of the treaty was to change the mode of payment by Mexico, 
from the tender of her depreciated treasury notes to specie 
payments in instalments-an object of great importance to 
our government. And yet, the United States Senate virtually 
rejected the treaty, by changing the place of adjudication 
from Mexico to Washington, and striking out the clause refer
ring the Mexican claims on the United States to the tribunal 
of arbitration. Thus mutilated, and divested of its reciprocal 
character, the treaty was returned to Mexico, where no further 
notice was take~ of it. 

So much for our claims against Mexico. Except for delay 
of payment growing out of its poverty, it does not appear that 
there was any backwardness on the part of the Mexican Gov-

1,0118,286, which does not IIfITIIII with tbe arithmetical mbtraotion, owing probeN,. 
to a miaprint. 
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ernment to do all that could reasonably be asked at its hands. 
_~nd this is the sum total of all our causes of war against 
Mexico-a war for the collection of a debt of about two mil
lions, and a pretended debt of about five or six mil1ionsmore,* 
the proper adjustment of which had never been refused or 
needlessly delayed. And this debt was collected, by the war 
process, at an expense of above one hundred millions of dol
larsl 

It was territory, not money, that the Federal Government 
wanted of Mexico, and territory for the extension of slavery. 
Every step in the entire process affords evidence of this. 

Under the administration of Mr. Tyler, in December, 1841, 
Mr. Upshur, Secretary of the Navy, made a report, recom
mending the employment of a naval force in the Pacific, on 
the coast of California, to protect "a considerable settlement 
of Americans" in Upper California, to explore the Gulf of 
California, &C. A few days after, Commodore Jones, a Vir
ginian, was dispatched with a squadron accordingly, where he 
arrived in 1842. On receiving a newspaper report that Mexi
co had ceded California to England-one of the lying rumors 
of the day, for effect-learning, likewise from the Mexican 
papers that the government of that country had protested 
against American interference with Texas, and suspecting that 
a British naval force then in the Pacific was about to seize 
upon California, Com. Jones, on consultation with his officers, 
assumed the responsibility of taking possession of Monterey 
in California. He had brought with him, either from the 
United States or from Callao, a supply of printed proclamations, 
in the Spanish language, claiming the people II henceforth and 
forever" as citizens under the protection of the American flag. 

The day after distributing his proclamation, the Commodore 
discovered his mistake. The report was a fabrication. The 
fruit was not yet ripe. He apologized to the Mexican authori
ties of Monterey, and withdrew. The Federal Government 
was obliged to disavow the act, but II in vain was his punish. 

* The l'elLder will lind evidences or tho cllaractor oCthcao olaima &II we proceed. 
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ment demanded by Mexico." He was too faithful a represen
tative of his government to fall under its censures. He had 
only mistaken the time to strike. 

The refusal of Mexico to acknowledge the independence of 
'fexas was :m obstacle, in the minds of the Northern people, 
to the annexation of the latter, and hence the Senate, as we 
have seen, had refused the ratification of Messrs. Tyler and 
Calhoun's treaty for that object. The next step was to intimi· 
date Mexico into a recognition of Texan independence. Ac· 
cordingly, in October, 1844, our Minister to Mexico, Mr. Shan· 
non, in conformity with his instructions, presented an insolent 
remonstrance on that subject. In reference to a projected 
attempt of Mexico to reduce her refmetory province, Mr. Shan
non represented the importance of Texas to this country, and 
intimated that his Government could not see it invaded, with
out taking part in the controversy. The Mexican Minister 
replied that his governnlent was not capable of yielding to a 
menace which the President of the United States, "exceeding 
the powers given to him by the fundamental law oj his nation. has 
directed against it." 

He added: 

" While one power is seeking more ground to StaiD by the 8I .. \V1I:RT of art 
unfortunate branch of the buman family, the o~ber is eodeaYoring, by pre
serving what belongs to it, to diminish the surface which the former wanta 
for this detestable traffic. Let the world now say which or the two has ill~ 
tice and relllll\lll on its side." 

Mr. Shannon demanded a retraction of this language. Tho 
Mexican Government nobly refused to retract, but repeated 
it. And President Tyler laid tbe correspondence before Con
gress, complaining of the language of the Mexican Govern
ment as an affront, that" might well justify the United States 
in a resort to any measure to vindicate the national honor." 
He contented himself, however, with urging" prompt and 
immediate action on the subject oC Il.nnexlltion." 

The suceessful annexation of Texas in 1845, encouraged the 
~laveholding party in Congress to broach, openly, the project 
()Centering into negotiations for the cession of Cuba. Their 
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pnpers began also to dwell on the importance of adding Cali
fornia to the United Stntes, and President Polk was evidently 
determined to obtain that province, either by negotiation or 
war. A new bluster was made about our claims upon Mexi· 
co, and Mr. Slidell was dispatched on a mission to that Gov
ernment to make nn offer for New Mexico and California .. He 
was to offer the claims and five millions for New Mexico, nnd 
the claims and twenty-five millions for both New Mexico and 
California. 

To facilitate this land speculation, " tlte claZTn8" were conve
niently swelled to upwards of eight millions, although Mexico 
had paid the interest of the award, and above three hundred 
thousand dollars of the principal, by forced loans, and not
withstanding her financial embarrassments, so anxious was she 
to retain her relations of peace with this country. 

-The award under the treaty, as before stated, 
was above -

Claims then unsettled were above 
New claims presented, above 

Amount due (after deducting payments) about 

Let it now be remembered that the previous 
claim of our Government upon Mexico 

$2,000,000 
4,000,000 
2,000,006 

$8,000,000 

was nearly $12,000,000 
Add to this, the new claims afterwards fabrica-

ted· as above, 2,000,000 

Total claim from Mexico, - $14,000,000 

How much ought to have been claimed the reader will judge 
when he sees, not only (as already exhibited) the amount of 
above five and a half millions rejected by the Commissioners 
and Umpire, but when he sees, likewise, how the whole mat
ter was settled when Mexico was afterwards dismembered by 
our forces, when we had her in our power, and when we had 
obtained all the slave territory we wanted I "'\Ve could afford 
to be honest then, in respect to these claims. In the final set-
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tlement, at the close of tbe war, the award of the Commis
sioners was put down at TWO MILLIONS of dollars, and the 
remainder of the claim, above SIX millions, was put down at 
only THREE AND;" QUARTER millions, the Federal Government 
stipulating to pay the claimants all "valid claims II not exceed· 
ing the latter sum, yet releasing the Mexican Government 
from furtber responsibility! Thus our Government itselfre
pudiated above three millions. But this is not all. As five
sevenths of the claims investigated were found spurious, and 
as the claims presented later were evidently of a still worse 
character, it is calculated by Judge Jay, who has presented 
and studied these statistics, that "one million will be more 
than sufficient to meet every equitable demand," that is (as 
we understand it) in addition to the award of two millions i 
thus reducing the FOURTEEN millions claimed, to THREE mil
lions, and repudiating ELEVEN millions of it as spurious 1-
Jay's Mexican War, p. ita. 

Such were "the claims" of which EIGHT MILLIONS were to 
be used as purchase money to obtain California and New 
Mexico, through the mission of Mr. Slidell. In his person, 
the American Government presented itself before Mexico in 
the character of an importunate creditor demanding more than 
double his just due, with a bowie knifo in one hand and a 
purse, with his bill, in the other. Now, says he, sell me half 
of your land at my own price, and take this purse and my 
bill receipted, for your pay. If not, receive this knife into 
your bosom. The offer of Mr. Slidell was rejected, as was , 
foreseen, and he returned home. The correspondence, with 
the attendant circumstances, betray the extreme anxiety of 
the Federal Administration to provoke Mexico into a war, 
and raise a clamor against her in this country. 

Another occasion or pretext of quarrel with Mexico was 
sought in a. pretended question respecting the western boun
dary of '!'exas. Mr. Jay has clearly shown that the acts of 
this Government had recognized, in several ways, a boundary 
far to the eastward of that which, on his accession to the 
Presidency, about the time of the annexation of Texas, was 
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resolutely maintained, and with a military force, by President 
Polk. Under pretense of defending Texas, which needed no 
defense, General Taylor was stationed beyond the real borders 
of Texas, with discretion even to cross the Uio Grande, the 
new boundary no\v claimed by the President, in case hostili
ties were commenced by Mexico. The slightest skirmish on 
the newly claimed territory, would sufficiently answer the 
purpose of throwing on Mexico the odium of commencing 
the war. All this was sheer Executive usurpation, without 
the authority or knowledge of Congress. In the meantime, 
five states were required to be in readiness to furnish aid to 
Gen. '!'ay}or, though the documents show that our Cabinet 
were not under the least apprehension of any invasion from 
Mexico. 

On the very nat day after the reception at Washington of 
ad vices from Mr. Slidell, Jan. 12, 1846, from which it was 
inferred, that there was no hope of a cession of California, 
peremptory orders were given to Gen. Taylor to advance to 
the Rio Grande, and the "points opposite Metamoras and 
Mier, and the vicinity of Laredo, were suggested for his con
sideration." The evident object was to provoke a collision. 
After a variety of ineffectual mancauvres to provoke the Mex
icans to strike the first blow, it was in fact given by our own 
army, and Gen. Taylor announced to his government that 
HOSTILITIES HAD COMMENCED i on the receipt of which Presi
dent Polk announced to Congress and to the world the untruth 
that "Mexico had passed tile boundary of the Ullited States, had 
invaded our territory, and shed American blood on AmeriCan soil." 
Congress, thereupon, (rejecting a motion to read the docu
ments) and sustaining a call for the "previous question," 
which precluded discussion, adopted a vote asserting the ex
istence of war by act of Mexico! This was on May 11, 1846, 
the same day the House received the President's war message I 

Gen. Taylor immediately took possession of Metamoras; 
and the war was vigorously pushed westward to its intended 
destination, the conquest of New Mexico and California. 

In anticipation of these military movements, by land, ana-
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val force had been stationed in the Pacific, near the coast of 
California, with secret orders to Com. Sloat, June 24th, 1845, 
to possess the port of San Francisco, and blockade or occupy 
other ports, as soon as Ite s/wuld hear of an inland war tIJi';" 
Mexico. These orders were now carried into effect, possession 
taken of Monterey, and a proclamation immediately issued 
announcing that Ii Oalifornia now belongs to tlte United States." 
This was on the 7th of July, 1846. Two days after, San 
Francisco was also in our possession. All this in less than 
two months after the declaration of war by Congress, plainly 
showing that the conquest of California had been determined 
upon and provided for, a year beforehand, and while neither 
the people of the United States nor Congress were permitted 
to know the designs of the President. The declaration of war 
by Congress did not reach the squadron in the Pacific till the 
28th of August, fifty.two days after the Commodore, by pro
clamation, had annexed California to the United States. 

Another incident illustrates the same general fact. A par
ty of adventurers, overland, under Col. Fremont, of the Uni
ted States' army, ostensibly set out on an exploring expedition 
to Oregon, but in reality destined to aid in the conquest of 
California, arrived there, among" the American settlers," and 
commenced his revolutionary movements a little in advance 
of the invasion by the Commodore. 'fhe little settlement 
proclaimed the independence of California. The new repub
lic existed only jour days, the insurrection very readily merg
ing itself in the Commodore's proclamation of annexation to 
the United States. Col. Fremont afterwards presented pecu
niary claims upon our Government for services in California, 
and the investigation drew out the fact that· he had acted in 
accordance with the designs of our Cabinet, through whose 
misrepresentations of the matter it had however been sup
posed that he had acted on his own responsibility. 

Mr. Jay introduces into his volume some confessions of Mr. 
Thompson, our Minister in Mexico, clearly showing the designs 
of the Federal Government, in 1843, under the administration 
of Mr. Tyler, to get possession of California, and to provoke 
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Mexico into a war for that purpose.* He cites also Mr. Cal· 
houn, as having said in the Senate of the U. S., Feb. 24, 
1847, (in reference to the precipitate action of Congress in de
claring, May 11, 1846, that" war existed by act of Mexico")
" lYe lw.d not a particle of evidence that the Republic of Mexico 
/tad made war against tlte United States."t Mr. C. J. Ingersol, 
as chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, in Feb., 
1847, Illllde a report avowing the sentiment that the war was 
necessary, in order to get possession of territories that "eveM) 
Amerzean administration has been strt·ving to get by purchase."~ 
And in the same report, as well as in a previous speech (Jan. 
19th) in the House, Mr. Ingersol has the robber-like effrontery 
to throw the blame of the war and its continuance upon Mex
ico, because she refused to sell us her provinces, which, says 
he, "she l/Us now cOl18irained us to take by force, tllOugh ellen yet 
we are dilJposed to pay for them, not by blood merely, but by money 
too f'§ Mr. Stanton of Tennessee, Mr. Beddinger of Virginia, 
Mr. Sevier of Arkansas, and Mr. Giles of Maryland, openly 
avowed, on the floor of Congress, that the war was a war of 
conquest. Mr. Polk had, however, in his message, a little 
time previous, adventured the extraordinary assertion, that 
" the war has not been waged with a view to conquest." In 
echo to this declaratioll, a l·esolution was introduced in the 
House (Jan., 1847), disclaiming a view to conquest, but the 
House refused to adopt tlte resolution. The Southern press 
abounded in gratulations at the prospect of conquest, and of 
the extension of slavery. Henry Clay, in a speech in Ken
tucky, declared that the bill of Congress, of May 11, 1846, 
"attributing the commencement of the war to the act of 
Mexico," was 1/ a bill with a PALPABLE FALSEHOOD stamped 
on its face."1 A new House of Representatives, "fresh from 
the people," elected after the declaration of May 11, 1846, 
" Resolved," in tho December following, II that the war was 
unnecessarily and unconstitutionally begun by tIle President of the 

-------------------------

• .!q', JluiMn JYar, pp. 108-9. t lb., p. 161. 
I.lall' JluU:o, p. 164. Arp. to Cu1l{l. C7,ob" 1847, p. 125. 
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United Stares."* That portions of Mexico, including Califor
nia, were unconstitutionally conquered, and treated and gov
erned as conquered territory by the President, before the 
treaty of peace, was strongly affirmed and clearly shown in 
the U. S. Senate, in March, 1848, by both Mr. Webster and 
Mr. Calhoun.t 

Of the manner in which the war was prosecuted, we 'have 
not room to say much. The reader of Mr. Jay's Review will 
find some sickening details of lawlessness, of rapacity, of 
plunder, and of outrage, disgraceful to the American name. 
Barbarities were committed which should make humanity 
weep and blush. General Taylor himself, in a communica
tion to the War Department, said: 

.. I deeply regret to report that many of the twelve month.' volunteers, ill 
their route hence orthe lower Rio Grande, have committed extensive outrage8 
and depredations upon the peaceable inhabitants. THERE II ICARCELY AIfY 
rORM OJ' CRIMII: THAT HAl IfOT BEEIf REPORTED TO Mil: AS COMMITTED BY 
THEM." 

General Kearney communicated a similar statement. The 
Californians, he says, "have been shamefully abused by our own 
people." 

'When such testimonies come from such witnesses, we may 
conjecture the rest. 

But depredations on private property were not confined to 
the soldiers. Gen. Scott, by proclamation, assessed provinces 
and cities at his pleasure, on the following conditions: 

.. On the failure of any State to pay its asseuments, its functionaries, as 
above. WILL BE SEIZED AIfD IMPRISOIfED, AND THEIR PROPERTY SEIZED, 
REGISTERED, AND REPORTED. AND CONVERTED TO TRill USE or THE OCCUPA
TION, in strict accordance with the general regulationl of this army." 

No resignation of office was to excuse them, and if the 
money was not promptly raised, the commander would 
"immediately proceed to collect, from the wealthier inhabitants 
(other than neutral friends) wit/u'n his reach, the amount of the 
assessment due from the State." And this was according to 

• Ja,', JlIIIeico, p. 2M. t 16., pp. 14&-1. 
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instructions from Pres. Polk, without the authority of Con
gress. A million of dollars were extorted from the Mexicans 
in this way, and three gambling-houses were licensed in the 
capital, by the American commander-in-chief, in consideration 
of the annual payment of eighteen thousand dollars I Pillage, 
desolation, violence, vice, crime, demoralization, and death, 
kept equal march with the progress of the American arms. 

The Congress that had declared the beginning of the war 
unconstitutional, and the members who had denounced the 
measure as criminal and wicked, were nevertheless so corrupt 
and hardened as to vote money for its continuance I A few 
only had the consistency and honesty to record their votes in 
the negative. 

Though Mr. Polk had declared our title to the whole of 
Oregon to be "clear and unquestionable," yet he had surren
dered much of it to Great Britain, to maintain relations of 
peace. For Oregon was too far North for the convenient use 
of the slaveholders, and it might be made into free States. 
But without the slightest claim to New Mexico and California, 
he prosecuted a war of conquest to obtain them, because the 
slaveholders desired them, and they were expected to add to 
the number of slave States, to help govern the Union. These 
objects were openly avowed by the Southern press. 

All wars of conquest have their limits. It is not certain 
that the administration sought to conquer and retain all 
Mexico. The central and southern provinces might be diffi
cult to be managed-might be found too populous and too 
refractory to admit, at present, the quiet restoration of slavery. 
The war was expensive. The administration (and partly on 
account of the war, and its attendant usurpations) was becom
ing unpopular. Desirous of securing permanently what was 
in his power, and what was originally contemplated by the 
war, Mr. Polk turned his thoughts on peace. For this pur
pose, Aug. 8, 1846, he recommended to Congress an appro
priation of two millions of dollars, to be placed at -his disposal 
for that purpose. This request plainly indicated his desire to 
make an offer of money for a cession of territory, and gave 
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the lie to his former pretense, that war was not waged b 
conquest. A bill was introduced into the House for tllls 
object, and was passed, but with the celebrated proviso offered 
by Mr. Wilmot, that the territory thus acquired sbould be 
free from the polluting touch of slavery. The bill went to 
the Senate the last day of the session, but was not acted upon, 
lUld Congress adjourned. 

At the next session, the President's application was renewed, 
but asking now for three millions. A bill was introduced 
into the House for that object, and tbis opened the way fov 
another introduction of the proviso against slavery. A stOl"my 
debate ensued. The Southern members were enraged, declar
ing they would have no territory under such r~trictions, :md 
threatening, as usual, a dissolution of the UniQll_ The bill 
was neverthcless pas.c;ed, and with the proviso, by a vote of 
115 to 106. In the Senate, the proviso. was stricken out, 31 
to 21. Returning back to the House, the proviro was finally 
dropped, 102 to 97, no less than 22 members absenting them
selves. But though no\v rejected. the proviso might After
wards be applied, in providing for the government of the ter
ritories. This, the friends of liberty contemplated, and this. 
the slave party feared. 

Under this state of things, a great demonstration of senti
ment, by public meetings, was got up at the South. Legisla
tures fulminated their Resolves against the proviso, and the 
line of the Missouri compromise 36° 30', begnn to be proposed 
by the more moderate. 

In August, 1847, negotiations wero opened with Mexico 
through our agent, Mr. TrisL. The Mexican Commissioners 
were instructed, by their government to insist that IL \he U ni
ted States shall engage not to perm~t slavery in that part of 
the territory which they shall acquire by treaty." Mr. Trist 
promptly refused to negotiate a treaty under such restrictions, 
declaring them as obnoxious as "an order to establish the IN· 

QUISI1'IO~," that" the bare mention of such a treaty was an 
impossibility," and that no American President 'Lwould dare 
to present any such treaty to the Senate." 
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"I U811red thom," BaY' Mr. Triat, (in hi. official dispatch to ollr Secretary 
or State,) "that iC it were in iheir power to olfer me the whole territory de
ecribed in our project, increased ten-fold in value, and, in addition to that, 
COIItrnd II foot thid all oller wilh pure I(old, UPON THE SINGLE OONDITIOIC 

THAT SLAVERY snOULD BE EXCLUDED THER1:I'ROM, I could not entertain the 
olfer for a moment, nor even think or communicating it to W aahingtpn." 

A previous attempt at negotiation for peace had been abor
tive, because Mexico had declined to cede 1111 New Mexico, 
and Upper and Lower California. 

In the final close of the Mexican war, these territories were 
obtained at a cost of FIFl'EEN MILLIONS of dollars paid to 
Mexico, in addition to the relinquishment of our long·contest. 
ed "claims." Besides this, the direct expenditures of the war 
are estimated at over ONE HUNDRED MILLIONS. Adding extra 
pay, pensions, bounties of land, &c., Mr. Jay puts down the 
money cost of our new territory at ONE HUNDRED A:SD THIRTY 

lllLLIONS OF DOLLARS. And all this to extend the area of 
slavery beyond Texas. 

20 
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CHAPTER XXVII. 

FURTHER ACTION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNME~"T--RESULT 011' 
THE CONQUEST OF CALIFORNIA-ITS ADMISSION AS A FREE 
STATE-" THE COliPROliISE." 

Benewed demand for the "Wilmot Proviso"-Southern cry of " non-inte"ention " 
-Attempt, in Deco, 1848, to introduce California 88 a State-Attempt to clothe 
the President with dc~pcitic power over the conquered prodnces-No government 
pro\"ided for tbem-Cllliforuia forms for herself a pro\"isional Governmeut-Scbeme 
or ti,e South or bringing in California /U /J Stou without restriction-MiNiiou of 
Thomu Butler King from the Cabinet at WlIKhington~Utlurpatioll' or General 
Riley-His Proclemation to choose delegates to fonn a Constitution-The Califor
nians comply, MWl fOf"m /J Chn.eitvtion prollibUing Slaf1n71 !-Sudden change at 
the South-Opposition to the admission of California-Contro,oersy in Con~ 
New Mexico followd the example or California, and aka admiNion, witlU)ut SI.
very-Demands of Texas on Territory or New Mexi~Mro <"ay'. plan of" Com
promi~," nominally defeated, but Bubstantially earried-AdmiBBion of California 
88 a free State-Territorial Government provided for New Mexico and Utah, with
out restrietion-Boundury of Texas adjusted-Sla\"e trade abolitlhed in the Federal 
Districtr-New Fugitive Slave Bill (l850)-Ita inremoua provisioDs. 

THERE is an overruling Providence that defeats the plans 
of oppressors, and covers the councils of the crafty with con
fusion. A more remarkable illustration of this consolatory 
truth is seldom furnished than in the winding up of the his
torical drama of the Mexican war. Should kindred arts 
seem to succeed in future, we may trust that the same benefi
cent Providence will, in the end, triumph. 

At the very moment when the wishes of the slave power 
seemed about to be consummated, a new obstacle presented 
itself, as already seen, in the Wilmot proviso, that threatened 
to exclude slavery from the conquered and purchased pro
vinces. This proviso, twice adopted in the House of Represen
tatives, in response to the voice of the people, had been 
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smothered in the more aristocratic Senate, and by extraordi
nary arts of intimidation, corruption, and management, had, 
at last, been deserted, for the moment, by a small majority of 
the Representatives. But the spirit of the people was roused, 
and throughout the Free States, the indispensable condition 
of support at the polls, was the profession, on the part of the 
candidate, of sustaining the proviso. 'I'he rival Whig and 
Democratic parties vied with each other in these professions. 
The last session of Congress under President Polk's adminis
tration, was expected to grapple with this question, and give 
it a final decision, in the act of providing, in accordance with 
usage, for tile government of newly acquired territories. 

So wide spread and so unequivocal was the expression of 
this sentiment, that" no less than fourteen States protested 
through their legislatures against any enlargement of the area 
of slavery," and even the "voice of Daniel Webster was 
raised to warn his countrymen of the impending calamity."* 

Alarmed at this aspect of things, and fearing to meet the 
question again in Congress in that shape, the leaders of the 
slave party resorted to a new stratagem. They determined 
to forestal any action by Congress for the government of the 
territories, by urging their immediate admission as States, with 
the right of shaping their domestic institutions as they pleased. 
The doctrine of 1/ non·intervention" was now the watch word, 
and it was acceptable to those numerous Northern politicians, 
in Congress, who wished for a pretext to dodge a direct vote 
on the proviso. If the principle of throwing the responsibility 
upon the new States were admitted, it would relieve them from 
the responsibility, and shelter them, in some degree, from the 
displensure of their constituents at home.t The democratic 

It Address on behalf Am. & For. A. S. Soo., p. s. 
t The real 'piru or their pledges and prof_iona would indeed oblige them to 

vote agniust the admi8Sion of a new Slat, whoso Constitution did not exclude &1I1\-el'1. 
But the doctrine of "non-inteTVention," deriving its plausibility from the demo
cratic theory of Joeving the people of the States to !fovem themseJve~, would reliove 
their emburl'M~mellt. The sophistry lay in forgettillg that the Md~ are a pert of 
.. the people," and that the business of majorities wielding eivil government, is to 
protect tho equal rights of all. 
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candidate for the Presidency, General Cass, had occupied t.hia 
ground. The whig candidate, General Taylor, though not 
publicly pledged, had been represented, by his friends at. the 
North, II.S not being disposed to veto the proviso, and being 
now about to take the Presidential chair, the prospective alter
native of being obliged to commit himself on that point, was 
disagreeable to him, anu especially to his party. All tbis 
favored the new plot of the slave interest. 

In the early part of the sessioD, Dec. 11th, 1848, a bill was 
introduced into the Senate by Mr. Douglas of Illinois., for the 
admission of California as a State, which was read twice and 
ordered to be printed. The boundaries were to include" all 
that portion of territory which was acquired by the treaty of 
peace, &c., with Mexico," Congress reserving the right to form 
new states out of it.* , This would include aU of Utah and 
all of New Mexico that was not intended to be absorbed by 
Texas I It was soon found that. this project would not suc
ceed ; but Mr. Douglas presented' a new bill in another form, 
leaving New Mexico out of the question. These bills con· 
tained, of course, no interdict of slavery.t 

Mr. Foote of Mississippi, on the introduction of the first 
bill, seemed anxious to be considered as its author, and it 
doubtless had its origin with slaveholders. The Washington 
Union, the special organ of President Polk, advocated the 
second bill, and answered the objections of some southern 
members against it.t In the House, Mr. Hilliard proposed a 
similar bill. The project underwent various modifications, 
and finally, near the close of the session, 1\ substitute for them 
all came under dcbate in the Appropriation Bill, and the 
amendment of Mr. Walker of Wisconsin, which provided for 
the despotic government of the territories by the President, 
at his discretion, and without any restriction in respect to 
slavery. It contained, likewise, a virtual concession of the 
claims of slaveholding Texas to all the territory of New 

• ltalw!lGl Era, Dec. U, IM8. 
~ lb., l·eb. 22, IM9. 

t lb., Jan. lUI Uld Feb. I, 180. 
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Mexico east of the Rio Grande, and it transferred to CaliCor
nia certain laws regulating the domestic slave trade on the 
Atlantic seaboard. All this was pa..c:scd in the Senate 29 to 
27-absent 4,*-but was deCeated in the House. 

The session was thus occupied in a manner that staved oft' 
direct action on the proviso, but neither provided Cor the 
government of the acquired provinces as territories, nor ad· 
mitted them into the Union as states. Being thus left; un
provided for, in a condition bordering on anarchy and under 
military misrule, the Californians established for themselves a 
Provisional Government, and elected an Assembly, in Feb., 
1849. In the United States, the controversy was still unde
cided, neither the friends nor the opponents of slavery exten
sion having carried any decisive measure. 

On the acccssion of President Taylor: March 4, 1849, the 
policy of his administration, from which there appears to have 
been, at that time, no dissent among the friends of slavery 
extension, wa.'! evidently to facilitate and hasten the organiza
tion of a State Government in CaliCornia, without a prohibi
tion of slavery, and bring her forward with her new constitu
tion at the next session, for admission into the Union. " Non 
intervention n was now the doctrine of the entire South, and 
of its Northern allies. The party supporting President Tay
lor, even including that large and infiuential portion oC it at 

• NatioMl El'tJ, March 1 nnd 8. It is proper to add thnt only Re,-on "cunton from 
\he f'ree States vot~d in tho offirmnth-e, viz: Mc~s"". Dickin~n of N _ York, Dodge 
or Iowa, Donglas of Illinois, Fitzgernld of Michigan, I1unllcgnll of Indiunu, Stllrgeon 
orPenn.yl\"nllial, Dnd Walker or Wj~con"in. 

Mr. IIannegan WW! innnedintcly Dppointed by PfCR_ Polk, Ministcr to Berlin (ono 
or the Il11't acts of his adminiatrntioll), Dnd (it is enid) with tho concurrenco and 
advico of lending fricnds of the Prll>lidcnt elect (Gen_ Tnylor), who WD~ known to 
hnve used l1i8 influenco with mcmlx-rs of COlIgre~s before Ilia innngnTntion, in favor 
of Walker'sarncndment, thull allowing tho united "yml'athy of tho two slal\"obolding 
Preoidcnts with thllt mOSllnre, IUO a substitute for tho doli:nted project of immediDtely 
admitting Culifornia, without rClltrictioll, 118 n stute_ Gcn. 'ruylor'. curliest desire 
fl>r such ntll1li~sioll Willi affinned by the editor of the lI"atimlOl In.ttlligtrtet,., in a 
labored AJ1icle in snpport of that policy, in whiel! it WIIS l1Iaintainod thnt 0" Roon L~ 
('.aliforni" should preBent hcn<elf with a Con.titation, allking admi •• ion, (Jmgn81 
_Ill All" rio rigA' and tlO pl'llIMf1 w'nUl'/.,., in tlil BlaN ~ueion_-See 1'r. Yo 
E_ing POll, Nov. 15, 1840. 
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the North, that had abounded in anti·slavery professions, and 
had carried elections on the merit of its zeal for tbe Wilmot 
proviso, began now to represent that the measure was not im
portant-that Mexican law remaining in force and not re
pealed, would be a sufficient guaranty of liberty, or that the 
climate and other similar causes would prevent slavery-and 
finally, that if California should present herself with a consti· 
tution containing no prohibition of slavery, she would be 
entitled to admission. In absence of other evidence, tbe 
policy of the administration and of the slaveholders would 
have been sufficiently apparent from these indications. But 
other facts are at hand. 

In the Cabinet, the slave interest was predominant. Mr. 
Preston of Virginia, Mr. Crawford of Georgia, Mr. Johnson 
of Maryland, were slaveholders. John M. Clayton, Secretary 
of State, was accustomed to compromises with slavery, and 
solicitous to pursue a course that would prevent agitation, 
while not one of the remaining members, Meredith, Colla· 
more, and Ewing, were counted upon by the advocates of 
freedom. The course of such a cabinet might well be sup
posed (in the absence of any opposition) t.o represent the 
policy of the South. 

By this President and Cabinet, Thomas Butler King of 
Georgia, member of Congress, an earnest ad vocate of slavery 
extension, and a slaveholder, was dispatched on a, special 
mission to California. No sooner was he arrived there than 
he was found urging the people" to form a State Government, 
pledging thc support of the administration in the movement, 
and insisting that the measure was necessary to save Congress 
and the old. states from a fearful struggle on the subject of 
sla,very."* And Mr. King stood not a,lone. Along with him 
(whether as volunteers or emissnrics from the southern coun· 
try) there were Hon. ·Wm.l\f. G",in of Mississippi, ex·member 
of Congress, Ex·Governor Boggs, and Peter H. nurnett, of 
Missouri, &c., exerting 1\ similar infiuence.-Govemor Boggs 
------------------------

• Natiollill Era, Aug. 7. 1MB. 
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writing home to his friends that a few slaves could be used to 
advantage in the territory.* 

A public meeting was beld at San Jose, which was ad
dressed by Mr. King and Mr. Gwin. 

Mr. King related the history of the Wilmot proviso, and 
the divisions growing out of it, and said: 

" We cannot settle this question on the other side of the Rocky Monn
tains. We look to you to settle it by becoming a State. The people oC 
the old States ardently desire it." 

He then added,-

" I speak knowingly, when I say the Administration desire it; and from 
extensive intercourse with the members of the last Congreaa,l am convinced 
they are moat anxiolls for the question to be settled in this way. You will 
have no difficulty in being admitted as a State. 1 pledge myself tu it, and 
1 pledge the Administration, and I think may speak equally confidently for 
the next Congreaa. Form a State Government, send on your senators and 
representatives, and then admiaaion is certain." 

Mr. Gwin followed in a strain still more unreserved. He 
represented that a "spirit of fanaticism" in Congress had pre
vented, for two sessions, the provision of any form of govern
ment for California, and intimated that "the steadfust friends 
of California" were those who were opposed to this fanaticism. 
He was not 80 sanguine as Mr. King of their ready admission 
as a state. He feared" we will have to pass through an ar
duous struggle before we obtain our rights, "-insinuating that 
the" spirit of fanaticism" at the North would oppose the ad
miSSion. " I do not refer to these difficulties," said he, "to 
deter us from acting. Let aU minor questions be merged in tlte 
great question before us," • . "dropping all local questions t!tat moy 
excite angry discussions," &:c. &:c. 

The drift of this advice was not misunderstood, nor the 
quarter from whence it came. Col. Hand, one of the speakers 
at the same meeting, administered n timely rebuke. After 
denouncing the usurpation of Gen. Riley, he said: 

" Let the manaic politicians of the Atlantic, who have so kindly voluo-

• . ..vCl'ioMl Era, Oct. 25, 1848. 
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tee red to teach us semi-barbarians the duty we owe to our would-be leaden, 
remain at home, and when, after a residence ot five days in California, they 
again attempt to feci the popular pulse in regard to slavery, let your indig
nation at their uncalled for interference be expressed in such a manner tha, 
Gov. Clayton cannot again say, without telling an unblushing falsehood, we 
are incapable of self-government.'" 

The friends of liberty at the East had no members or ex
members of Congress at this meeting, to counteract the influ· 
ences exerted there. The administration, however, had other 
instruments to do its bidding. Gen. Riley, acting under or
ders of our Federal ExecutivE', was the well-known autocrat 
of California. The provisional government had not recognized 
his authority, but were in possession of no organized means of 
resisting his usurpations. His authority was however des
tined, for once, to facilitate a better organization. In strict 
accordance with its settled policy, as already exhibited, tbe 
Cabinet at Washington instructed Gen. Rileyt to issue a Pro
clamation directing the choosing of delegates to form a State 
Constitution, which was accordingly done,-the terms of the 
Proclamation prescribing the time and mode of elections, and 
even assuming the existence of slavery, by making a distinction 
betwcen bond and free, in dcfining who should be electors.t 
This specification was founded, doubtless, on the fact, that 
slaves were then in the territory and in process of not infre
quent introduction there by slaveholding immigrants, a fact 
very gencrally understood. The Alabama Journal bad de
clared that the experiment had been tested, that slaves bad 
been carried there and were held in safety, and it urged the 
"slaveholders to emigrate there with their property in suffi
cient numbers to control the policy of the country."§ Gen. 
Riley likewise" apportioned the delegates so as to throw the 
._------- --------~.--------

• li'atilHl41 Em, Aug. '1, 111'9. 
t W c 1111\'0 met with DO contradiction or di8clnimer or this nlleged nction or the 

Gdmiuistl'lltion on the part or PreB. Taylor or bis rriends, Northern or Southern, 
though it hus bc~n mlldo the subject (Or free animadversion b,. oppoelte ~ of 
citizen~, flr:<t at tho North, Dnd nfterwards at the South. 

~ See 11: Y. Wttl:IV Et'cninv POll, Nov. 15, 111'0. 
1liizWJ1UIl Brll, Nov. 1, 1649. 
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weight of political power into the towns where the officers 
and dependents of the United States Government exercised 
most intluence."* 

The Provisional Government, which had been but feebly 
sustained, considered it the best policy to acquiesce in this 
movement of Gen. Riley, and the Assembly therefore ceased 
to exist.t The delegates were accordingly elected and assem
bled in convention at Monterey, Sept. 1, 1849. 

Up to this time, nay, on the receipt of this intelligence at 
Washington and New York, about the middle of October, and 
for some time afterwards, the common impression among all 
classes in the States was, that the new Constitution of Califor· 
nia would contain no prohibition of sIll. very; that a slavehold· 
ing popUlation from the southern states would rapidly rush 
in, that the effort for the admission of the new slave State into 
the Union would be vigorously pushed, and would most pro
bably succeed. 1'he tone of the journals opposed to the ex
tension of slavery was generally marked by apprehensions of 
this character,t while the southern editors heralded the pass
ing events with an air of assurance and satisfaction. It was 
known, indeed, that some of thc inhabitants of California 
were opposed to slavery, but the controlling influences were 
supposed to be on the other side. Mr. Gwin, it was predicted, 
would be President of the Constitutional Convention. The 
pro-slavery ticket had triumphed in San Francisco. Thomas 
Butler King, Mr. Gwin, and Ex-Go\·ernor Boggs of Missouri, 
nnd Ex·Governor Sh:lnnon, n pro-l-Ilavery democrat, were the 
prominentcandidntcs for Senators, f!'Om the new Stnte.§ Had 
John C. Calhoun, and other statesmen of that stamp, enter
tained any serious apprehensions of a prohibition of slavery 
by the Constitution of California, it is not to be supposed that 

* }t'utinnaZ Era, Aug. 7,18411. 
t Alta adi!lJ,.nia of July 26, copied into N. Y. W,"ly Ermi", PHI of SIpt. 

20, 1849. 
t Wituc!i.~ the N. Y. Wu1:lV EHni", Pon, of Oot. 18, 184\1, and .1IGIiMGl erG of 

Oct. 23 nnd Nil'·. 1. 
S .Adti.oMI ;''''a or Oot. 115, 18111. 
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they would have been silent while these measures were in 
progress. As it was, the country heard nothing of their com
plaints against the administration, till the result of its policy 
disappointed them. 

Few items of newspaper intelligence ever took the Ameri
can people more completely by surprise than the following in 
the new Constitution of California: 

"NEITHER SLAVERY NOR INVOLUNTARY SERVITUDE, EXCEPT ,.OR THE PUl(

ISHMENT or CRIME, SHALL EVER BE TOLERATED III THIS STATE." 

The public mind was not relieved of suspense, till the ac
ceptance of this Constitution by the people was, some weeks 
afterward, ascertained. . 

The result is to be traced to a number of causes, neither 
foreseen nor understood in the United States, till the result 
had developed them. The immigration from the South ap
pears to have been less extensive than had been supposed, 
owing to apprehensions on the part of slaveholders, that the 
Wilmot proviso would be applied to the territory, or that 
California would not be admitted, as a slave state. Of the 
southern settlers, some too, had come there for the very 
purpose of escaping from the blight of slavery, and others 
who had come to explore the country, leaying their slaves 
behind them, were content, on observation and reflection, to 
try a new order of thi ngs. A preponderating population had 
poured in from the free States, in quest of California gold, 
:some few of whom were opposed to slavery on prinr.iple, and 
most of them, enlightened by the recent discussions at the 
north, on that subject, understood the irreconcilable antago
nism between free and slave labor. As their chief capital 
was their own industry, they knew better than to welcome 
the competition of unpaid laborers, and the affinity of free 
laborers with slaves. Commercial adventurers understood 
that free labor was the only substantial element of enduring 
wealth. Politicians and editors, and through them the whole 
community, knew that the admis.-iion of California as a slave 
state would be opposed by tbe moral stamina of the North 
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and the North·West.* Add to all this, the Californians had 
had a taste of the autocratic C'.ontrol of the Slave Power, under 
the military despotism that had been provided for them; the 
original inhabitants had no affection for the invaders who had 
conquered them, and all except the interested few had been 
disgusted by the air of superiority and dictation that had 
been displayed by the slaveholders who had just come among 
them, to prescribe for them, as by authority from Washington, 
what institutions they should frame. 

A review of this result shows us that, in more ways than 
one, the anti-slavery agitation at the North had contributed 
largely to shape the public sentiment and the destinies of Cal
ifornia. The wisdom of the masses of people in that territory, 
heterogeneous and undirected as they were, in deciding so 
correctly and so promptly the great moral, economical, and po
Ii tical problem that still perplexes the preoedent-ridden and 
demagogue-befooled citizens of the old states, presents a splen
did exemplification of the safety of the democratic principle, 
undcr the Providence of God, and illustrates the great foun
dation truth of religion and morality, that the moral sense, in 
man, left to itself, and acting freely, without bias, is often 
found a safe guide, in cases that baffle the skill and confound 
the calculations of the crafty.t 

'l'he doctrine of "non-intervention," so sedulously cultiva
ted, demanded now the prompt admission of California as a 
free state I But the demand was destined to knock at bolted 
doors. President Taylor indeed, and the northern wing of 
his party, desirous of his re-election and their own preserved 
power, were ill no condition to repudiatc their own doctrine 
and cat their own words. Their chosen policy of non-com
mittal on the Wilmot proviso, still led them to seek the ad
mission of California as a State. The northern democrats who 

.. Seo ..4lbJ CaliforAio of July 2, copied by tbe ltatiDMl.!N ot Aug. 18, 1848. 
t Since tbe aOO,·o paragraph waR written tbere ba,·o appeared IItrong indication. 

of a de~perate attempt to extend slavery into Culiforni., accompanied with partial 
tlUcce!lll. We wnI still hope tor tbe best, and that the safet,- ot Ca1lIornia will lie 
lecared in the liberation of tho wbole country. 
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had Sltpported Gen. Cass, under the motto of "non-interven
tion," could make no show of self-consistency, could hold up 
no manly front, at the North, if they deserted Cnlifornia now. 
And those who had been elected under pledges to sustain the 
Wilmot proviso should be expected to be prompt in rendering 
this easier service. What pretext, indeed, could any Senator 
or Representative from nfree state, devise, for not urging, ear
nestly, the admission of afree State? The North, as being a 
majority, had the matter in their own hands. Add. to all this, 
the slaveholding President himself, in his Message on the 
opening of the Session, (in December, 1~49,) had mentioned 
the reception of California with favor, and the less violent and 
rabid of slaveholding statesmen, including two prominent 
leaders of the rival parties, Messrs. Benton and Clay, were 
understood to approve the President's course. An easy VIC
tory should have been anticipated for the friends of Cali
fornia. 

Instead of this, the struggle was, perhaps, the most violent 
and long-protracted ever witnessed in our national councils. 
The extreme slave party, led on by Mr. Calhoun, demanded 
not only the rejection of California, but other concessions to 
the slave power, including an amendment of the Constitution 
that should equalize the political power of the free and slave 
states, as a condition of the continuance of the Union_ The 
application of California for admission was repelled on the 
ground that she came without leave of Congress and under 
executive direction. The administration of President Taylor 
was arraigned for its activity in the measure, and intimations 
were made by Mr. Calhoun, that the policy might have bad 
its origin under President Polk. Whether by Mr. Polk, Gen. 
Taylor, or Gen. Riley, it was unequivocally denounced. 

While this controversy was TIlging in Congress, New Mexi
co, from similar causes, and in imitation of the example of 
California, adopted a State Constitution, excluding slavery, 
and applied also for admission into the U nioll. 

The slaveholding State of Texas, alarmed by this move
ment,. now urged her pretensions of n western boundary \b.\ 
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sbould include a large portion of New Mexico, by wbom-tbia 
pretension was repelled, and Texas threatened II. resort to 
arms. 

In tbis state of tbings a plan of so-called compromise was 
introduced into tbe Senate by n. committee of thirteen, of 
which Mr. Clay was chairman, embracing the following par
ticulars, viz: 1. The future admission of new slQ,ve States, to 
be formed out of 'l'exas. 2. The admission, forthwith, of 
California, with her proposed boundaries. S. The establish
ment of territorial governments without the Wilmot proviso, 
for New Mexico and Utah. 4. The combination of the two 
last mentioned measures in one bill. 5. 'l'he establishment of 
the Western and Northern boundary of Texas excluding from 
her jurisdiction all of New Mexico, with II. grant to 'l'exas of 
a pecuniary equivalent. 6. More effectual ena.ctments to .se
cure the return of fugitive slaves, (as previously introduced in 
a bill by Mr. Mason of Virginia.) 7. The abolition of the 
slave trade, but not slavery, in the District of Columbia.* 

Mr. Clay's project of securing all these measures simultane
ously, by the adoption of this Report of the Committee, did 
not succeed. After a tedious and protracted effort, the plan 
was marred by amendments, till the Report, as a whole, was 
defeated and abandoned. A similar project was next attempt
ed by separate bills, and with the following results: 

1. 'fhe admission of California as a free State, with her 
proper boundaries. 

2. Territorial governments for New Mexico and Utah with
out excluding slavery, and with the provision that the States 
hereafter formed out of them shall be admitted into the Union 
either with or without slavery, as the Constitutions of the new 
States shall decide. 

S. The boundary of Texas is so fixed as to surrender to that 
slave State at least ninety thousand square miles of free soi~ 
and yet the same bill creates a national debt of ten millions 

----- --------------------- - ------------------
• See NdwM' JlIoIJ of .,1e, 1850. 
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of dollars to buy off the notoriously fraudulent and unfounded 
~laims of Tens to New Mexico.* 

4. The abolition of the slave trade, but not of slavery, in 
the District of Columbia. This does not prevent citizens of the 
Federal District from selling their slaves into any of the States. 
It only prevents traders from bringing slaves into the District 
for sale and transportation. 

5. An act, supplementary to the act of 1793, for facilitating 
the recapture of fugitive slaves. By this new' act all the reo 
maining defenses of personal liberty, in the non·slaveholding 
States, are effectually broken down, and every man, black or 
white, (for the law makes no distinction,) holds his exemption 
from chattel hood, so far as legal protection is concerned, at 
the mercy of any Southern man who may choose to claim him 
as.his slave, in connection with anyone of a horde of govern· 
ment officials, to be appointed for the special purpose, who is 
authorized to surrender him, without jury trial, with no testi· 
mony but that of the claimant or his agent, while the testi· 
mony of the person claimed is not to be received. All citizens 
are commanded to assist in seizing and surrendering fugitives, 
and all persons are forbidden to harbor them or aid their es· 
cape, under penalty of one thousand dollars, with imprison· 
ment not exceeding six months, besides one thousand dollars 
to be recovered in a civil suit for damages, for each slave 80 

aided or harbored.t 
-------

• NatiOllQI ErG, Sept. 12, 1850. 
t It will be aeell tbut the subAtnnoe of Mr. Clay's Compromise bill wall reached b,. 

these BeJlll7llle enaolments. According to Thomll8 II. Benton, Senlltor from Mi.."80uri, 
there wa.~ still another item in tbe Compromisc, 1I0t included in tl,e Report or the 
Committee of Thirteen, but the subject of a verbal understllnding IImong the mem
bera. Tho cottOIl manufucturera or New England were to be propitiated by a high 
tarift'. But after the Southern membora bIId got all tI,ey could, and C!lpecially the 
Fugitive Slave Bill, they desorted their Eastern friends, and defeated the torift' in 
tho H01180 of Representatives. Tho following is from tho NtUioMl Era of Oct. 
a, 1850: 

" Mr. Benton is apt to be very pithy in colloquial comment. Conver.<ing with a 
IOnatorial frieud the other day, about the CompromiBO or Omnibus, in which he 
took .0 tender an iutereat, he remarked: 'Sir, there wero four inside pu.<enj!eJ'II iu 
that Onmibna-tbere Willi California, sir; \hore wu., Now Mexico; there waa TeDII; 
\here waa Utah, air I-four inaide paaacngera. ',rhcre WII8 two outaide paeBCnl'n, 
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CHAPTER XXVIII. 

FURTHER ACTION OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT-GENERAL 

POLICY AND POLITICAL ECONOMY CONTROLLED BY SLAVERY. 

Considerntions and testimonies in point-Commeroial pro~pcrity of the North-The 
Embargo-Non-iuterooull'e-8econd Embargo-Destruction of the Old National 
Bank-Clllhoun'l War of 1812 with Great Britain-Trautment of Now Engllllld
Southern ascendeney establi.hed-Rise of manuf'acturee--Their wreck on return 
of Peace-RevivAl of Northern ('.omme~Calhoun'8 Protective Tarill' of 1816-
Southern call for a National Bank, and why'-l'ecuninry embarrassments of 
1819-20-Southem bankruptcy of lSU--Cotton Speculations of 1826 and 1887-
Bankruptcy of U. S. Bonk, and ""hy'-Its demiH-Clamora of Calhoun against 
hil own Taril!' system-Nullillcation-Recapitulation-Note concerning State 
action. 

WITH the facts of the preceding history before US, it is very 
natural to inquire on what maxims, with what aims, and for 
what objects, the general ptJlicy of the Federal Government has 
been moulded, from the beginning to the present time. Not 
a single administration of that government have we found 
free from the controlling influence of slavery. Not only has 
slavery been steadily fostered as an important interest of the 
country, but' astlze paramount, the all-absorbing interest, be
fore whose claims every other interest and all other interests 
combined, have been forced to give way. 

We have, thus far, considered only the direct action of the 

sir: There wu the fugacious Slave Bill, and the District Sla\'e-trade Abolition Bill. 
They could not be admitted iU8ide, but they bad outside Hats, and the inside and 
outside peseengera could be Boon and known, Rir, But there was another paasenger, 
undor the driver's peat, sir; carefully concealed in tho boot, air; breathing through 
ohinks aud holes like Henry Box Brown, air-the Tllrill', sir! Bot he had a woree 
rate than Box Brown-he was killed-killed in the Houlc, eir-ond I hope w. shall 
have DO more Omnibll808 and no more pasaengere in tha boot, air I' " 
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Federal Government, in manifest support of slavery. But the 
general policy and the political economy of the country could 
scarcely fail to have had the most important bearings either 
for or against the slave interest. Is it credible that this has 
been overlooked? 'Vith the ever watchful eye that we know 
the slave power has had over its own interests, with all tht! 
successive administrations of the Government under its con· 
trol, and ready, as we have seen, to do its bidding, with slave
ho1ding Presidents and Cabinets of their selection, forty·nine 
years out of sixty-onc, and while the support of slavery has 
been their constant care, can it be belie\'ed that the ever con
flicting and totally irreconcilable interests of free and slave lao 
bor have never been thought of, nor taken into consideration, 
in shaping our national policy? Or can it be supposed that 
the always dominant slave power, everywhere else true to its 
own rapacious instincts, has, just hcre, where the chess games 
of political economy are constantly played between the rival 
interests of the country, been inattentive, or neutral, or tha~ 
it has held the balances between the slaveholding and non
slaveholding States, with nn even and impartinl hand? No 
intelligent citizen can believe this. We might almost be cer
tain, therefore, in advance of all direct scrutiny of the facbl of 
our history, that the general policy of the country has been 
moulded by the slave power, for the benefit of slavery, and in 
consequent hostility to the interests of free labor, The la,w 
of self.preservation would require this, especially as the inter
ests of slave labor are always destined to graPl1le with the 
inherent thriftlessness, imbecility and decline incident to the 
system, in striking contrast to the ever buoyant and recuper
ative energies of free labor. It would not be enough for the 
slave power, acting a.'1 a political economist, and mainly intent 
on retaining its political supremacy, to content itself with de
vices and expedients to prop up and encourage slave labor. 
It must do more than this. It must adroitly stab and cripple 
its rivnl. It must so shape and shift public measures as to 
disarrange, thwart, perplex, and unsettle the pursuits and the 
arrangements of free laborers, or else itself fall into inevitable 
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eclipse, sustain certain defeat, and let go the sceptre of power. 
An illustration and proof of all this we have in the recent de
mand of the late Mr. Calhoun, that the Constitution should 
be so amended as to restore to the slave States the same rela
tive power that they had, at the first organization of the gov· 
ernment, and which we know they have lost, in despite of 
their political ascendancy, by the opposite tendencies of free
dom and slavery. In making that desperate demand, Mr. 
Calhoun laid bare his own heart, and the settled policy of the 
oligarchy of slaveholders. The free North must be shorn of her 
own natural strength, wilen needjttl, that slavery may p1'e8e1've her 
balance of power. With this simple key, the historian may 
unlock the otherwise inexplicable labyrinths of American 
politics, for the last sixty years. Thus instructed, he will be 
enabled to read into one straightforward and undeviating 
chapter of national policy the fluctuations of eleven Presiden
tial administrations, amid all the idle clamor of rival nspirantst 

and the rise and fall of the contending factions that have al
ternately affected to be the Governmell.t. In all these apparent 
changes, the slave power has governed, and with one steady 
purpose, and never more steadily and effectively than in the 
miqst of seeming change and caprice. 

If anyone considers this a severe charge against the South, 
a southern witness shall be summoned to the stand. The tor· 
turing rack of party exigences and of personal rivalry, on 
one occasion, extorted the confession, on northern soil, from 
a statesman of the South. At a New York State Whig Con· 
vention in Utica, in 1839, Mr. Stanley, "tbe eloquent member 
of Congress, from North Carolina," declared that "John C. 
Calhoun introduced a certain measure (the sub-treasury bill} 
as a southern measure." "Mr. Oalhoun," continued Mr. Stan
ley, "knew that it must break down northern manufacturea a~ 
capita~ and datTOY the North. I conversed with Mr. Calhoun r 
he expressed himself contemptuously of Mr. Van Duren; he 
spoke of him only as a 'fly on the wheel.' It was not his 
measure, bnt our measure. lVe could retn:eve all or destroy." 

It is in no spirit of sympathy with the whig party, and with 
. 21 
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no particular hostility to the sub-treasury bill, (on its own 
merits) that we record this disclosure of Mr. Stanley. What 
we would bring into notice is the fact that influential south
ern statesmen, of opposite political parties, are in the habit of 
,commending to each other, in familiar conversation, their re
spective measures of national policy, as being adapted to fk. 
range northern capital, and perplex tILe arrangements and opera
,tions of free labor. We shall see how effectually this has been 
,done as we proceed. 

The clause of the Constitution directing the apportionment 
of "representatives and direct taxes," by the same complex 
and unequal estimate of inhabitants,* affords evidence that 
direct taxation was contemplated by the framers of that in
strument. It is not credible that the northern members would 
have consented to yicld up their due share of representation, 
but for the prospect that the southern states, as being the 
gainers in that part of the bargain, would return an equiva
lent by paying the larger portion of the taxes. It was cha
racteristic of the North to stipulate for a pecuniary compensa
tion, as it was of the South to grasp after an undue share of 
political power. How rigorously the South has claimed and 
exercised her stipulated political power, has been exhibited 
already in part. In completing the picture, we shall show 
,how, in the use of that political power the North has been 
defrauded of her stipulated pecuniary equivalent. One word 
tells this part of the story. No I, directtaxes" or none of any 
importance, have ever been levied I And the device by which 
the fulfilment of this constitutional compromise was evaded, 
furnishes a clue to the policy which has controlled the fiscal 
,arrangements of the country ever since. 

It was among the first cares of the slaveholding oligarchy, 
:after the organization of the Federal Government, and under 
its ;first administration, to evade the payment of any II direct 
,taxes" into the treasury. Well knowing, that if a revenue 
.could be derived from duties on merchandize imported, the 

• A,.,. I., &e. 2, Claw. 8. 
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burden would fall mainly on the states t~at imported and con
sumed most of foreign merehandize, and that these would be 
the non-slaveholding states, a tariff sufficient for the purposes 
of revenue, yet ostensibly designed t.o favor the gradual 
growth of domestic manufactures, was thus early introduced; 
and so far as the raisillg of revenue is concerned, has continued 
the settled policy of the country ever since. Amid all the 
fluctuations and controversies respecting the tariff, a sufficient 
impost for purposes of ret'e1lue has been conceded by all par· 
ties--controlled as all parties have been by slavery-till it 
almost seems to have been forgotten' that a revenue can be 
raised in any other way, or that the power to levy "direct 
taxes" was ever vested in the government. This was the 
first triumph of slavery over the political economy of the 
country, and is closely connected with all its triumphs since. 
By thus replenishing the National Treasury by a method of 
taxation, bearing chiefly on the free states, and from which 
the slave states are comparatively exempt, the Slave Power 
that wields the National Government has been supplied with 
an ample revenue with which to carryon its more direct 
operations in behalf of slavery-its purchase of new slave 
territory-its pro-slavery diplomacy-and its pro-slavery wars. 
With only a revenue raised by "direct taxes," very little in 
these directions could have been realized. 

The present century opened with a remarkable state of 
things. Our country was at peace with all the world, and, 
with exception of a contest with the petty strites of Barbary, 
we remained at peace, until the war with Britain, in 1812. 
Europe was embroiled in war. England, with some of the 
continental powers, contested the fearful strides of Napoleon. 
Every European nation was enlisted on o,ne side or the other, 
and Europe became one vast encampment. ;aer agriculturist.~ 
nnd artizans were under arms. Her commerce was swept 
from the sea by her own contending navies: EYen Britain, 
"lord of the ocean," was pdwerful only 'to destroy, but could 
not protect her own merchantmen. America, as the only 
neutral and maratime nation, reaped rich harvests. She was 
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the carrier of all christendom. She not only vended her own 
products at her own prices, but levied tribute at her pleasure, 
upon the produce of all nations, upon those of South Ameri
ca, the Caribbean Islands, Eastern India, and China. Not a 
chest of tea, not a bale of nankins, not a bag of coffee, not a 
barrel of flour, not a bale of cotton, at treble their present 
prices, could purchase the insurer's passport to cross the ocean, 
unless covered by the stripes and stars of the North Ameriean 
States. Within less than two hundred years after the landing 
at Plymouth was this wonderful phenomenon witnessed i and 
by the sons of the pilgrims, chiefly, was this immense contri
bution gathered. In the counting-houses of New' England 
and New York, were seated the merchant' princes, more p0-

tent and more comprehensive in their sway than those of 
ancient Tyre, by whom this vast tribute was levied. 

But where was the sunny South at this period. Did she 
thrust in her sickle, and gather golden harvests, when the 
earth was reaped? Where were her gallant ships? Her 
princely merchants-where 1 The South had no foreign com
merce. The cheerful music of the caulker, the rigger, and 
the sailor, mingle not with the sound of the driver's lash. 
The spoiled sons of effeminacy, lawlessness and sloth, the 
heroes of the whip and the bowie-knife, are not merchants. 
The traffickers in women and babes excel not in lawful com
merce. The land of slavery did not prosper. The curse of 
omnipresent justice, interwoven into the slave system itself, 
was gnawing at her vitals. She turned her eye of anguish 
and envy at the free and prospering North, inquiring within 
herself how she could preserve her balance of power. 

The Slave Power, like the power of the pit, never lacks for 
a stratagem. The Slave Power ruled in the Cabinet, and stood 
behind the Presidential Chair. I sin not against the demo
cracy of Mr. Jefferson. His democracy, however correct in 
theory, was here, as on his plantation, held in abeyance, and 
cherished "in the abstract." There was nothing of Mr. Jef
ferson's democracy in his slaveholding: and there was nothing 
of it in the embargo. That measure, dictated probably against 
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his wishes by the Slave Power,· was levelled at the commer
cial prosperity of the free North. Democracy, as expounded 
by Mr. Jefferson, was jealous of Federal encroachment, and 
watchful of State rights. The embargo was the utmost stretch 
of Federal encroachment, in open contempt of the wishes of 
the commercial States. Democracy was the guardian of II free 
trade," the boasted champion (before and after the embargo) 
of "sailors' rights." The embargo annihilated commerce, 
and thus prohibited the avocation of the sailor I Democracy 
had claimed, through Mr. Jefferson, "the equal rights of 
every citizen in his person and property, and their manage
ment." The embargo singled out a most important class of 
citizens, while in the act of adding, beyond any ancient or 
modern precedent, to the wealth of their nation, wrested" the 
management of their property" out of their hands, prohibited 
their lawful and honorable business, and condemned their 
property-their shipping, richly laden with their country's 
produce-to rot at their own wharves. 

And what was the pretext for the embargo? The rival 
edicts and contending fleets of France and England had 
perpetrated some depredations on our commerce, for which 
we had obtained no redress or security, to the possible amount 
of five or ten per cent. of the nett profits of our commerce, 
after paying a high insurance. Did our merchants, the direct 
sufferers under these depredations, desire the protection of 
an embargo? Not they I With all their united influence of 
petition, remonstrance, and suffrage, they protested against it. 
They even contested the constitutionality of the embargo in 
the Federal courts. They pleaded that the power " to regu
late commerce" was not a power to annihilate it.t The 

• It waa commonly undentood at tbe time, tbat the embargo policy did no\ 
originate witb Hr. Jeil"enon, but waa urged upon him by the extreme South. 
This waa the apology of bis partLsanl in the Northern and Eastern States. 

t The petitions to Congrcaa to abolish the iutentate B1ave tnde, under this lBIIle 
clause of the CODltltution, have been lIu_8fn11y parried by this plea, which did not 
suffice for the Northern merchants. Our conlltitutional expounden would have u. 
believe thllt Congrcaa has power to annihilate all commerce _pi til, t,.a,lio '" Ila_! 
.la it not time to diatnut IUch expositon' 
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defense of the Government was, not that commerce was not 
annihilated (for not a coasting packet might navigate Long 
Island Sound I) but that the power to regulate commerce did 
involve the power of its annihilation. And the Federal Courts 
sustained the Federal Administ.ration. Thus Northern com
merce was destroyed, to protect it from petty depredations r 
As a measure of retaliation or coercion against France and 
England, the embargo could never have been supposed to be 
of any value. 

The theory of political economy then in vogue at the South, 
adopted by the administration party, and promulgated through 
all its presses, bears testimony that the protection of Northern 
commerce from European depredation was not (as it could not 
have been) the object of the embargo. The theory was that 
commerce is corrupting-that the flpirit of commerce is the 
8pirit of cupidity and subversive of the spirit of freedom
that" great commercial cities are great sores" upon the body 
politic-that the concentration of capital is dangerous in a 
republic-that independency of foreign nations requires us to 
be agriculturists and manufacturers, not merchants - and 
that, like the Chinese, we should stay at home, and let foreign 
nations who want our products come after them. By this 
teaching, a jealousy against merchants and commerce was 
fostered, even among the yeomanry and mechanics of the 
North. Whatever of plausibility or mixture of truth there 
may have been in this philosophy, its propagation by the 
slaveholders at this juncture throws light upon their policy, 
and confirms the conclusion that the embargo and non·:nter
course policy was designed to cripple and destroy, instead of 
protecting and' fostering, Northern commerce. Nor can we 
overlook the coincidence by which this visitation was inflicted 
upon the North, almost simultaneously with the abolition of 
the African slave trade, and the explosion and defeat of the 
-great South-Western Conspiracy under Aaron Burr, by the 
disclosures of a citizen of New England. The embargo was 
laid in December, 1807, and was cont.inued till March, 1809, 
when it was exchanged for an act of non-intercourse with 
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England and France. In this policy the administration was 
unexpectedly sustained by an influential statesman of the 
North, the distinguished senator from Massachusetts, * who 
prefaced his vote with this remarkable argument--II The Presi
dent has recommended it. I would not deliberate :-1 would 
act." He was soon after named Minister to Russia, and was 
almost constantly in Executive employ, till, having been made 
Secretary of State under Mr. Monroe (equivalent then to 
nomination as his successor), he came into the Presidency in 
1825, with the aid of Mr. Clay, whom he appointed Secretary 
of State, and with whom he administered the Government in 
the manner already shown. From the date of that appoint
ment to Russia it has been evident that Presidential patron
age, the gift of the slaveholders, is an over-match for any 
hold the free States may have upon the most gifted of their 
sons. 

The non-interconrse with France was terminated in 1810. 
That with Great Britain was continued, including a second 
embargo of two months, till the declaration of war by Con
gress against that country, in June, 1812. From the begin
ning of the first embargo, therefore, in Dec., 1807, until the 
peace of Dec., 1814 (not available to the ship-owners until the 
opening of navigation in the spring of 1815), the commerce 
of the free States was either totally prohibited, or rendered 
oflittle pecuniary value. A general conflagration among the 
warehouses and shipping of the free States-all things con
sidered-would scarcely have inflicted so great a calamity, 
could the merchants have been then left at liberty to repair 
their losses by resuming their business. 

In 1811, the charter of the old National Bank expired, and 

• John Quincy AdllDls. We are not at liberty to suppreaa so instructive an incident 
in the history of this great man and of the country. The remarkllblo Independence 
and signal services of Mr. AdamB, in tbe Houee of Repreaentlltivoa, after having been 
ejected from the Presidency to make room for a sll1\'eholder, will always be rvprded 
the brightest portion of his politiool life. A similar d08tiny may be clalmod, per
haps, to have bad II similar effect upon Mr. Van Buren_ 18IIIIOn to be pondered by 
those who .blll\ BUcceed them. 
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was not permitted by the dominant slave power to be renewed, 
on the alleged ground that a national bank was unconstitu
tional, a consideration not discovered when it was chartered. 
The real reason was that the South had become bankrupt, as 
it periodically does, as ofteu generally as once in ten or fifteen 
years, throwing off the greater part of its indebtedness upon 
its creditors in some other community. No country cultivn
ted by slave labor does otherwise. The British West Indies, 
under the slave system, was always a burthen to the merchants 
and bankers of England, in the long run, however profitable 
their custom might appear to be for a season. The slave sys
tem never supports itself for any great length of time in con
tinuation. The periodical collapse must inevitably come. In 
old colonial times, the creditors of the South were chiefly in 
England, and the South went into the Revolution of 1776 (in 
despite of her inherent and prevalent tory ism) for the purpose, 
mainly, of wiping out the old score. But since the revolu
tion, the northern cities of New York, Philadelphia and B0s
ton have shared largely in t.he honors and emoluments of 
southern custom. The result came upon them in company 
with other calamities, in 1811. But along with the embargo 
and non-intercourse, it greatly assisted the South to regain, 
in a pecuniary view, her endangered balance of power. Al
most the sum total of her indebtedness to the North was now 
to be dexterously shifted from one scale to the other, with 
the double effect of relieving the South of the same weight 
that was to be thrown upon the North. In mauy ways the 
demise of the National Bank was exceedingly opportune to 
them at this juncture. The South had got out of the bank 
in the shape of loans, all it could, and southern securities 
were now in bad odor with the directors, while northern pa
per was discounted freely, and the bank was a financial assist
ant of the northern merchants. More than this. The Bank 
was the agent employed by the North to collect her debts at 
the South. What could the South now want of the bank? 
.A. National Bank was unconstitutional of course, and had 
leave to be interred. In mourning over the loss of their bank, 
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and the depredations of the non-intercourse and embargo, 
the attention of the northern merchants would be diverted, 
in a measure, from the direct losses they sustained from the 
indebtedness of the South. The greater the smoke and the 
more scattered the fires, the better chance for pillage, and the 
less fear of detection. 

Calamities seldom come singly, and crime is the precursor 
of crime. The slave power now demanded a war. Unhap
pily a pretext was at hand. The British" Orders in Council" 
of Nov., 1807, prohibiting all neutral trade with France and 
her allies, were still in force, though there was a prospect that 
they would soon be repealed. Deserters from the British 
navy, who had found a more lucrative and pleasant employ 
on board American vessels, both national and mercantile, 
had been not unfrequently demanded and reclaimed by the 
British commanders. On one occasion, the demand had been 
refused, but enforced. The British ship of war Leopard had 
fired into the American frigate Chesapeake, killed three men, 
and wounded eighteen, after which the seamen claimed were 
given up. On investigation, it appeared that three of them 
were American citizens. This event, which took place in 
June, 1807, had greatly excited the American people at the 
time, and the impressment of seamen was still a subject of 
complaint, though the number of actual impressments was 
afterwards admitted to have been far less than was believed 
and represented at first, as very few American seamen were 
finally found missing from our ports. By far the greater por
tion of alleged impressments were cases of the recovery of 
British seamen, who, from similarity of appearance and lan
guage, had succeeded in procuring American "protections" 
or passports. It was notorious that many thousands of British 
seamen were thus certified to be Americans. This matter 
was coming to be understood. Aside, therefore, from the 
British Orders in Council, this country could not have been 
dragooned into a war with that nation. Nor was it done at 
all, without the earnest remonstrance of the maratime and 
commercial classes, and indeed almost all the people of New 
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England, who were the chief sufferers both from impressment 
and the "Orders in Council." The South undertook, very 
kindly, the protection of the North. "Free trade and sailors' 
rights" was now the southern watchword :-that same" free 
trade" that had been so long denounced by the South as the 
bane of the republic, a national curse, and proscribed by non
intercourse and embargo! Those same "sailors' rights" 
that had been so recently cloven down and annihilated by 
the same arbitrary measures I The pretense of the southern 
enemies of commerce, of caring for the "free trade and 
sailors' rights" of the commercial and hated North, was·too 
flimsy to be plausible. To a great extent the thin disguise 
was soon thrown off, and southern editors and orators ful
minated, in the same paragraphs, their anathemas against 
New England and Old England, avowing the determination 
to chastise and humble them both, at the same time, and by 
the same blow. 

The war party was led on by John C. Calhoun, of South 
Carolina, who claimed the paternity of the measure, and drove 
it furiously through both houses of Congress.* Mr. Clay was 

• Mr. lladi80n, then Preaident, recommended the war in a message to Con".., 
but hia pro\'erbial timidity and caution forbid the iden that he was the author of the 
mel\8Ure, Mr. Calhoun, 118 the leader of the extreme Southern party, was commonly 
regurded 118 the real instigator of the war mesnge, and his BUeeeu in. carrying the 
mea.~ure, ga\'e him that decided Ilnd controlling inlluenC8 over the national councils, 
which he e\'er afterwards retained, and under all the 8uccessh'e administnltiona of 
tho government, till the day of his death, a period of thirty-eight yeara, during 
whieh time he seldom failed of effecting the real, if not the ~ objects or his 
occult evolutiona, which were little undentood. Though charged ,,'ith flckleneaa, 
he never swer\'ed from his one original and single aim-the aggrandizement of the 
South by the discomlltnre or the North. He WI\S never more su_(ul than in the 
moment or complaining loudly of defeat, and appearing to BUbUlit, reluctantly, to a 
compromise. Even the great compromi"cr, Mr. Clay, appeared to be but all imple
mellt in his hands. He WII! charged with ambition for the Presidency, but in rowity 
he preferred to govern through eiglat administrations (and he managed for the 
most part to do so), rather than rule through the bricf period or OM. HIl had the 
faculty of governing, through their hopes or their feara. tho political pnrt~· rrom 
which he @ccme,l to stand aloof, fill effectuall,. a.~ he did the party to which, for the 
time being, he seemed to belong. The Slaw party Willi the only party to wbich he 
e\'er really ndhered. The skill with which he concocted a new party, by an alU
ance of' the Soutllom "nulliflera," or wbom he had been tho lender. with tlw 
National Republicans of the North, against whom he had threatened a civll war, yet 
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also ill favor of the measure. At one stage of the proceed
ings, early in June,. 1812, a motion was made in the Senate 
to postpone the declaration of war till the opening of the 
next session of Congress in December, when the policy of the 
British Government would be developed.* On this question 
the Senate was understood to be nearly equally divided, and 
Mr. Calhoun, whose influence was potential in "both Houses, 
exerted himself to defeat the motion. Then it was that, 
after an adjournment, a large number of northern members, 
including prominent supporters of the administration, were 
said to have surrounded Mr. Calhoun in the lobby, imploring 
him to relent, and allow the country a respite till December. 
Mr. Calhoun was inexorable, and by extraordinary applian
ces, one or two members were gained over to his party, and 
the postp<m.ement was defeated in the &nate by a maJon'ty of one 
'VOte. This decided the question of war, which was declared 
by a vote of 79 to 49 in the House of Representatives, and 
of 19 to 18 in the Senate. In a few weeks, news arrived, as 
was expected, of the repeal of the British Orders in Council, 
thus removing the chief cause of the war. But the object of 
the Calhoun party was gained. The nation was plunged into 
n war, in the midst of the pecuniary embarrassments arising 
from a general sonthern bankruptcy, (the North being the 
creditor) and from the Budden demise of the National Bank. 
New England, at Buch a crisis, more than Old England, would 
be the sufferer by the war, and the North would be burdened 
with the chief expense of the infliction. 

The result of the measure, and especially the manner in 

stepping ou' of hia new party before he wae fairly loated in it, was miat4kon for 
oaprice by those who Ball' not his object, It enabled him to be either Whig or 
Democrnt, as he pleased, to 8tand with one foot In eaeh acale, to make either Bide 
preponderate as he chose, ADd become Secretary of State when he wiahed, by the 
acclamations of a Senate whose party WIllI, even theu, denouncing him! Whoever 
would undeflltand American politics from 1812 to 1860, moat IItudy the political hia
tory of John C. Calhoun. 

• A motion wae also moo.e In the lioUlo of Representatives to inalude FrI!once in 
the meaaure, but the motion failed. The French had no naval force to spero for 
the coaat of America, and coold do little for the threatened chastisement of New 
England. 
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which the war was conducted and terminated, were such u 
to justify, fully, this account of its object "and its origin. Two 
commanders, in sympathy with the administration, Generals 
Hull and Smythe, the latter a Virginian, were sent, succes
sively, on expeditions of pretended invasion of Canada, but 
in both instances, the enterprise was abandoned when the 
Canadas were apparently in their power. General Hull sur· 
rendered to the British, to their great astonishment. The 
whole country accused him of treason, a court-martial sen
tenced him to death, but he was pardoned by the President.* 
General Smythe "suddenly retreated, to the great surprise of 
his troops." These facts, together with the systematic and 
even skillful withholding of supplies from the forces under 
other commanders, afterwards,t made it perfectly evident that 
the administration not only never intended the conquest of 
Canada, but took special care that no such acquisition of ter
ritory should add to the number of non·slaveholding State.. 
Had Canada been adjacent to the slave States, and adapted to 
slave culture, there can be no reasonable doubt that it could 
have been conquered as expeditiously as were California and 
New Mexico. 

New England, in the mean time, though compelled to fur
nish largely to the sinews of a war waged, in reality, against 
herself-New England, in whose cities was the wealth that 
tempted the enemy, and in whose ports was the shipping that 
was endangered-New England, whose militia were subjected 
to drafts for enacting sham invasions of Canada, or massacres 
of the Indians, and whose seamen were winning victories on 
the western and northern lakes, and on the Atlantic--New 
England was systematically left defenseless, while her seaports 

• A defelll8 or GeD. Hull was, maDYYea1'II afterwards, published, in which It wu 
claimed that he 8urrendered for want of 8upplies, and that his C01llle WU in accord
mce with the secret intentione of thIS Government that 10 readily pardoned him. 

t As a specimen of these tactics, we notice that VirginiaD corn wu sent in WIp1I8 

to the forcea on the Canada frontier, of which only one bnshel to each wagon 10ld 
wu delivered to the army, the balance being ooneumed by the teams on the journey 
out and home; while large 8upplies of northern oorn might have been purchued 
near at hand. 

Digitized by Google 



SLA. VERY AND FREEDOM. BSS 

were blockaded, a vast amount of her shipping destroyed, her 
eastern borders exposed to hostile incursions, and the port of 
Castine held in possession of the enemy for many months. 
When, under these circumstances, and after all remonstrances 
had proved unavailing, New England statesmen were found 
who demanded that New England resources and New Eng
land militia should be retained by the State authorities for 
home defense, the cry of treason was raised against them, 
which has been continued to the present day. * 

The threat of humbling New England was thus signally 
fulfilled. New England cowered under the lash of tho slave
driver, and has never since adventured to lift up her head in 
the national councils. Her most gifted Representatives and 
Senators find ample scope for their powers in bowing to the 
behests of slavery, or only make a brief bluster of resistance, 
to quail the lower at last, or be deserted by their cotton lords 
at home. 

When the war had accomplished its grand objects, when 
the bankrupt Slave States had regained and more than re
gained their balance of power with the North by despoiling it 
of half its remaining wealth, after the previous inflictions of 
non-intercourse and embargo, when Old England had been 
successfully employed to chastise and humble New England, 
when insult had been added to injury, and. the loss of honor 
and reputation conjoined with the loss of wealth and political 
influence, the slave power was ready to restore peace. And 
this was done without a single lisp of "free trade and sailors' 
rights." Neither the treaty, nor the negotiations, nor the in
structions from the Cabinet under which they were conducted, 

• The claims of Musachusetta on the Foderal Government, for tho servioes of 
her militia nnder the State outhority, in defending her own eoosta, lit a time when 
the Federal Government persisted in leaving them IIbsolutely defenseless, WIIS aner
warda contemptnously And insultingly diaollowed, Bud the very ace of this self
defense is atill pointed ot DB evidence of "constructive treuon!" And thus the 
State contributing most largely (in proportion to popullltion lind territory) to the 
Fooera1 expenses during the Wllr, WIIS compelled to defend itself by additionol eller
tiona, at ita own cost, lind be branded with the taint of treuon to boot I Ia it • 
marvel that the politicilUll of Masaaohuactta beceme servile' 
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contained the slightest allusion to the ostensible grounds of 
the war, or provided or sought the least semblance of any 
security against similar aggressions in future. Thus ended a 
war of nearly three years, conducted at an expense of nearly 
thirty millions per annum, chiefly paid by the free States, the 
price of their own subjugation and" disgrace-a war whose 
" glory" has given us two Presidents, one of them a slave
holder, the other a nntive Virgininn, and a steady supporter 
of the slave power-a war that virtually enthroned, from 1812 
to 1850, the bitter enemy of northern as well as southern lib
erty, JOHN C. CALHOUN.* 

Free labor, ever buoyant and recuperative, had, however, 
survived. The hardy yeomanry of the North had earned 
their own bread with their own hands, had paid all the de
mands of an oppressive government, and aided by the high 
war prices of their products, while consuming as little 8S pos
sible of foreign merchandise, had thriftily maintained their 
ground. The remnant of surplus capital, in the cities, driven 
from its own field of enterprise, and encouraged by the scarcity 
of foreign fabrics, had invested itself in the manufacture of 

• Tho writer is aware that his account of the embargo, non-intereourse, and 'l11li' 

of 1812, will ba 118 distILBteful to some of the partisRDs and admirers of Jefferson 
and Mndison, 118 his account of W I18hington's administration and the Federnl psrt)" 
will be to some of their political opponents. But hiMtory should be impartial; and 
n writer who hu religiously stood oIoof from both parties may claim to have seen 
puslng events with his own eyClO, and may be permitted to record them a& he baa 
appreheuded them. In usc of the RIlmo liberty, he may further Nly bere, onOll for 
011, that .inee the war of 1812, M before, he hM found no essentiol dilference, on tho 
whole, between the two partics. The \10 called Republican or Democratio party, 
atrnid of nn aristocracy of Northern capitol, bM thrown iaelf into the arms of tbo 
slaveholders. The Federol, Nationol Republican, and Whig parties, while they have 
seen thi~, have also bad their slave holding allies, whoso aid they could not alford to 
spore, nnd lIence the slave que.tion 111\8 never been mnde an issue by those partiet'. 
When in power they ho\·e been 118 ~ervile l1li their riVRI. Neither of them have been 
anti-slavery parties at any period, nor otherwise (at bottom) than arlt\tocratic parties, 
being aU of them govenled by one or the other of tlle rival aristocracies, Northern 
or Southern. A truly democratic party has never yet come into power. The people 
llave been eheRted by profes.iona and nnmos. Since the rise of the Cotton power 
at the North, oIlied to the Cotton power of the South, the rivol aristocraciea have 
been merged in one, Rnd the two political parties are kept up 118 mere Ihama, to pre
vent a united roily of the people against the now tlniUd aristocracy of the eonnb'1. 
represented by " compromise" legi.lation and "Union Committeea." 
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cotton and woollen cloths, of a coarse but substantial texture. 
But the return of peace brought an influx of foreign goods, 
and a sudden reduction of prices, ruinous to manufacturers as 
well as merchants. Years were required to repair these fresh 
depredations, and the new policy of free commerce, it was 
thought, precluded the prospect that our infant manufactures 
could be sustained.. No" protective tariff" came to their aid, 
then. The South, .no longer fearing the seductive influences 
of commerce, had become the champion of "free trade." The 
North, by this time, understood her position too well to bring 
forward any measures of her own. Manufactures were, for 
the most part, abandoned, the manufacturing villages were 
deserted, and where absolute bankruptcy did not prevent, the 
little remnant of capital was invested in foreign commerce. 
The merchant who had been compelled by southern policy to 
turn manufacturer during the embargo, the non·intercourse, 
the second embargo, and the war, while his shipping was 
either rotting at his wharf, or had fallen into the hands of the 
British, was now compelled by the new southern policy to let 
his factory and village fall to decay, rebuild again his ships, 
and commence merchant again. In a short time, the settled 
channel of northern capital and enterprise was again foreign 
commerce, and a brisk business in that line was again bring
ing in an influx of wealth. 

No sooner was this witnessed or anticipated, than another 
change came over the political economists of the South. 
"Free trade" became a political heresy, and the doctrine of 
the Jeffersonian period, condemnatory of foreign commerce, 
and in favor of domestic manufactures, was suddenly revived. 
The South wanted an increasing northern market for her cot· 
ton, and northern capital must be forced to become a customer. 
The South wanted, likewise, a duty on raw foreign cottons 
that should exclude those imported from South America. 
The South wanted, morc than all, another opportunity to dis
arrange and perplex her pecuniary rival, the free laboring 
North. Not the slightest objection was it, in her eye, that 
some hundred millions of northern capital, as our northern 

Digitized by Google 



886 GREAT STRUGGLE BETW.EE.~ 

statesmen demonstrated, would have to be sacrificed by the 
change. The high tariff of 1816 was forced upon the reluc
tant North by the same John C. Calhoun who had dictated 
the war of 1812. Northern capitalists demurred.. They de
sired no capricious change. The merchants had rebuilt their 
ships, and wished for no interference with their" free trade." 
Of the fe\v remaining manufacturers, some were also merchants, 
and nearly all of them, with singular unanimity, repudiated 
the policy of an artificial hot-bed growth of manufactures, 
predicting, sagaciously, the over production, the reaction, and 
the fluctuations afterwards realized by such violations of the 
law of supply and demand. But the North was overruled. 
Calhoun again triumphed. The Calcutta trade was annihila
ted, and our commerce with France and England reduced and 
shorn of its rich profits, in obedience to the new policy. Fac
tory villages sprung up again like mushrooms. Thousands 
embarked in the new business. Over competition and over 
production ruined or crippled a large portion of them in four 
or five years, and instability and uncertainty became inscribed, 
legibly, upon their edifices and their fabrics. For the dozens 
who succeeded and amassed wealth, there were to be reckoned 
hundreds, if not thousands, who were driven into penury and 
oblivion. 

The same memorable era, 1816, was marked by the estab
lishment of a second National Bank, and by the same Slave 
Power that had dictated the two embargoes, the non-inter
course, the war, and the tariff. It was dictated by the same 
policy and to subserve the same end-the preservation of the 
balance of power between free and slave labor, or rather, the 
ascendencyof the latter over the former. A National Bank 
was decmed unconstitutional in 1811, but it became constitu
tional in 1816, for the South, after all her depredations upon 
the North, now condescended to become a borrower of north
ern capital I Mr. Madison, in particular, whose constitutional 
scruples were insuperable, in 1811, overcame them in 1816, 
and not long afterwards became, it was said, a borrower from 
the National Bank of a large sum. Other slaveholding states-
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men conferred upon the bank .the same honor. But it cost the 
northern banks and the northern capitalists and merchants a 
severe money pressure of three or four years to spare suffi
cient specie to get the new National Bank under way. So 
that the pecuniary embarrassment of 1819-20, arising from a 
reaction of the high tariff policy, was increased by the pro· 
cess of re-establishing a National Bank, and both burthens 
fell at the same time upon the free laboring North. The 
general southern bankruptcy of 1824, renewed and aggra
vated by the southern cotton speculation of 1826, (an infa
mous process of gambling) trode rapidly upon the heels of 
the former inflictions of the Slave Power. An extensive, not 
to say general, bankruptcy visited Boston in 1824, and New 
York in 1826, from these joint causes, but chiefly from the 
accumulation or southern debts to the estimated amount of 
upwards of one hundred millions of dollars, of which, (as 
afterwards, in 1837,) scarcely nve cents on the dollar were 
ever realized. 

Precisely at what date the second United States Bank was 
effectually pillaged and reduced to bankruptcy by its slave
holding customers, is not certainly known, but it must have 
been at a very early period, probably in 1823, soon after its 
specie capital had been supplied, and chiefly by the over-con· 
fiding North. Its condition was for many years concealed, 
perhaps in the vain hope of retrieving its fortunes. At one 
time, it is said, the directors, having decided on making no 
more loans to the bankrupt South, adopted the policy of in· 
cluding the solvent North under the same restriction, lest 
offense should be taken at the invidious distinction, or the 
fact of southern delinquency at the bank be disclosed. Be 
this as it may, it proved to have been a rotten concern for 
years, while the public supposed it solvent. The Federal 
Government, as appointing a portion of the directors, comes 
in for a large share in the blame of this shameful mis-manage
ment. Thc bank was in the hands of demagogues, a tool of 
political corruption, and chiefly for the pecuniary and politi. 
cal emolument of the South at the expense and for the man. 

22 
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agement and subjugation of the North, purchasing editors if 
not Senators by its loans. Like its predecessors, it was first 
robbed and then buried, and all through the action of the 
Federal Government, at the dictation of the Slave Power. A 
renewal of its charter was refused in 1832, a fortunate event, 
.as it proved, though its insolvency was not suspected then. 
It expired by limitation of charter in 1836. 

Free labor overcoming all its obstructions, contrived at 
.length to flourish under the tariff system. The manufac
.turing capitalists became first reconciled and then wedded to 
the policy. Thriving under it, they sought no essential 
chauge. But northern labor had long been held incompetcnt 
to self·direction, and had been accustomed to watch the mo
tions of the slave-driver. It adventured, however, a slight 
modification of the tariff in 1832, yet not departing from the 
:principle and the poiicy upon which the system was founded, 
in 1816, by Mr. Calhoun. This temerity was made the pre
text for demanding a revolution in the policy of the country. 
The principle of a protective tariff became unpopular nt the 
South as soon as it was perceived that the free labor of the 
Nodh was thriving under it, and the growth of this dissatis
faction was well nigh simult:meous with the desire to inter 
the second National Bank. The policy of protection first 
fastened upon the country by Mr. Calhoun, was now dis
·covered by Mr. Calhoun and his party to be an infraction of 
the constitution, oppressive to the South, the climax of politi
cal injustice, and demanding a dissolution of the Union, un
less speedily laid aside. Afier stretching the exercise of the 
powers of the Federal Government to the highest degree, by 
.embargoes, war, tariff, and National Bank, the South now 
.hoisted again the flag of "State Rights." A State Conven
·tion of South Carolina, under the influence of Mr. Calhoun, 
·declared the tariff acts unconstitutional, null and void, that 
duties should not be paid, and that if tbe General Govern
ment att8mpted to enforce the claim, the state would with
·draw from the Union. President Jackson could do no less 
than repel this demand, but through the intervention of Mr. 
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Clay, a former champion of the protective policy, a compro
mise was made, by which the duties were gradually redu~ 
till 1843, when they were to sink to the general level of 20 
per cent., which was accounted the revenue standard. In 
recent debates in the Senate concerning the Mexican war, 
Yr. Webster of Massachusetts, representing the cotton manu· 
facturers of that state, reminded southern Senators that the 
expenses of such a war would require an additional tariff. At 
this there was no demur,-not even from Mr. Calhoun j and 
it is understood that the prospect of a high tariff reconciled 
the manufacturing capitalists of New England to that iniqui· 
tous war. 

Thus Slavery controls all the leading measures of the na
tion and moulds its political economy,-quite as remarkable 
for its real and inflexible CONSTANCY as for its apparently ca
pricious CHANGE. A comparison of dates, as before hinted, 
will sho,v how exactly all these changes have corresponded 
and chimed in with the more direct and palpable action of 
the Federal Government in support of slavery. Whenever 
such direct action, by the Government or by combinations, has 
been suspended, a more active control and a more rapid 
change of general measures has supplied the deficiency . .4nd 
when the general policy of the country has been for any length 
of time undisturbed, it has been because more dt"rect measures 
in support of slavery have been in progress. Thus, from 1801, 
on the explosion of the Southern and Western Conspiracy, 
till the first armed invasion of Texas, in 1819, the slave in
terest was sufficiently promoted by embargoes, non-intercourse, 
war, tariff, thES destruction of the first National Bank, and the 
establishment of the second. So, likewise, from 1836 to 1850, 
while so much direct action in favor of slavery has been wit
nessed, the questions of tariffs and banks have been left com· 
paratively undisturbed. . . 

With equal skill and tact has the slave power contrived to 
keep up two political parties, extending through the North 
and the South, on the most fallacious and deceptive issues, or 
upon scarcely any issue at all. By this means she diverts atten. 
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iion from the real to the merely nominal issues before the 
country, while by controlling both parties, she secures her 
ends through the ascendency of either, makes the one a check 
upon the other, and manages them through fear or through 
hope. 

THE STATE GOVERNMENTS. 

This chapter on the action of the Federal Government in support or 
"avery, might be appropriately followed by an account of the action of the 
State Governments, even at the North, in a lIimilar direction. Our limits 
forbid UII to enter into these detailll. Suffice it to say that mOllt of the free 
Statell are disgraced by conlltitutional or legilllative provisionll discriminating, 
invidioullly, between white and colored citizenll, and depriving the latter of 
their equal rights of luffrage and eligibility to office. Colored citizens oC 
the free Statell, employed on board IIhipe visiting the South, are lubject to 
seizure and imprisonment, in violation of their conlltitutional ri(rhts. An 
eff"ort Wall made by Maasachuletts to obtain a legal redress of theae grie
vancel in the courts of South Carolina and Louisiana. But her Commie
lioners, MCllrs. Hoare and Hubbard, were ejected from Charleston and 
New Orleans under threats of violence, and Maasachuaetts submits to the 
iuault. In Ohio there were laws enacted desi(rUed to prevent the aetLlement 
of colored citizena in that State. In Connecticut a law was passed pro
hibiting schools for teaching colored pupils. But these laws of Ohio and 
Connecticut have been repealed. Both the enactment and the repeal oC 

. these two lawe-it may be proper to say-took place during the present 
agitation of the alave queltion by abolitionists. 

We have carefully confined ouraelvel in these chapters <as in the preceding 
ones concerning "the POlition of the Churches"} to the course that haa 
been pursued in re8pecl to 81avery, disconnected from any controversies 
about the measures of "modem abolitionists," or ltatements concerning the 
opposition raised against them. And we deem it no vain repetition to pr0-

pound again, here, the inquiry-Is it credible that tIloee who hold such a 
position in respect to slavery could have been otherwise than annoyed and 
off"ended by an1 eamest eff"orts for its immediate and unconditional aboli
tionl 

Some further light on this .quelltion may be aff"orded in our next chapter, 
exhibiting a movement in which the prominent actors, in political aacl 
eccleaiaaticallife, combined their forces and commingled their labors. 
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CHAPTER XXIX. 

COLONIZATION SOCIETY. 

Originated with Slavebolden-Objoct-Diecouragea emanoipation, yot profeaaes to 
favor it-Violates ita own Constitution, by denying to the people of color their 
rigbts of c1t1zensbip-Justitlea Slavery-C{)ndemns emanclpation-Slanden tbe 
people of eolor-J uatUlea oppreuion-Declares prejndice against color invincible 
-Pledged, in advance, to oppose Abolition Societi_The repreaentstivee of the 
leading political and eccleslasticalintluences or the country-Its leaden in lIympa
thy with the Fugitive Slave BUI-Meeting at BotIton-Faiae preteDs. or checking 
the Afriean elave trade and evangelizing Africa. 

THE American Colonization Society, with its auxiliaries, is 
sustained by the leading influences in the Ohurch and in the 
Stare. The position of these, in respect to American Slavery, 
has already beeilshown. It would be strange if the Society 
should differ widely from the course and policy of those who 
originated it, and who give shape to its measures. Its two
fold character of ecclesiastical and political gives it a wide 
range. It takes its place in the list of our religious anniver
saries, is advocated in the pulpit on the Sabbath, is claimed to 
be a missionary institution, asks patronage and accepts the 
widow's mite as a benevolent enterprise j yet it proposes to 
build up an empire in Africa; for many years it superintended 
a colonial government in Liberia j* has received indirect aid 
from Congress, and large funds from State legislatures. Its 
friends give a two· fold account of its origin. Sometimes they 
say it was devised and planned by Rev. Samuel J. Mills, a 
young minister earnestly intent on evangelizing Africa. Some-

• The COIODY bas at length become independent or the Society, yet tbe Socle&)' 
contiuaea, in other respects. Its operations. 
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times they commend it as having originated in the political 
sagacity of popular statesmen, Mr. Jefferson, Mr. Clay, Mr. 
Mercer, and Mr. Madison, not remarkable, all of them, for 
evangelizing enterprise. The authentic account appears to be 
as follows: 

1. ORIGIN.-The entire movement grew out of an alarm 
caused by an attempted slave insurrection. Hence the effort 
of the Virginia Legislature to induce Congress to colonize free 
blacks. This measure failing, a society for the purpose was 
formed. 

In December, 1816, the Legislature of Virginia passed a 
resolution requesting the Governor to correspond with the 
President of the United States, for the purpose of obtaining 
territory in Africa or elsewhere for colonizing free people 
of color and those who might afterwards become free. 

A few days afterwards a meeting was held in Washington 
City composed of southern gentlemen, at which Judge Wash
ington, a slaveholder and slave-vender, presided, and Henry 
Clay and Mr. Randolph, slaveholders, made speeches. The 
result was the organization of the American Colonization 
Society. Judge Washington was chosen President. Seven
teen Vice-Presidents were chosen, twclve of whom were in 
the slave states, and probably slavcholders. The twelve man
agers were also slaveholders. 

2. OBJECT.-" The object to which its attention is to be 
exclusively directed, is to promote and execute a plan for col
onizing, (with their consent) the free people of color residing 
in our country in Africa, or such other place as Oongre.ss shall 
deem most expedient. And the Society shall act to effect this 
object in co-operation with the General Government lind such 
of the Staks as may adopt regulations on the subject."-Qm. 
of the Society, A,"t. If. 

The "exclusl:ve" object here specified precludes and denies 
.the claim of missionary and anti-slavery objects nfterwardl' 
set up at the North to obtain patronage. The reference to 
the General and State Governments shows that the "object" 
was such as those governments were expected to favor. The 
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Constitution has no Preamble with statements of reasons or 
motives for Colonization, and gives no hints whether its ope
rations were expected to facilitate emancipation or strengthen 
slavery. This ambiguity has enabled its advocates to urge 
one class of arguments at the North and an opposite class at 
the South, and obtain funds from both the friends and the 
enemies of slavery. But the real object may be known 
from its operations, of which we present a specimen. The 
Maryland Colonization Society, auxiliary to the American, 
received large funds from the State Legislature with which 
it transported to Africa, in 1834, "two ship loads of colored 
people, who werc coerced as truly as if it had been done with 
a cart·whip." So said Rev. R. J. Breckenridge D.D., a mem
ber of the American Colonization Society, at its annual meet
ing, the same year. This policy the gentleman censured at 
the time, but has since openly defended it, as did likewise 
Mr. Brodnax, in the Legislature of Virginia, when a bill was 
under discussion, making appropriations to the same object. 
ee It is idle," said Mr. Brodnax, "to talk about not resorting 
to force. Everybody must look to the introduction of force 
of some kind or other. If the free negroes are willing to go, 
they will go. If not, they must be COMPELLED to go." There 
was a clause in the bill for compulsory transportation. This 
was, indeed, stricken out to save appearances, but the end 
was nevertheless reached, by menaces, and ill treatment. 

The desired effects of colonization have been abundantly 
stated in the publications of the Society, and the speeches 
and writings of its members. . 

"The executil»n of this scheme would augment, instead of diminish, the 
value of the property len behind."-AJrican ReJl6sitory (the Society's , 
organ), Vol. I., p. 227 . 

.. By removing the most fruitful source of discontent (free blacks) from 
among our slavel, we should render them more industriou8 and attentive to 
our commands."-Address Putnam Co. Geo. Col. Soc. 

"The tendency of the scheme, and one of ita OB.JECT8, is to 8RCUKa 
SLAVEHOLDERS and the whole Southern country against certain evil conee

\quences growing out of the present three-fold mixture of our population."
. '~ddres, oj a Virginia Col. Soc., AJ. Rep., IV., 274. 
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"By removing theae people (free blacks) we rid ouneh'. 01 a large 
party who will alwaya be ready to 888m our s1ayes in any miachie,ou 
design tbey migbt concei,e."-Aj. Rep., 1.,176. 

"By thua repreaaing tbe increase oC blacka, tbe white population would 
lie enabled to reacb, and soon overtake tbem: the consequence would be 
SECURITy."-Aj. Rep., IV., 344. 

It would be easy to fill a long chapter with testimonies to 
this' single point. We are warranted, therefore, in saying 
that the GRAND OBJECT of the Colonization Society is the in
creased profitableness and security of slavery. 

3. IT DISCOURAGES EMANCIPATION.-The Colonization So
ciety has been patronized at the North, under the idea, held 
up by its agents, that it encourages and assists slaveholders to 
emancipate and colonize their slaves. It is true that some 
emancipations have been made in connection with coloniza
tion. But the efforts of the Society have been chiefly directed 
to the colonization of the free. And it is found that the ratio 
of emancipations, since the Society was formed, has greatly 
decreased, on the whole. Neither Judge Washington, Henry 
Clay, Mr. Madison, nor Mr. Carroll, slaveholding Presidents 
of the Society, have ever emancipated and colonized a single 
slave, though Judge Washington sold fifty-four at one time, 
to be sent to New Orleans 1 The whole amount of the colon
ization of manumitted slaves, in eighteen years, ending in 
1835, was eight hundred and nine, equal to the increase of slave 
population for FIVE DAYS AND A HALF 1* It is not known 
that the process has been more rapid since. 

And yet, colonization was constantly held up, then and after
wards, as the only safe and proper mode of emancipation, thus 
quieting the consciences of those who thought they could not 
spare (or who, in fact, could not command) the additional ex
penses of transportntion to Africa. 

"Colonization is the ONLY poaaible mode of emancipation at once laCe 
and rational."-SPlltcla oJ Mr. ClUtisl, 1311a An. Report. 

• Up to about thil time the fnndl raised by the Society amounted to tHO,Ut, 
and it had Incurred a debt of t'li,M5, making an expenditure or ttS.,Ot4 . .....r,.,.. 
IttfUirv, p. '18. 
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"Colonization is tbe OIlLY expedient by which these evils (of slavery) 
can be miLigated."-8peecla oJ J. A. Daz, AJ. Rep., IV., 108. 

" To this country it offers the ONLY pollible means of gradually ridding 
ourselves of a mighty evil."-ht Rep. N. Y. Col. 8oc. 

"I would urge this system o(Colonization, as the ONLY rational plan that 
has yet been suggested for relieving our Southern brethren of the curse of 
slavery."-8pe,cla oJ Claanc,Uor WallDortla. 

A moderate use of common sense and of the rudiments. of 
arithmetic should have sufficed to dispel the delusion of ter
minating American Slavery by the colonization of the slaves 
to Africa. It is astonishing how such a project could have 
imposed itself upon the credulity of the shrewd and calcula
ting people of the North. Emancipation on the soil had been 
the policy of the northern and eastern states. No oth.er pro
cess of abolishing slavery had ever been known or attempted 
anywhere. The revolutionary fathers, who had sought and 
expected the abolition of slavery, had expected it in no other 
way. Before the forming of the Colonization Society in 
1816, no friend of freedom advocated any other method. 
But in a few brief years the propagandists of colonization had 
saiurated the public mind with tbcir new and wbimsical 
dogma. From the pulpit, from the forum, from tbe press, 
from balls oflegislation, and by itinerating agents, the propo
sition was continuously reiterated, with all the solemnity of 
an oracle, that emancipation and colonization must, of neces
sity, go hand in hand I The idea came, at length, to be re
garded with the reverence due to a self·evident truth, and to 
question it was to incur suspicion of insanity. 

The influence of this sentiment upon the process of emanci· 
pation cannot be doubtful. Emancipations on the soil had 
been constantly going on, at the South, till the doctrine was 
proclaimed that the free people of color, as a nuisance, must 
be removed out of the country, and that future emancipations 
and transportations must go hand in hand. To emancipate 
and colonize, even when practicable, was a double burden, 
and all other emancipation was now, by the new formed public 
sentiment, proscribed. 
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Equally and necessarily proscriptive was the same doctrine, 
against all plans and efforts to procure a general abolition of 
slavery on the soil, and no other general abolition would be 
practicable. It might have been predicted, beforehand, that 
the influence of the Colonization Society would be arrayed 
against any earnest efforts for the abolition of slavery. It 
could not be otherwise, while the Society held the language 
we have quoted, insisting that colonization was the ONLY 
method of emancipation. And this has involved the Society 
in the positions hereafter specified. 

4. IN VIOLATION OF ITS OWN CONSTITUTION, IT DENIES TO 
THE FREE PEOPLE OF COLOR THEIR ESSENTIAL RIGHTS OF RESI
DENCE 'IN THE LAND OF THEIR BIRTH, AND IT DENIES THE 
RIGHT OF THE SLAVE TO EMANCIPATION ON THE SOIL. This is 
proved by the course of the Maryland and Virginia auxiliari~ 
and also by the speeches of Dr. Breckenridge and Mr. Brod
na.x, already quoted. We ·add another testimony from the 
highest authority, and of a recent date : 

Hon. Henry Clay, in his recent letter to Richard Pindell, (see N,. 
York Tribune, March lOth, 1849,) "after full and deliberate cooaideratiOD 
of the subject." lays it down" as an indispensa.ble condition (of emancipation) 
that the emancipated slaves should be removed from the State to IOID1 

colony. " .. The colonization of the free blacks, as tbey succesaively arrive, 
from year to year, at the age entitling them to freedom, I consider a condi
tion abeolutely indispensable. Without it I would be opposed to any BOheme 
of emancipation." The expense of this expatriation is, says Mr. Clay, t.o 
"be defrayed by a fund to be raised froQl the labor of each freed alave." 
The Af. Repository, April, 1949, says, Ie' the N ortb ,,';how unto us a more 
excellent 1'\'ay," IF THEY CAN. 

"In no other way could (can) it (slavery) be removed, than by planting 
colonies of free colored people on the coast of Africa." Speech of RftI. 
Dr. Bethune at Col. meetinl{~ Phi/a., Af. Rep., July, 1846, p. 229 • 

.. He (the culored man) is an exotic that does not and cannot Sourish in 
American soil." Address of Judge Bulloek, Ky., commended by editor oJ 
Af. Rep .• Ap. 1847, p. 103. 

II No! There is no place for them in this country. It is not their land, 
and they never can be made at home bere. There are difficulties in tbe 
wav which no power of man can remove." Af. Rep. NOIJ., 18-16, p. 348. 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FREEDO)(. 841 

5. IT JUSTIFIES SLAVERY. 

"We hold their slaves, &I we hold their other property, ,acretl." (Af. 
Rep. I., 283.) "We know your rights, and we respect them. n (lb. 
VII., 100.) "It" (the Society) condemns no man because he is a slave
holder." (lb. VII., 200.) "Acknowledging tbe necessity by which its 
(slavery's) present continuance and rigoroul provisions for its maintenance, 
are lVST1F1II:D." (16. III., 16.) "We believe that tbere is not tbe slight
eat turpitude in holding slaves, under present circumstances." (lb. IX., 4.) 

"You cannot aboliah IIlavery. for God is pledged to sustain it.'·-utter, 
to Hon. George P. MariA, copied into Maryland Colonization Jour1llJl, &p
tember 6, 1847, p. 44. 

"Slavery in the United States h&l resulted, and is destined IItill more to 
result in the permanent good and advancement of the negro race."-Letter, 
etc., p. 99. 

6. IT NOT ONLY DISCOURAGES BUT CONDEMNS EMANCIPATION. 

"Policy, and even the voice of humanity. forbid tbe progresll of manumis
Ilion." (Af. Rep., IV., 268.) .. It would be &I humane to tbrow them from 
tbe decks in the middle pal8age, &I to set them free in our country."-lb. 
IV., 226. 

7. IT SLA.."iDERS THE FREE 1'EOPLE OF COLOR. Without do· 
ing this, ~nd fostering prejudice against them, the scheme of 
colonizing them would have found little or no favor. 

&< Free blacks are a greater nuisanoe than even III aves themselves. "-~ 
Rep. II., U19. 

" This olass of persons is a ourse and a oontagion wherever they reside." 
-lb. III., 203. 

"A class tbe moat corrupt, depraved, and abandoned."-H. Clay, lb. 
12. 

"An anomalous raoe of beings, the most depraved upon earth. "-lb. 
VII., 230. 

"Tbey conlltitnte a olass by themselves, out of which no individual can 
be elevated, and below which none can be depressed. "-lb. VI., 118. 

" \Vith some honorable exceptions, the free negroes are, all a class, indo
lent, vicious, and dillhonest."-Memorial to Leg. of Va., Af. Rep. Am. 
Col. Soc., Jan., 1846, p. 45. 

Speaking of the dO,OOO free colored inbabitants of Virginia, the above 
memorial says, "Worthless and more than worthle8ll."-P. 48.* 

• Compare these reprelentation. with the following :-Saya Mr. Clay, "Each 
mHgrGnI is • miHioMry, carrying with him credentla1e In the holy cal1tl8 oheligioD, 
eiviliation, and/" .. itadiMimu'" And 10 Africa I, to be evangelized by88ndiDr 
ou\ oar ,..iIa_ II miuionariu I 
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8. IT JUSTIFIES THEIR OPPRESSION • 

.. Seyere necessity places them (free negroes) in • claaa or degraded be
ings." (AI. Rep., V., 238.) .. This law,'! (by which free negroes are eft

slarJed unle .. they leave the State,) .1 odious and unjust as it may, at finst 
view, sppear, &c., was doubtless dictated by sound policy, and its repeal 
would be regarded with none by more unfeigned regret than by the friends 
of African colonization. "-PowMttan Col. 8oc. 

9. IT DISCOURAGES THEIR EDUCATION AND ELEVATION. 

II Ir the free people of color were generally taught to read, it might be all 
inducement to tbem to remain in this conntry. We would offer them DO 

snch inducement."-SoutMm Religitnu Telegraph, p,.esbyteri471. 
II It must appear evident to all, that t!f)eryJ endeal10r to diYert the attentioo 

orthe community, or eyen a portion of the means which the present criaia 
80 imperatively calls for, from the Colonization Society, to measures calcu
lated to bind the colored popu1ation to this country, and seeking to raise 
them to a level with the wbites, wMtMr by founding colleges or in any otlur 
way, tends directly in proportion tbat it succeeds, to counteract and thwart 
the whole plan of colonization. "-New Har;en, Conn. Religious Imelli
geneer, Congregational, July, 1831. 

This frank avowal discloses the cause of the opposition 
made in Connecticnt, by leading colonizationists, soon after, 
to the establishment of schools for colored children and youth 
in Canterbury and New Haven. The writer remembers when 
colored children were freely admitted to the public schools in 
Connecticut, and when there were no separate pews for ne
groes in the village and country churches. The growth of 
prejudice has kept equal pace with the progress, influence, 
and popularity of the Colonization Society. 

10. IT DECLARES THE PREJUDICE AGAINST THEll INNOCENT 

AND INCURABLE. This ground is assumed in self-vindication. 
For if the prejudice be criminal, the Society is a transgressor. 
And if it be cured, the enterprise of colonization becomes an 
abortion. 

II An the prejudices of society-prejudic!'8 which neither refinement, DOr 
argument, nor education, nor ,.eligion itself can su6due-mark the people or 
color, whether bond or free, as the subjects of a degradation iRt!f)ilaik _. 
incurable. "-AddreSl CORn. Col. Soc. 

" CHRISTIANITY Clnnot do for tbem here, what it will do for them in Afri
ca. Tbis is not the fault of the colored man, nor of thlJ white man, bat lID 
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ordination of Providence. and no more to be changed than the laws of Da· 

ture."-Fijlemth Annual Report, 47. 

11. IT WAS PLEDGED IN .ADVANCE TO OPPOSE ABOLITION 

SOCIETIES • 

.. The Society having declared that it is in no wise allied to any Abolition 
Society, in America or elsewhere, is ready, IOhm there i.f MeJ, to PA88 A 

CENSURE upon such Societies in America. "-Eleventh Annual Report. 

This was in January, 1828, more than four years before the 
organization of the Massachusetts Anti-Slavery Society, the 
earliest of the "modern" Societies. There had been no "abo
lition Societies" in the country, except those formed by Jay, 
Franklin, &c., soon after the Revolutionary war, and which 
were now nearly or quite extinct. The possible resuscitation 
of those Societies, or the organization of similar ones, must 
have been the contingency in view of which this gratuitous 
pledge of "censure" was given, in advance of any knowledge 
of their particular measures. No reference to the future and 
unforeseen "fanaticism" or "imprudence" of "modern abo
litionists," who had not then appeared, can furnish an explan
ation of this measure. Hostility to any efforts for the abolition 
of slavery is evident upon the very face of the declaration. 

Such was the Colonization Society, such its positions, and 
such its influence, at the commencement of the present agita
tion of the slave question. And such they remain still. 
Philanthropists and friends of the enslaved were, for a long 
time, deceived and misled by it, regarding it as an instrument 
for the abolition of slavery, and some such possibly are de
ceived by it stm, though hundreds of thousands have deserted 
and abjured it. 

The Colonization Society has been, and still is, the true 
representative of the leading men in Church and State, on the 
subject of slavery. It furnishes the central point of their 
united efforts on that subject, where the political and ecclesi
astical elements controlling the Church antI the State (in the 
manner described in the preceding chapters) are conjoined. 
The same statesmen who have controlled our Cabinets and 
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Senates, the same theologians, professors, and doctors of 
divinity, who have controlled our General Assemblies, Gene
ral Associations, General Conferences, Synods, Bible and Tract 
Societies, and Missionary Boards, have come together and 
formed and controlled the Colonization Society. The same 
imposing array of honorable and reverend names are paraded 
on the various catalogues, and their doings and their policy 
are the same. Posterity will award to the one the same praise 
or blame that they do to the other. 

After twenty years' discussion, the course and the character 
of the Colonization Society are not changed. Whatever may 
. be said of other bodies, the increase of light, and the diffusion 
of intelligence, have made no impression on the Colonization 
Society. It represents the class of politicians and ecclesias
tics resolutely opposed to liberty and progress. Among its 
leaders nre the advocates and apologists of the new Fugitive 
Slave Bill-who preach against the paramount claims of 
" higher law." The infamous slave hunts resulting from the 
so-called "compromise measures," seem to have infased new 
life into it, and restored the energy it exhibited during the 
ascendency of pro-slavery riots, and the attempted legislative 
suppression of free discussion, from 1834 to 1837, of which 
some account will appear in the proper place. 

The Massachusetts Colonization Society held its Annual 
Meeting in Boston, }.fay 26, 1852. Rev. Dr. Derby, of Phila
delphia, made a speech, in which he insisted that the colored 
people can never have their political rights in this country. 
He "was born in the South, had been nursed by a slave woman, 
had seell the black man under all circumstances, and in all 
parts of the United States, and yet he had never seen one 
that was a man."-" He dwelt at some length on the great 
blessing Americau slavery is conferring on the slave, in aflord
ing him nn opportunity to become acquainted with Chris
tianity, and secure the salvation of his soul." And yet, 
according to the same speaker, he could never rise in this 
country, and must therefore be colonized to Africa. Among 
the officers and prominent members of the Society present, 
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"were many supporters of Mr. Webster nnd the Fugitive 
Slave law, and signers of the celebrated letter to him, con
gratulating him upon his 7th of March speech, in support of 
that bill of abominations. n Among these was Rev. Dr. Woods, 
who pronounced the benediction at the close. " These gen
tlemen, grayheaded Doctors of Divinity, and cotton politi
cians of Boston, thumped their canes right heartily at the 
speech" of Dr. Derby. Robert Morris, Esq., a colored lawyer, 
of Boston, rose modestly, and wished to ask a few questions, 
but was refused.-Vide N. Y. Daily Tribune, May 28, 1852. 

It remains to say thnt the pretensions of the Colonization 
Society of doing much to evangelize Africa, and to check and 
limit the slave trade, have been found to be in keeping with 
its other pretensions. 

As late as 1833 or '34, Rev. Dr. Spring of New York, at a 
colonization meeting in that city, lamented that the Society 
had do-ne notMng for the religious instruction of the emigrants. 
The remedy he proposed was the employment of missionaries 
by the managers, acting as a Civil Government, at thc expense 
of the colony, disregarding the objection urged that it would 
be (as he admitted it would) a "union of Church and State. n 

But his measure was not adopted. J. B. Pinney, who was 
sent out as a missionary, became Governor of the colony. 
On his rcturn, in 1836, he told the writer of this book that 
nothing was doing for the conversion of the natives. In 1839, 
Mr. Wilson, the MiHSionary of the American Board, which is 
controlled by Colonizationists, affirmed that tbe neighborhood 
of the colony was not a proper station for a missionary, and 
that remoteness from the settlements was far more desirable. 
(&e Mis.'J1onary Herald, &pl., 1839.) 

Rum, gunpowder, and spear-pointed knives, have been 
among the regular exports from this country to the colony of 
Liberia. These are sold to the natives, and cspecially to the 
slave traders, being the indispensable nrticles of their traffic, 
and the causes of the wars that furnish captives to be sold to 
them as slnves. The slave trade, instead of being repressed, 
(as had been pretended) has been stimulated and encouraged. 
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The colonists have maintained a regular traffic with them, 
and have visited their stations for that purpose. Shackles 
have been sold to them at the colonial settlement at Mensu
rado. The pages even of the African Repository (the S0-
ciety's official) bore testimony, in 1828, that the trade was 
increasing.* In 1837 or '38, Dr. Goheen, agent of the S0-
ciety, residing at Liberia, wrote in deferue of the slave trade, 
and his letters were published witho~t rebuke in the coloniza· 
tion papers of this country. 

Liberia has now become an independent Government. The 
political control of the Colonization Society over it has ter
minated, but it continues to busy itself with the task (accord· 
ing to its own account) of supplying it with" nuisances" whom 
" Christianity can never elevate in this country" for II mis
sionaries" and ,I statesmen "-to "evangelize the heathen, and 
build up an empire in Africa !" 

• We have not room for the lllll'ticulara; but if the reader will refer to J~T'. 
hlQ1:IBT, pp. 1515 to 81 (uxth edition), he will find ample evidence, fIlmiahed b1 die 
Colonization Sooiet)' itself, that the bout of 8uppreuing the alAve trade wu un
founded, and that it Willi even carrUiJ lilt iA 1M (Jolqn,. 
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CHAPTER XXX . 

.ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN THE BRITISH COLONIES. 

Premature triumphs over the supposed Ilbolition of the Slave Trada-Eft'ecla of thla 
illUlion from 1807 till 1823-Revivnl of anti-slavery effort in England-Organiza
tion of a Society on the basis of gradunlism-Writings of Elizabeth lleyrick In 
favor of il7l1Mdiatilm-Pllmphlet of Clarkson on the tlHglllitg of Slavery -Change 
of views and mell8ures-lncreued efficiency-Petitions to Pllrlillment-ColUmence
ment of Anti-8lavery Reporter, 1825-Puliamentllry di~c\lSsiona, 1828-9-30-
Anti-8lavery meetings-Eminent Ad"ocates-Methodigt Confereuces, Rectora and 
Curates, and Doetora of Divinity, enlisted-Dr. Andrew Thomson of Edinburgh, 
Bisho? of Bath nnd Welw-Daniel O'Connel~ George Thompson and others
Protest of Clukson and Wilberforce against American Colonization Society
Other politicnl reforms advnnced abolition-Ministry of William IV.-Prominent 
IOtiltesmen-Inlluen08s in the West Indies-MiaaionBries among the S1Bves-Op
posed by the planters-Increased fecling ill England-Numerous petitions-Clln
didBtes for Pllrlinmont questioned-Trcllti.e of Judge Jeremia-Persecutions of 
the Missionsries-Outragcs against the negroes, 1831-Trinl of Mr. Knibb-Ilis 
return to England-Increued agitlltion-Memorlals of Missionary Societies-Gov
ernment ordera the demolished chnpels to be rebnilt-Orders insolently disle
garded-Committecs of Inquiry in I'arliament-Pretended prepllrations fur free
dom-Witnesses eXllmined before Psrlmment.ary Committees-Feeble defenses of 
the Slave pIIrty-Plana of emancipation-PlISSIIg8 of the Act of Abolition
Apprenticcship-Finnl R8Sult&-Tcstimouinls--Slllvery abolished in the British 
East Indies-Lessons of instruction. 

THE slave trade and the slavery of this country, during its 
colonial state, were substantially the same with the slave trade 
and the slavery of the other British American Colonies, in
cluding the British West India Islands. A common origin, a 
common character, and a common relation to British law and 
to the British Government, pertained to them. They grew up 
together, claiming the shelter of the same royal grants, the 
same acts of Parliament for regulating the trade to Africa. 
They claimed the benefit of the same judicial precedents and 
legal opinions. The friends of liberty in England, for a cen-

23 
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tury past, have sympathized and corre.'1ponded with those 
in this country, on the subject. It seems proper to pre
sent a brief account of the recent anti·slavery struggle in 
Great Britain and Ireland, the abolition of slavery in the 
British West Indies, and the results of that measure. 

The error of supposing that the slave trade could be, in 
reality, abolished, while slavery itself was permitted to exis~ 
has been already noticed, * as also the kindred error of sup
posing that the abolition of the slave trade, even if it could 
be accomplished, would virtually abolish slavery.t These 
delusions prevailed among the friends of liberty, on both 
sides of the Atlantic, with few and solitary exceptions. The 
legal abolition of the African slave trade by Great Britain 
and America, in 1807-8, was ha.iled as the grand jubilee of 
the colored race. The warfare was supposed to have been 
accomplished, and that nothing more remained but to cele
brate the achievement, and immortalize the names of the 
victors. Celebrations were held, orations were delivered, pic
tures were painted and engraved, and poems were written 
and dedicated to noble Dukes.* Nothing, in fnct, in the way 
of gratulation, triumph, and glorification, was left undone. 
Demonstrations, to a certain extent, in this direction, might 
have been very well, had they been so shaped as to furnish 
incentives to farther and similar efforts, not forgetting that 
the slaves were still left in their chains, that not one of them 
had been released by the prohibition of the slaye trade, and 
that, in Great Britain at lenst, the measure had been carried, 
in certain circles, by arguments conceding the undisturbed 
continuance of slavery itself. As it was, the gratulation was 
.disproportionate and premature, tending to relax effort, to re
press inquiry, and discountenance further aggressive measures. 
'On both sides of the Atlantic has this influence been felt; 
and in America it is felt still. We content ourselves to gar
nish the sepulchres of the early British and American aboli
tionists, while refusing to give effect to their labors. 

* Chapter VII. t Chapter X. 
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It required the whole time from 1807 to 1823, for British 
abolitionists to recollect that th"e slaves in the colonies were 
still in bondage, and to discover that the African slave trade· 
was undiminished in extent and horrors. Even then the 
measures adopted were inadequate to the exigency. 

In 1823 was formed the "Society for the mitigation and 
gradllal abolition of slavery throughout the British dominions," 
of which the" Patron and President was the Duke of Glou
cester." Among the Vice Presidents, twenty in number, were 
the Marquis of Lansdowne, the Earl of Bristol, Earl Nugent, 
Lord Suffield, Lord Calvert, Henry Brougham, M. P., Thos. 
Fowell BuxtolJ, M. P., Thomas Clarkson, Stephen Lushing
ton, LL.D., M. P., and William Wilberforce, M. P., &C. Among 
the Committee were James Cropper, Esq., of Liverpool, Sam
uel Gurney, Esq., Zachary Macauley, Esq., T. B. Macauley, 
Esq., Thomas Sturge, Esq., Wm. Wilberforce, Jun., Esq., and 
Rev. H. Venn. 

The ground of immediate and unconditional emancipation 
was not yet taken by the great body of British abolitionists, 
as the name of this society gives evidence: 

.. About this time considerable attention was excited by a small tract, 
widely circulated, entitled I Immediate, not gradual, Abolition, or an Inquiry 
into the shortest, safest, and most effectual means of getting rid oC West 
Indian Slavery.' This tract, though published anonymously, was generally 
understood to be the production of a talented and benevolent Lady, Mill8 
Hope, of Liverpool. "f-Copley'l History, p. 329. 

The more common and prevalent account, however, is, that 
Elizabeth Heyrick was the first public advocate, in England, 
of the doctrine of immediate and unconditional abolitioI\, as 

• It should be mentioned, perhaps, thllt MCllllrB. Stephen and Wilberf'orce, In 
1816, Introduced and supported in }'arlillment tho Registry Bill, deeignod to .. pre
vent tho U1icit Introduction of 8ia\'es from Africa," which was carried against II 

.trong oppoAition from tbe Colonists and their partilllnll. But the history of the 

.Iave trade, lince that time, 11M already shown (Chap. VII.), demonstrates the utter 
iDemcieney of all moaaurea for itl supproaaion, during tho continuance of slilvery. 

t On inquiry, since writing the c.bove, we hllve been told, on authority of John 
ScobIe, of London, that the pnmphlet here attributed to Mi. Hope was written bJ 
Elizabeth Heyrick (or ratber Herriek, wbiob is IIOW BAld to be the correct spelling.) 
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before taught by Hopkins and Edwards in America, and that 
she was the author of a pamphlet in vindication of that doc
trine.-Vide British RefOT11l.8 and Reformers, by H. B. Stanton. 

Another advance position, of almost equal importance, was, 
about this time, taken, in a pamphlet by the venerable Thomas 
Clarkson. The reader will recall the fact, already noticed, 
that little progress was made in Parliament towards the legis
lative prohibition of the slave trade, until William Pitt demon
strated, on a certain occasion in the House of Commons, that 
the slave trade (all its high pretensions of legality notwith
standing) had been" from the beginning, illegal. A similar 
position was now taken by Mr. Clarkson, concerning slavery 
it8elf, in the British Colonies. In doing this, however, he only 
revived and re-affirmed the old doctrine of Granville Sharp.* 

In this pamphlet Mr. Clarkson showed, to the satisfaction 
of the British people, that there never had been any ltgal 
slavery in any of the British Colonies. All had been usurpa· 
tion and assumption from the beginning. 

He affirmed "that the planters can neither prove a moral 
nor a legal right to their slaves." Having examined the moral 
right of the olaim, he proceeded to argue the illegality of 
slavery: 

" He brought tho slaveholder's claim to the test of oriiinal grants, or per
missions of Government, act of Parliament, charters, or English laws." 
He showed .. that neither the African slave trade, nor West Indian slnery 
would have been allowed at first, but for the misrepresentations and false
hoods of .thOlO engaged in them "-" that the original Government granta 
and permissions had their oQgin in fraud and falsehood ~ and if the premise6 
faIl, all conclusions and concessions grounded on them must fall, too."
"Then, as to eharter8-slavery had indeed been upheld and kept together 
by the laws which the charters gave those Colonies power to make; that 
now SLAVERY, NItVERTBELESS, WAS ILLEGAL, for in all the charters it was 
expressed that the laws and statutes made under them must not be repug
nant, but conformable to the laws of Great Britain. But these did not 
allow of slavery."-"Indelld, the slaveholders themselves admitted that if 
debarred whatever waa repugnant to the Jaws of England. they did not 
188 how they could have any title to their slave8, likely to be 8upported by 

t See Chap. VI. 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FREEDOM:. 857, 

the laws of England. In fact, the Colonial 1,Item was at eonltaDt van. 
anee with the whole Ipirit and letter of the English Cooatitlltion. "-Cop. 
ky's Hist., pp. 317-18. 

There can be no doubt that the dissemination and reception 
of these views exerted a most powerful influence in producing 
a Parliamentary prohibition of slavery in the Colonies of 
Great Britain. It is difficult to conceive how these views 
could be controverted without virtually demanding a reversal 
of the decision of Lord Mansfield in the Somerset case, in 
1772 j and equally difficult to see why, if that decision was 
correct, the reasoning and the inferences of Mr. Clarkson do 
not apply to the Continental as well as to the Island Colonies 
of Great Britain, continuing, as they did, until July 4, 1776, 
under the regis of Great Britain. This being established, it 
would be natural to inquire whether or how the memorable 
Declaration of the States, at that date, could have legalized 
the previously illegal slavery of this country. 

But to return. The meliorating and gradual policy termi
nated, as might have been foreseen. The British Govern
ment, in response to anti-slavery petitions, entered readily 
into measures for mitigating the condition of slavery, as cheap 
as they were useless, proposing to provide means of religious 
instruction for the slaves, to extend their privileges, to receive 
their testimony in courts, to protect their rights of marriage 
and property, to remove obstructions to manumissions, to pre
vent the separation of families, to restrain the power of arbi
trary punishment, especially the flogging of females, and to 
establish a Savings' Bank for the use of slaves. All these 
reforms were committed to the care of the Colonial Legisla
tures, showing that the British Government and people had 
much to learn concerning slavery and slaveholding legislators. 
This was in 1823. 

These moderate concessions were rejected and trampled 
upon by the local authorities as subversive of all the control 
of the master over the slave, ruinous to the Colonies, and 
unsafe for the inhabitants. 

In 1820, the Anti-Slavery Society commenced publishing 
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and circulating "The Monthly .Anti-Slavery Reporter," by 
Zachary Macauley, Esq., the father of Thomas B_ Macauley, 
the Essayist and Historian. The second Annual Report 
lamented that so little had been accomplished for the benefit 
of the slaves. Very little indeed had been attempted in the 
Colonies, and even this had proved a failure. The slaves 
understood that the home Government had provided some
thing for them, which had been withheld. This made them 
the more discontented, and these discontents were magnified 
by the enemies of progress, and turned into arguments against 
it. Petitions were now circulated for the abolition of slavery 
in the Colonies. 

During two sessions of Parliament, little was done except 
in respect to particular abuses, as the persecution and expul
sion of certain missionaries and free persons of color, &c., 
also in respect to the Mauritius slave trade, the conduct of the 
Colonial Assemblies in rejecting or delaying the proposed 
reforms, &c. Much important information came to light in 
the discussions. In 1828, the discussion of this latter topic 
was resumed. The Secretary of State, Mr. Huskisson, repre
sented that some improvements had been made. Mr. Can
ning, then deceased, was quoted 1\S having said, "Trnst not 
the masters of slaves in what concerns legislation for slavery." 
A great public anti-slavery meeting was held, the Duke of 
Gloucester presiding, and Mr. Brougham, Mr. Wilberforce, 
Mr. Buxton, Rev. G. Noel, and other distinguished men, took 
a part in the proceedings. From this time petitions against 
slavery began to load both Houses of Parliament. 

In May, 1829, Mr. Brougham introduced in Parliament the 
subject of slave evidence, and a reform of Colonial judicature. 
Sir George Murray agreed to the propriety of this measure. 
Anti-slavery petitions were now multiplied. Discussions be
came general, and earnest debates among the people were 
frequent. Important meetings were held in different portions 
of Great Britain and Ireland. The Catholic emancipation 
bill brought in a new accession of strength from Ireland to 
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the cause of the enslaved. The friends of liberty were 
encouraged also by the abolition of slavery in ¥exico. 

In May, 1880, a general meeting of the Anti-Slavery Soci· 
ety was held, Mr. Wilberforce presiding j called to the Chair 
by Mr. Clarkson. The result was an earnest petition to Par
liament no longer to postpone the subject, but to fix a day, 
after which all children born should be free. 

This petition was presented to the House of Commons by 
Mr. Brougham, in July. A motion made by him, pledging 
the House "to take steps for the immediate mitigation and 
final abolition of slavery," was lost, fifi.y-six against twenty
seven. 

"Meantime, public meetings were held, and anti-slavery 
petitions prepared throughout the kingdom. One petition 
from Edinburgh received twenty-two thousand signatures, and 
from other places in like proportion." 

Men of learning, talent, piety, and influence, espoused the 
cause in public meetings, and missionaries who had been 
driven home from their field of labor in the West Indies, 
appeared in these meetings to bear their testimony against the 
slave system. 'fhe question became a political one, and elec
tions to Parliament turned on the position of the candidates. 
Tile Methodist Cunfermce8 and ministers, in a body, exhorted thel.r 
brethren, for the love of Ohrist, to vote for no candidates not known 
as pledged to tile cause of fl.bolil.ion. Rectors and curates of the 
Established Church, as well as ministers of the dissenting 
soots, took an active part in anti-slavery meetings, and even 
lectured from place to place. Doctors of Divinity, instead of 
searching their Bibles in quest of apologies for slaveholding, 
made use of them for the purpose of urging upon the people 
and their rulers the duty of "breaking every yoke, and let
ting the oppressed go free." Among these, Rev. Andrew 
Thomson, D.D., of Edinburgh, signalized himself as a most 
efficient public advocate of immediate emancipation. The 
influence and the efforts of such men as Rev. John Angell 
James, of Birmingham, and the Rev. J. G. Pike (the author 
of "Persuasives to Early Piety"), were enlisted on the same 
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side. In one word, the learning and the piety of Great 
Britain were. earnestly, honestly, and without reserve or 
equivocation, thrown into the anti-slavery enterprise. 

At an anti·slavery meeting in Bath, the Bishop of Bath and 
Wells presided, and Mr. Wilberforce, after forty years labor 
to secure gradual and prospective measures, came forward to 
advocate immediate action. At this meeting an attempt was 
made to create a disturbance by clamor and hisses. Order 
being restored, a debate was held on the claims of the slave
holders to compensation. 

The excitement in the country ran high. " At Bristol, a 
most disgraceful uproar was made by the upholders of slavery, 
who interrupted a meeting, regularly commenced." At a sub
sequent meeting, there was an earnest debate. 

It was during the agitation and debates of this period that 
George Thompson, who afterwards lectured for a time in this 
country, became distinguished as an eloquent advocate of the 
cause, and acquired a reputation which afterwards gave him 
a seat in Parliament. Charles Stuart, also well known to the 
friends of liberty in this country, rendered efficient services 
at that period, both by his pen and his voice. Joseph Sturge, 
of Birmingham, a wealthy and talented gentleman, of the 
Society of Friends, was among the efficient laborers in the 
cause, as was olso John ScobIe, of London, the laborious and 
vigilant Secretary of the British and Foreign Anti-Slavery 
Society. 

The doctrines and measures of gradualism and melioration 
were now abandoned by abolitionists, for those of immediate 
and unqualified emancipation on the soil, and the claim of any 
compensation to the master was abjured. In these views, as 
well as in opposition to the characteristic principles and aims 
of the Colonization Society, (whose agents had solicited patron
age in England,) the venerable Clarkson and Wilberforce 
heartily concurred. On this latter topic, Mr. Clarkson repeat
edly employed his pen. And one of the last acts of Mr. Wil
berforce was the signature of a protest against the American 
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scheme of expatriation, a. short time before his death, which 
occurred in July, 18SS. 

This salutary change in the policy, the measures, and the 
• teachings of British abolitionists produced corresponding fruits. 

As soon as the public conscience was distinctly and pungently 
addressed, it began to be reached and operated upon to good 
purpose. 

Other causes concurred to favor the revolution in progress. 
The Catholic Emancipation bill of 1829, brought with it an 
accession of strength to the cause of slave emancipation, and 
the celebrated champion of Irish enfranchisement, Daniel 
O'Connell, was always ready to advocate the claims of the 
negroes. 

The repeal of the odious Corporation and Test Acts, in 
1828, placing dissenters on an equal ground of eligibility to 
office, and the similar concession to Catholic subjects, a few 
months after, encouraged freedom of discussion on general 
subjects, and brought into the field of political action large 
numbers who had learned to sympathize with the oppressed. 
The celebrated Reform bill of 1882 belongs to the same cate
gory, and may be mentioned here, though in advance of its 
chronological order. By this measure the unjust and dispro
portionate suffrage of the ancient boroughs, beyond their 
present proportion of inhabitants, in electing members to Par
liament, was done away, and the masses of the industrious 
people were, in some measure, restored to their political 
rights. It is pleasing to notice how all these democratic refor
mations favored the introduction of redress for the enslaved. 
And the reader will have observed the general fact, both in 
the British and American legislatures, that measures in behalf 
of justice and freedom are commonly carried in the popular 
branch first. The department nearest to the mass of the peo· 
pIe and most directly responsible to them, is soonest reached 
by the voice of humanity and conscience.* 

• An argnment deaigned to prove the worthle88ne&8 of democratio lnatitDtioDl 
h8a beeD drawn from the alleged fact that tho enjoyment of Dnivensal IDlfrage In 
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Add to this the new ministry, formed soon after the acces
sion of William IV., in 1880, were favorable, beyond all 
former precedent, to the cause of abolition and general free
dom. Grey, Lansdowne, Holland, Brougham, Durham, AI
thorpe, Howick, Melbourne, Palmerston, Goderich, Russell, 
Auckland, Stanley, Graham, Denman. 

To these influences in England, we may add others in the 
West Indies. Christian missionaries were at work there. 
Religion, and a knowledge of letters had begun to reach and 
open the minds of the enslaved, for West Indian slavery had 
not as effectually bolted the doors of its prison·house against 
the light of heaven, as has the slavery of our North American 
States. British Protestantism had not learned nor taught that 
"oral instruction" was sufficient for slaves. Bibles, to some 
extent, had been furnished them, and they had been allowed 
to build chapels for worship. 

But the determined advocates of slavery were beginning to 
discover their mistake. They saw tb:J.t intelligence and purity 
were incompatible with the condition of slavery. The mis
sionaries, too, with all their abundant prudence, (forbearing 
to instruct the slaves in their heaven-conferred rights,) had 
not learned to teach a religion that justified oppression, or that 
could be embraced without aspirations after freedom. The 
missionaries began to foresee a little of the struggle that was Pe
fore them, if the West Indies were ever to be christianized. 
They patiently labored on, waiting the event, while the plant
ers regarded them with suspicion, and watched for opportuni
ties and pretexts for ejecting them. The overruling provi
dence of God was visibly at work preparing the way for the 
change that was to take place. 

It was under this state of things that the anti-slavery agita
tion progressed in Great Britain. " Early in 1881, the num-

America baa never secured the abolition of .lavery. The 80pbism Ii .. in the DOto

rioul fil<.ot that tho prolDiaea al'O nntrue. Univel'lllll lu1I'rage is not enjoyed in 
America; nll the Ilavea, and moat of the free people or color, being excluded 
£rom the poll... To establish the univel'lllll luft'ragO in America, would be to .boUah 
American alavery. 
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her of petitions presented in one session amounted to upward 
of five thousand." On motion of Mr. Bllxton, April 15, the 
House of Commons resolved to consider, speedily, the best 
means of effecting the abolition of slavery throughout the 
British dominions, but a few days after the Parliament was 
adjourned. 

A public meeting of the Anti-Slavery Society was held, 
Lord Suffield presiding. II The speakers were Mr. Buxton, 
Sir James Mackintosh, Dr. Lushington, Rev. D. Wilson, (since 
Bishop of Calcutta,) Mr. O'Connell, Mr. Sheil, Mr. PO\vnall, 
Rev. J. Burnett, Rev. Mr. Watson, Mr. Evans, Mr. Stephen, 
Rev. J. Cunningham. They insisted upon the utter extinc
tion of slavery by act of Parliament, and, to this end, tile im
portance of II a iudicious use, on the part of the people, of tJleir "'ght 
of clloosing their representatt"ves." II The formation of a new Par
liament was, in no small degree, t:nJlfUnced by (hese considera
tWns."* 

At the "hustings," where, after the English custom, the 
candidates presented themselves to be questioned, while the 
people were voting, they were constantly ano publicly inter
rogated by the individual voters, as they came up, one after 
another, " Will yo!., vote for the abolition of slavery 1" and as the 
answer was yea or nay, (or dubious,) the vote was given or 
withheld. On these election days wali fought the decisive 
battles of West Indian freedom. Under these influences was 
elected the first Reform Parliament which assembled at the 
close of the year 1832,t to signalize itself by one ofthe most 
glorious achievements of modern legislation. 

At the close of 1831 there appeared an important work on 
Colonial Slavery, by Judge Jeremie, late of St. Lucia. Its 
disclosures made a powerful impression upon the mind of the 
British nation. No longer were apologies needed for the 
"extravagant statements of over excited abolitionists." The 
workings of the slave system, the condition ot' the enslaved, 
and the demoralization of the masters, were shown to be alto-

• 0tIpIq'. Hid., p.858. tA., p.,". 
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gether and immeasurably worse than any of the abolitionists 
had ever supposed, or could have imagined. Documentary 
facts demonstrated tbat "truth is stranger than fiction," and 
"tbe poetry of pbilanthropy " became stale by the side of the 
records of jurisprudence. Judge Jeremie had been strongly 
prepossessed in favor of the slaveholders, had gone out there 
with the determination to administer, impartially, the laws 
of the country, had found the task utterly impracticable, and 
had returned. There could be no such thing as the reign of 
impartial law, in a community of slaveholders. One specifi
cation, illustrated by a variety of incidents, was this i that, in 
no case before a court of justice, where the claims of slavery, 
or the interests of master and slave were involved, was the 
least reliance to be placed upon the testimony, under oath, of 
any slaveholder, however exalted his station, or however sanc
timonious his professions. 

About the same time that these disclosures were made in 
England, the West India Islands were becoming the theatre 
of new outrages, the knowledge of which, in England, soon 
after, could not fail to swell the tide of public indigna~on 
against slavery. 

"It had long been a trick of West Indian policy, when any measure 
favorable to negro emancipation, or at all bearing npon it, was in rrogrea, 
to excite among the slaves some tri1ling brawl with their managers, whicb 
was then dignified with the formidable name of an insurrection, the military 
forces were called out to suppress it, at a wanton expense of negro blood, 
and then intelligence was sent home, by way of proving the unfitness of the 
negroes for emancipation."-Copuy'. Hut., 371. 

.. In 1815, wben Mr. Wilberforce gave notice of a bill for the registratioo 
of all Colonial slaves, a universal clamor was excited in the West Indies;" 
and sham insurrections were enacted for producing an effeet in Englancl. 
In 18-23, the movements in England occasioned similar demonatratioaa. 
"Rumors of plots and insurrections were constantly assailing &be JlI1b~ 
ear."-lb.,p.371-4. 

The close of the year 1881, and the beginning of 1882, 
were signalized by a more general and violent out.break of 
slaveholding fury, which proved to be the death struggle of 
West India slavery. The moderate measures of melioration 
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proposed by the British Government, produced the greatest 
excitement among the planters of Jamaica. They held public 
meetings, threatening to resist the mother country, and re
nounce allegiance to the King. This was directly calculated 
to rouse the slaves, yet they remained quiet, and measures 
were next resorted to, designed evidently to produce an ap
pearance of disturbance among them. The term of their 
usual Christmas holidays was unlawfully abridged, and when 
they were ordered to their work, before the close of their ac
customed recreations, a portion of them refused. This refusal 
was magnified into an insurrection, and proclamations in the 
name of the King were solemnly i..'lSued, announcing the pre· 
tended fact, and spreading consternation and alarm in every 
direction. The militia were ordered out, attacks were made 
upon the defenseless negroes, they were shot down in great 
numbers, and their cane-sheds and houses destroyed. " It 
does n.ot appear that the negroes attempted the life of any 
person, but their determined insubordination was very evi
dent." By the testimony of the more moderate among the 
planters themselves, as well as of the missionaries, afterwards, . 
there was no necessity, for any purposes of self·defense, for 
this wanton attack upon the negroes. 

But the malice of the slaveholders did not exhaust itself 
thus. The missionaries, Baptists, 'Vesleyans, and Moravians, 
shared a large portion of their fury. In their religious in· 
structions, they had abstained, even to a fault, from teaching 
the slaves the wickedness of slaveholding and the extent and 
sacredness of their own rights. It does not appear that they 
had directly admonished the slaveholders of their great sin. 
But they had undoubtedly done something for the moral and 
intellectual improvement of the slaves,-they had treated 
their converts as brethren in Christ-and this was an unpar· 
donable sin against the slave system 1 From the beginning of 
the disturbances already mentioned, they had done all in their 
power to keep the slaves quiet, and to dissuade them from 
acts of insubordination and aggression. '.1.'hey had taken 
pains to disabuse some of them of the mistaken impression 
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that the King had made them free. They had even entreated 
them to resume their labors. But all this did not suffice to 
conciliate or pacify the slaveholders. The missionaries were 
arrested, insulted, threatened with hanging, imprisoned, tried 
for their lives, and no arts of bribery or intimidation left un· 
tried to extort testimony against them that should seem to 
warrant their conviction and execution. The newspaper 
presses, in the meantime, teemed with the most inflammatory 
and $hameless falsehoods against them, declaring that "it 
would be a grateful exhibition to the island to see a dozen of 
them gibbeted." One editor called on the public to "raze 
their chapels to the ground, and then take away their lives." 
When no charges could be substantiated against them, they 
were nevertheless incarcerated in filthy prisons, and by this 
means, perhaps, chiefly, they escaped, for a season, the rage 
of the mob. When, at length, they were bailed out, the 
magistrates who had extended to them this favor, were de
nounced and villified in their turn. Even the more moderate 
and enlightened portion of the inhabitants were led to eon· 
clude that the missionaries must have been very imprudenL 
Their friends strongly urged them to leave the island, assur· 
ing them that their usefulness was at end. On every side 
they encountered countenances distorted by expressions of 
malice and revenge. 

At this critical juncture, the arrival of some new missiona· 
ries, along with Mr. Burchell, a missionary who had been to 
England for his health, was made the occasion for a new out· 
break. Mr. Burchell was immediately arrested, and absurdly 
charged with having participated in the rebellion. He was 
liberated on bail. Mr. Knibb and his companions were again 
summoned to answer to charges of having preached in an un' 
licensed house to a large congregation of negroes and others. 
After examination they were discharged. But the fury oC 
the slaveholders could no longer be restrained. They assem· 
bled in mobs, demolished the chapels of the missionaries, and 
threatened their lives. "Both magistrates and militia were 
actively engaged in this work." Finding it unsafe to remain 
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on shore, the missionaries sought shelter on board some 
British vessels in the harbor, but the captains were afraid to 
receive them, lest the inhabitants should refuse to load their 
vessels. At length, Captain Trefusis consented to receive 
them, till the excitement subsided. 

The missionaries memorialized the Governor, protesting 
their innocence, and asking redress for the loss of their cha
pels. The Governor issued a proclamn,tion denouncing these 
acts of violence, and enjoining on the magistrates to quell all 
disorderly meetings, to protect property, and bring the of
fenders to justice. But the proclamation was torn down from 
the walls. The very persons cn,lled upon to bring offenders 
to justice, were themselves the offenders. 

"The most base and malignant efforts were still made to 
implicate the missionaries." Negroes were threatened, and 
even cruelly tortured to make them testify that the missiona
ries-especially that Mr. Burchell-had excited them to rebel. 
But they steadily affirmed the contrary, and the persecutors 
were defeated in this part of their scheme. Public meetings 
were, however, held by them, at which "gentlemen" regretted 
that they were not present at the destruction of the chapels i 
others made speeches, declaring that they must II get rid of 
the Baptists i" that if the House of Assembly would not ex
pel them, other measures must be taken i that II neither ought 
the Wesleyans to be allowed to remain i" that Mr. Murray (a 
Wesleyan missionary) should be informed that" it would be 
at the risk of his life thil.t he attempted to preach," &c. Reso
lutions to the same effect were adopted at meetings in differ
ent parts of the island, declaring that they must" get rid of all 
sectaries," or dissenting ministers. Clergymen, however, of 
the Church Establishment, who favored the religious instruc
tion of the negroes, found little less favor at their hands. 

Mr. Knibb was released the 14th of February, after a pe
riod of imprisonment, but was soon after informed of a de
sign against his life, and his house was the same evening 
assaulted. Similar attacks were made upon others. 

"On the evening of Mr. Burchell's release, a white mob 

Digitized by Google 



868 GREAT STRUGGLE BBTWBEN 

collected around his lodgings, vowing they would tar and 
feather him." By the exertions of the colored people, and 
the presence of the chief justice, they were deterred from 
their purpose, on the condition that Mr. B. should leave the 
island, to which he consented, and a detachment guarded him 
through the streets to em bark. Messrs. Gardncr and Knibb 
were subjected to trial the following week, and the next thing 
we hear is "that this very same William Knibb, who bad 
been treated as an incendiary, a promoter of rebellion, was 
employed to examine certain negroes, and find out, if possi
ble, the causes of the rebellion." The result proved that the 
violent meetings of the slaveholders, already mentioned, at 
which they threatened to resist the British Government and 
throw off their allegiance to the King, was the first thing that 
made the slaves suspect that the British Government and the 
King had ordered their liberation. 

Mr. Knibb was, nevertheless, urgently requested by some 
of the magistrates to leave the island, and finding it impossi
ble to be longer useful in that field of labor, he consented, in 
April, 1882, to do so, and was appointed by the other mis
siona.ries to represent their case to the people of England. 
This act sealed the overthrow of slavery in the British West 
Indies. The revelations of Mr. Knibb, on his return home, 
convinced the British nation that Slavery a.nd Christianity 
could not co-exist in the Islands, and the doom of slavery 
became certain. Some attempts were, in the meantime, made 
by the missionaries remaining in Jamaica to resume their 
labors, but in vain. The further preaching of the Gospel 
among the slaves awaited the abolition of slavery. 

The Missionary Societies in England, through their com
mittees, represented to the Colonial Secretary of State, Lord 
Goderich, the outrages that had been committed in Jamaica. 
" Instructions were accordingly forwarded to Lord Mulgrave, 
the newly appointed Governor of Jamaica, and by him 
recommended to the House of Assembly, to provide menDS 
for rebuilding thc thirteen Baptist and four Wesleyan chapels, 
80 wantonly and illegally destroyed." "These recommenda-
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tiODS were disregarded, or rather, insolently rejected," thus 
revealing to the British Government the temper of the slave 
party. But it was found necessapy, for the security of all 
houses of worship, to enact a law for the future, that if any 
such building should be injured or destroyed by a mob, the 
damage should be repaired by the county. Committees of 
inquiry were instituted in Parliament respecting these out· 
rages, and respecting the pretended rebellion on the part of 
the negroes, and the whole truth of the case, at last, came to 
light. The pretense of preparing the slaves for freedom, 
while opposing by violence their instruction, was thoroughly 
exposed. The meetings of Missionary Societies became anti
slavery meetings. The Anti-Slavery Society took the ground 
of immediate and unconditional emancipation, and from every 
part of the United Kingdom there came up one united de
mand for the utter abolition of slavery . 

.. On the 9th of June, 1832, Lord Godericb addreased & circular to the 
GoUrD or. of the Colonies, announoing to them the formation of & Commit
tee in the House of Cummonl, in consequence of the numerous petitions 
for the abolition of Ilavery, to consider and report wbat meuurel it might 
be expedient to adopt with that view. "-Copley's Hist., 430. 

A similar committee was appointed in the IIouse of Lords. 
A large number of witnesses were examined before both of 
these committees, and voluminous statistical facts were intro
duced, particularly by Mr. Buxton, touching the main ques
tions concerning slavery, and the workings of emancipation 
wherever it had been tried. The slave party did their best 
to sustain themselves during these investiga~ions, but their 
efforts only served to establish the positions of the abolition
ists. Their" reluctant admissions and awkward apologies or 
evasions of ad verse witnesses," says Copley, "only served to 
confirm and establish the views of all th~nking and impartial 
persons on the other side." 

The objections that emancipation would not be safe, that 
the liberated slave.CJ would rise against their masters, that the 
Islands would be reduced to a state of anarchy and overrun 
with idlers and vagabonds-objections once so powerful as 

24 
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to stagger the faith of philanthropists themselves, were noW' 
completely overthrown, and all the terrors they had created 
were dispelled, in the light of well attested historical facts. 
The" horrors of St. Domingo" were shown to be the horrors 
of slavery, and not of freedom. The history of emancipation 
was found to be the history of the most beneficial results. 

The ancient Romans had tested the policy of emancipation, 
to obt.ain soldiers in their wars against Hannibal. The testi
monyof Tiberius Gracchus, confirmed by Cicero, and approved 
by Montesquieu, assures us of the salutary effects. Chris
tianity had abolished slavery throughout the Roman Empire 
without disaster. The feudal system had been displaced in 
modern Europe, and nobody deplored the change. English 
slaves liberated, a few centuries ago by their Irish masters, 
did not cut the throats of their benefactors. In Chili, every 
child born after the 10th of October, 1811, was declared free : 
in Buenos Ayres, after January, 1818. In Colombia, all slaves 
bearing arms were emancipated July 19, 1821, and provisions 
made for emancipating the remainder, amounting to two hun
dred and eighty thousand. In Mexico, Sept. 15th, 1829, 
instantaneous and unconditional emancipation was extended 
to every slave. In Guadaloupe, eighty-five thousand slaves 
were set free in 1794, when there was a population of only 
thirteen thousand whites. At the Cape of Good Hope, thirty 
thousand Hottentots were emancipated in 1828. In all these 
instances, the change had taken place without producing any 
unhappy results. 

Facts, of which these are a specimen, when spread out 
before the British Government and the British public, pre
pared the way for a still more signal and illustrious exempli
fication of the safety of doing right I 

Matters in Jamaica, in the meantime, were ripening for the 
final result. Lord Mulgrave, the llew Governor sent from 
England, in his speech to the Colonial Assembly, had recom
mended the religious instruction of the slaves. So far from 
responding to the sentiment, the Assembly recorded its thream 
-of revolt from the British Government, whereupon the Gov-
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ernor dissolved the Assembly. A new election, under the 
Reform bill, which extended, it seems, to the Colonies, secured 
an Assembly of more moderate and liberal views. 

The first reformed British Parliament assembled about t.he 
close of the year 1882. Mr. Buxton soon gave notice of a 
motion for the abolition of slavery, unless the Government 
should take the matter into its own hands. LordAlthorpe 
stated, in reply, that it was the intention of the Government 
to do so, and that he would shortly bring a bill before the 
House, which he t.rusted would be both safe and satisfactory. 
The nation now waited for this measure in almost breathless 
suspense. 

The 28d of April, 1833, was the day appointed for bring
ing it forward, and the Anti-Slavery Society improved the 
interim by holding a public meeting in Exeter Hall, at which 
speeches were made by Lord Suffield, Mr. Buxton, Joseph 
John Gurney, Earl Fitzwilliam, Rev. J. W. Cunningham, G. 
Strickland, M.P., ReV'. J. Burnet, H. Pownall, Esq., Mr. Geo. 
Stephen. Lord Milton, Dr. Lushington, and others. 

" A still more important meeting was held in the same hall 
a few days afterwards," consisting ofthree hundred and sixty
nine delegates from various parts of the United Kingdom. 
"More than three hundred of the delegates attended at the 
house of Earl Grey, to present a memorial, which was read 
by Mr. Gurney." The deputation had an audience with Lord 
.A.lthorpe, and with Mr. Stanley, the Colonial Secretary of 
State. They represented the necessity of immediate and total 
emancipation, in the full confidence that such an emancipation 
would be peaceable. These views were embodied in a memo
rial to Lord Grey, and exerted, no doubt, a strong influence 
upon the Government. 

The plan first proposed, however, was unsatisfactory. It 
contemplated a compensation of £15,000,000 to the planters, 
which was to be paid out of the earningS of the negroes. It 
proposed a twelve years' apprenticeship, during which time 
the compensation money was to be earned. 

Abolitionists justly contended that compensation was due, 
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it at all, to the slave, and not to the master. They contended 
that emancipation should be entire and immediate. The 
planters, on the other hand, petitioned for compensation. 
While these questions were pending, the friends of emanQipa
tion held another meeting, J u1y 20, and protested agaiost the 
objectionable features of the bill. 

The details of the act of emancipation were finally adjusted 
on this basis, viz: 

1. The entire extinction of slavery, to take place on the 1st 
of August, 1884. 

2. Field laborers, above six years old, to serve as appren
tices for six years, ending 1st of August, 1840. 

8. Domestic or house servant& to serve as apprentices four 
years, ending first of August, 1888. 

4. Children under six years, to be free, without apprentice
ship. Children hereafter born to be free. 

5. The slaves to pay no part of their redemption money, 
but a compeosation of £20,000,000 out of the public treasury 
to be paid to the planters, at the close of tlte apprenticeship. 

Other regulations were specified, for securing the rights of 
the apprentices and their masters. 

The bill passed the House of Commons August 7, the House 
of Lords, August 20, and received the royal assent August 
28th,1888. 

It remains to record the results of this measure. 
The first of August, 1884, came and passed peacefully, with· 

out the slightest disturbance, in any of the islands. And 
there has been none since. 

In Antigua and Bermuda, the Colonial Legislatures pre
ferred to dispense with the apprenticeship system, believing 
immediate and complete emancipation to be safest, and desir
ing likewise the earlier reception of the compensation money, 
to which this measure would entitle them. They reaped the 
don ble reward of their sagacity, experiencing none of the per
plexity occasioned by the apprenticeship system elsewhere. 

In Jamaica, Barbadoes, and the other islands, the appren
ticeship went into operation, and worked as well as could 
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have been anticipated. But its inconveniences and vexations 
led to its voluntary abandonment, and the entire freedom of 
the field laborers, on the first of August, 1888, two years b& 
fore the time limited in the statute. 

In Barbadoes, with a population of 140,000, only 20,000 
were whites. In Jamaica, with a. population of 450,000, only 
87,000 were whites. . 

In all the British emancipated colonies, with a population 
of about 1,125,000, only about 181,000 were whites, being a 
little more than one-ninth part. Yet the tranquillity of the 
inhabitants was not in the slightest degree disturbed. The 
testimony on this point has never been questioned. The Gov
ernor of Jamaica, Sir Lionel Smith, in his speech to the As
sembly, October 30, 1838. said: 

"The conduct of the laboring population. who were the objects of your 
liberal and enlightened policy. entitles them to the highest praise, and proy. 
how well they deserved the boon of freedom." .. I trust there is every 
prospect of agricultural prosperity." 

To this speech the Assembly of Jamaica responded thus: 

"The House join with your Excellency in bearing testimony to the peace
ful manner in which the laboring population have conducted themselves in a 
state of freedom." 

Queen Victoria, in her speech to the British Parliament, 
February 5, 1889, said: 

.. It ia with great satisfaction that I am enabled to inform you, that 
throughout the wlwle of my Weat India poaaellllions, the period fixed by law 
for the complete and final emancipation of the negroes, haa been antinipated 
by acta of the colonial legislaturea, and that the transition from the temporary 
system of apprenticeship to entire freedom, has taken place WITHOUT AllY 

DISTURBAlICE OJ' PUBLIC ORDER AlID TRAlIQUILLITY." 

The islands, since emancipation took place, have been re
peatedly visited by philanthropists well known in both hem
ispheres, for the purpose of collecting information concerning 
the workings of freedom. James A. Thome, of Kentucky, 
(afterwards Professor at Oberlin,) in company with Joseph H. 
Kimball of New Hampshire, went thither in November, 1836, 
and returned in June, 1837. Joseph Sturge and Thomas 

Digitized by Google 



814 GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

Harvey of England took an elaborate survey in 1837. Joseph 
John Gurney followed in 1839-40. The results of these seve
ral investigations are before the puhlic in three interesting 
"rolumes.* The trust\Yorthiness of these highly respectable 
and competent witnesses has never been questioned. They 
all agree, substantially, in the particulars which follow, and 
which are extracted from the work of Thome and Kimball. 
Similar facts and testimonials have since been officially reo 
ported to the British Government, and published in the 
British Anti.Slavery Reporter. The information on which 
the following propositions were founded, was obtained from 
large numbers of the principal planters, magistrates, and pro
fessional gentlemen on the island of Antigua, whose names 
are preserved in the volume, with their testimony in their own 
words. We give only the substance of the principal state
ments. 

1. "The tran8ition from 8lavery to freedom was a great revolution, by 
which a prodigiou8 Ilhange was etrected in the condition of the negroes." 

2. "Emancipation (in distinction from apprentice8hip,) was the re8ult of 
political and pecuniary considerations, merely." 

3. "The eyent of emancipation passed peaceably. The gloomiest autici· 
pations had been preyiou81y entertained." 

4. "There has been, since emancipation, not only no rebeUion in fact, bll' 
no rear of it. " 

5. "There has been no fear of house.breaking, highway robberies, aad 
like misdemeanors, since emancipation." 

6. "Emancipation is regarded, by an clallSes, as a great blellSing to the 
island." 

7. "Free labor is decidedly lese expensive than slave labor." 
8. "The negroe8 work more cheerfully, and do their work better." 
9. "The negroes are more easily managed ae freemen, than they were 

when 8Iayes." 
10. "The negroes are more trustworthy, and take a deeper inter. in 

their employer's atrairs, since emancipa.tion." 
11 ... The experiment of Antigua proves that emancipated slaves CaD 

appreciate law." 

• (1.) Journlll of J. A. Thome and J. H. Kimball. 
(I.) The West Jndi., in 1831, by Joseph Sturge and Thomas Haner. 
(8.) Lettera to HenfY Clay, &0., by Joseph John Gurney. 
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Ii. .. The emancipated negroel have shown no disposition to roam from 
place to place." 

13 ... The gin of unrestricted freedom, though so luddenly bestowed, has 
not made the negroel more insolent than they were while Ilavea, but has 
rendered them lell 110." 

14 ... Emancipation has demonlltrated that gratitude is a prominent trait 
of negro character." 

15. .. The freed negroell have proved that they are able to take care of 
themllelves. " 

16. .. Emancipation has operated at once to elente and improve the 
negroell." 

17 ... Emancipation promisell a vast improvement in the condition of 
woman." 

18. .. Real estate has risen in value since emancipation, mercantile and 
mechanical operationa have received a fresh impulse, and the general con
dition of the country is decidedly more flourishing than at any former 
period." 

19. co Emancipation has been followed by the introduction of labor-laving 
machinery. " 

20 ... Emancipation has produned the mOBt decided change in the view. 
of the planters." 
il ... The progress of anti-slavery discussions in England did not cause 

the masters to treat their slaves worse, but, on the contrary, restrained them 
from outrage." 

For other similar statements we have not room. Distorted 
rumors have sometimes reached us from the islands, set afloat 
by interested managers and speculators, who, in the absence 
of the owners (many of whom reside in England) desire to 
depreciate the price of property, that they might become pur
chasers. The droughts have, once or twice, occasioned short 
crops. The embarrassments of estates arising under the old 
system have not disappeared instantly, and sometimes have 
resulted in bankruptcy as formerly. 

It is painful to add, that in Jamaica and Barbadoes, and 
30me other islands, the Colonial Governments have, in various 
ways, oppressed and harassed the laborers, to diminish their 
wages, and prevent them from becoming proprietors of land. 
The fact that the negroes, to some extent, were becoming self
employers, has been made a pretext for introducing coolies 
from the East Indies, and treating them as though they were 
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alaves, insomuch that the British Government has been obliged 
to interfere. 

The abolition of slavery in the British West Indies liberated 
800,000 slaves. This wns followed, in 1848, by the abolition 
of sle-very throughout the British dominions, which liberated 
more than TWELVE MILLIONS in the Enst Indies. 

The history of British anti-slavery effort and its results, is 
instructive in more aspects than one. It shows, in the strong 
light of practical experiment, the worthlessness of all partial, 
temporizing efforts, all schemes of preparation, amelioration, 
and gradualism, in striking contrast with the efficiency, power, 
safety, and success of efforts for a thorougb, uncompromising, 
and radicnl removal of the evil. It shows the utter incom
patibilityof slavery with a Christinnity that earnestly attempts 
anything for the religious instruction and educatiou of the 
slaves. It shows the resistless power of the religious senti
ment of a country to mould at its pleasure, to preserve or to 
overthrow the legislation of a country. It assures us that 
whenever the prevailing nnd recognized religion of America 
decrees the downfall of American slavery, it will fall. It re
veals to us the power of an enlightened public sentiment over 
a government less popular than our own. It exhibits to us 
the fiction of the legality of slavery holding a great nation in 
fetters until exploded by the kindling lights of religion and 
freedom. It shows us the power of a right-minded and per
severing minority, through the good Providence of God, to 
overcome mountains* of opposition, and dispel a chaos or 
error. It demonstrates that the increasing rage and madness 
of oppressors is the sure presage of hastening deliverance to 
the oppressed . 

• It I~ a mistake to euppoae, as lOme do, that because the Weet Illdiea we", 1"emote 
I'l'om Great Britain, the alavo power elIerted but little Inftnence on the home GoY
emmont. Thero was a time when it virtually bribed tho courta, controlled Parlia
ment, lind Btood behind tho throne. Statesmen lind nobles, Dot to say monarchs 
and mombel'll ot the royal tAmily, were IUlpeeted ot being se«et partne~ in the 
African Ilove trode, or openly hold iDveetmenta in Weat India plantatiOll8. A..,.. 
portion or the West India proprietors fOl'ided in Euglond, and wielded a comrwwd
IDg lDftnonco. A largo lbare or the £20,000,000 compensation "oted by Parlwll~ut, 
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CHAPTER XXXI. 

DISTINcrIVE FEATu:RES OF AMERICAN SLAVERY. 

Its easentw principle-Rumno Chnttelbood-lntegruJ parts of tho systom-Its con
siatency aod unity-Agreement of tho theory with tho practico-Sluvery cannot 
co-exist "\1' i th li borty. 

FROM the scenes nnd achievements of British philanthro
py, and of West India Emancipation, we come back again 
to our own land of boasted liberty and cherished human 
chattelhood,-the land in which about 113,000 slaveholders 
control TWENTY MILLIONS of human beings,-and where the 
question still hangs in suspense, whether the yoke can be 
broken. Before enteriug upon the history of the present 
struggle, it may be well to look directly into the face of the 
monster to be grappled with, and see wherein its strength 
lies. 

WHAT IS SLAVERY? 

"The slave is one who is in the power of a master to whom HE BELONOS." 

-LouuUJna Civil Code, Art. 35. .. Slaves shall be deemed, sold, taken, 
reputed, and adjudged in law to be CHATTELS PER80l'lAL, in the hands of 
their owners and possessors, and their executors, administrators, and assigns, 
to all intents, constructions, and purposes, whatsoever."-Law of South 
Carolina, 2 Brev. Dil(. 229, Prince'$ Dig. 446, &c. 

"The cardinal principle of slavery, that the slave is not to be ranked 

never went to the West Indies to improvo tho plantations thoro j but remained in 
England, lome of it in the hands of dissolute nabobs, aome in tho hands of mor
chants and mortgageel, In consequence of tho Wes\ India estates being deeply 
involved in debt by the 8yatem of slavery. This, with the continued absence of 
owners from thoir plantations, partly accounts for the reports wbich wo still hoar, 
o! the peouniary embalTllUmenta and thrit\leasneas of many West India plantationa. 
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among sentient beings, but among TRuros," an article of property, a cbat.te1 
personal, obtains .. undoubted law, in all these [8lave] States."-Stroud' .. 
Sketch, p. 23. 

TAiJJ, then, is slavery, as it exists in America. God created 
:nan in His own image. He made him a little lower than the 
angels, crowned him with glory and honor, and gave him do
minion over the beasts of the field. But slavery reduces him 
to a thing, a commodity, an article of merchandise I 

This is no flourish of rhetoric-no idle abstraction. So 
far as the power of man can accomplish such a result, it is 
accomplished by slavery. If it cannot take away the im
mortal soul of man, it deems, reputes, and adjudges him to 
have none I It ranks him., not a little lower than the angels, 
but on a level with the beasts that perish I 

The question of slavery or emancipation is not a question 
of cruel treatment or of kind treatment-of starvation or of 
full feeding. It is a question whether a man is to be re
cognized as a man, or as a brute-a person or a thing-a 
spiritual, moral being, or a mere lump of matter-a being 
gifted with volition and clothed with responsibility, or a mere 
piece of machinery-a being with, or without, BIGHTS, which 
the laws should PROTECT. 

INTEGRAL PARTS OF THE SLAVE SYSTElL 

These are such as are involved, of necessity, in the car
dinal principle of slavery, viz.: human cltatteUlood. We enu
merate the following: 

1. The unlimited authority of the slave-master or owner. 
2. The abrogation of marriage, and the family relation, 

among slaves. 
S. The power to enforce labor without wages. 
4. The incapacity of the slave to acquire or hold property. 
6. His incapacity to make contracts or bargains. 
6. His incapacity to enjoy civil, domestic or political rights. 
7. The liability of the slave to be sold, like other chattels, 

and separated from relatives. The authorized prosecution of 
the SLAVE TRADE I 
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8. The absence of any adequate legal protection for the 
slave. 

D. The power of the master to forbid education and social 
religious worship, at his own discretion. 

10. The power of the legislatures of slave states to prohibit 
education, even by the mnsters, and to prohibit or restrict free 
social worship. 

11. The power of the legislatures of slave states to abolish 
freedom of speech and of the press, in general. 

CONSISTENCY AND UNITY OF THE SLA. VE SYSTEM. 

The theory of American slavery agrees with its practice. 
The whole system of slave legislation grows legitimately out 
of the chattel principle upon which slavery is founded. And 
the most revolting usages and practices to be detected among 
the incidents and workings of the system are found to be in 
perfect keeping and harmony, both with the principle ofhu
man chattelhood and with the slave code. 

1. The very idea of human chattelhood involves the idea 
of the unlimited control of the master, and the absolute de
fenselessness of the slave. Habits of tyranny and of ser
vility must follow, of course, with all the insecurity and 
outrage that grow out of them. 

2. The absence of legal marriage, and of the protected 
family relation, is manifestly essential to the idea of human 
chattel hood. Chattels are not married, and cannot constitute 
families. Chattels may be transferred, bought, sold, and used. 
The promiscuous intercourse of the sexes, especially at the 
bidding of the master, follows, of course, and is not to be 
censured. by those who consent to the system, or to the prac
tice of slaveholding. 

8. Chattels never receive wages, or acquire or hold pro
perty. The deep poverty of the slave, and all the effects 
of that poverty, with the absence of a motive to labor, fol
low, of course. 

4. Chattels can make no contracts, not even the contract of 
marriage. And this is the law of the slave. 
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6. Chattels can have no rights, and hence the slave can 
have none. 

6. Chattels may be bought and sold. Hence the existence 
of slavery involves, of necessity, the slave trade, as Henry 
Clay testifies.-~ in the U. 8. &nate, 1889. 

7. Chattels can claim no legal protection, and therefore the 
slave can have none. And all the cruelties of slavery must 
be tolerated. 

8. Chattels are not to be educated, or instructed in religion! 
The idea is an absurdity. If the slaveholders are right in 
holding slaves as chattels, they cannot be blamed for with
holding education and religious privileges from them. If the 
government may sanction or permit slaveholding, it must, 
to be consistent with itself, prohibit literary and religious 
instruction. 

9. The same may be said of the laws forbidding freedom 
of speech and of the press. Such freedom is manifestly im
practicable and unsafe in the presence of chattel slavery. The 
entire South attests this i and thus far the testimony is truth
ful. If slavery is to be maintained, or even tolerated, then 
liberty, of course, is to be relinquished. This is self-evident. 

The statutes of the slave states abundantly confirm the pre
ceding statements, as will appear by consulting Judge Stroud's 
"Sketch of the Slave Laws," published at Philadelphia in the 
year 1827. The" Black Code of the District of Columbia," 
by W. G. Snethen, Esq., will show that some of the worst 
features of the system are sanctioned on the national hearth
stone, and under" exclusive jurisdiction of Congress." And 
"Wheeler's Law of Slavery, n (a large volume of II Rep~rts '') 
attests that slave enactments are not a dead letter. 

It has sometimes been represented that the severe laws of 
the South, especially those forbidding education and free re
ligious meetings to slaves and free people of color, are wholly 
or chiefly owing to the impertinent agitations of abolitionists, 
whose mischievous efforts, it is said, have made such regula
tions necessary, or have furnished occasions or pretexts for 
them. The ready answer to this, is that the enactments in 
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question are found in "Stroud's Sketch," published in 1827, 
five years before the organization of the "modern" anti·slave
ry societies commenced, four years before the "Liberator" was 
issued by Mr. Garrison j and that, according to Judge Stroud, 
thc principal acts of that character, cited by him, bear date 
from 1740 to 1770, long before the organization of the old 
Anti·slavery Societies, by Jay and Franklin. So well known 
is this fact that occasion has sometimes been taken from it, to 
represent these severe laws as being antiquated, obsolete, and 
a dead letter I For the refutation of this falsehood, we have 
only to cite the testimony of the Presbyterian Synods of 
Kentucky and of South Carolina and Georgia, and the Vir· 
ginia Revised Code of 1819. A mass of authenticated facts, 
chiefly sustained by Southern testimony, and showing that the 
practical workings of the system correspond, at all points, 
with the statutes defining it, may be found in a volume en· 
titled "American Slavery as it is, by the testimony of a 
thousand witnesses,"-also in several unimpell.chable narra· 
tives, Ilnd the Southern newspapers of every month in the 
year. "No people," says the philosophical and learned Dr. 
Priestley, II have ever boon found to be better than their laws, 
though many have been known to be worse." 

Such is the system that controls and wields the Government 
of the United States, as shown in preceding chapters. 

Such is the system, sheltered and sanctioned, as we have 
already seen, in the prominent religious sects in this country, 
-the system which the Christianity of the country must over· 
throw,-or to which it must succumb and conform. 

Such is the system with \V hich human liberty, in America, 
is summoned to contend, or to which it must yield. 

Who are enlisted in the struggle? What are they doing? 
What are the prospects before them? Thelie are amongst the 
questions before us, in the succeeding chapters. 
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CHAPTER XXXIT. 

THE PRESENT ANTI-SLAVERY AGITATION IN AMERICA-ITS 

CAUSES, ORIGIN, AND CHARACTER. 

Diaenll8iona canaed by the Mill80nri Compromise-Rebuke of the dough-f'aeee at the 
hallot-box, 1820-Benjamin Lundy, 1821 and anerwardll-Miallionary enterpriae 
a,h'ocated 88 tho harbinger of univel'Bll1 liborty-Revived doctrino (among active 
Chri.tians) of immediate and unconditional repentance-This doctrine antago
nistio to conservatists in the Church, and their Colonization Sooiet)'-Spirit of 
ethical inqniry-Soeial Reformll-Temperauce-Peace-An age of newApapel'llo 
lecturers, lyceum8, popular dise1l8sionB, and voluntary A8Aoeiationll-William 
Lloyd Garrison, a printer, a Tempel'lllloe Editor-AII8Ocistes with Benjamin Lundy 
at Baltimore, 182l1-ImpriBonment, trial, and release, 1880-btabliahed his "Lib
emtor" at Boston, 183I-Panio cauBOd by insurrection in Virginia-New Englaud 
Anti-Slnvory Society formed, 183~therJonmal8-Anti-Slavery traetA issned by 
Meuno. Tappan and others, New York-No Y. Emancipator commenced, 1888-
MiS8 Crandall's School, Connecticut--N. Y. Cit)' A. S. Soc. organized, Oct., 18811 
-American A. S. Soc. at Philadelphia, Dec., 1833-Principlea and mcasUnli of 
Abolitioniats. 

IF the reader of the preceding chapters shall have suffi
ciently pondered the character of American slavery, and the 
position of the churches and of the Federal Government in 
respect to it, he will now perhaps be able to form some intel
ligent opinion concerning the condition and prospects of' 
liberty in America, at the time when the present agitation ot 
the slave question commenced. He will be able to judge 
whether such an agitation then was unnecessary, impertinent, 
ill-judged, unfortunate, or ill-timed. And when he learns, in 
the perusal of this chapter, the principles, the aims, and the 
measures of the abolitionists, he may be ready to judge whe
ther, or how far, they offended against the rules of decorum 
and prudence i and whether the opposition they encountered 
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WIIS anything more than might have been expected from the 
leading men, and the controlling influences, in Church and 
State, that have already been described, however wise and 
prudent may have been the persons earnestly and resolutely 
engaged in the effort against slavery. 

It is not easy, perhaps not possible, to trace all the latent 
causes which, like little rivulets running together, produced 
the present agitation of the slave question, as other popular 
agitations are produced. We shall mention such as are 
within our knowledge, without pretending to enumerate 
them all. 

The year 1820, after a long period of quiet, WIIS distin
guished by a pretty general and earnest discussion of slavery, 
growing out of the debates in Congress concerning the admis· 
sion of Missouri, and the adjustment of that controversy by 
the Missouri Compromise. Mr. Clay, the author of that mea
sure, and those who co-operated with him, congratulated
themselves with the success of the policy. As lately as 
18M, Mr. Clay alluded to it in the Senate, while his" omni
bus" compromise was pending, reminding senators of its suc
cess, and boastfully assuring them that his second compromise 
would be equally efficacious in allaying the popular ferment, 
and restoring peace. 

It is undoubtedly true that the Missouri Compromise, like 
all other compromises between right and wrong, did induce a 
moral paralysis in those who assented to it, and this is what 
Mr. Clay denominates peace. But the people did not all hold 
themselves parties to that compromise, nor parLicipate in its 
benumbing effects. The spark of liberty was a fire pent up 
in their bones. Though temporarily bamed, they were not 
conquered. If the national " Vesuvius was capped" for a few 
years, it was only that it might burst forth again with fresh 
vigor_ If Henry Clay could but have known how many 
were made uncompromising abolitionists by their disgust with 
that unholy compromise, he would have found less occasion 
to congratulate himself with the results. The present anti
slavery excitement may be distinctly traced, in part, to the 
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earnest debates among the people elicited by that same Mis
souri Compromise. The I; settlement" of the question by 
Congress was only the signal for its agitation among their 
constituents. 

The Congressional elections of 1820 were extensively 
affected by the previous votes of the Representatives on the 
admission of Missouri. The recreants to liberty were regarded 
as marked men, especially those who had falsified their own 
previous professions, and richly merited the expressive epi. 
thet, "dough.faces,"* then coined and bestowed upon them 
by the eccentric John Randolph, of Roanoke. In some 
instances they took the hint of their friends, and quietly 
withdrew from public life. In other cases, their old ass0-

ciates declined to nominate them. Some were nominated, 
only to be defeated. Others, who had previously defied all 
competitors, were subjected to the mortification of being 
re·elected by a diminished vote, barely escaping defeat, after 
the most strenuous exertions of their supporters, admonishing 
them never to hazard the chances again. 

This latter was the fate of the very distinguished and 
highly·gifted Representative from Rhode Island. t The con· 
troversy was carried on during the whole summer by news· 
paper discussions, and public meetings, and debates. Party 
tactics and party discipline were resorted to, with little effect; 
party lines, for the time being, were well nigh erased, and the 
terms "anti.slavery" and "pro·slavery" took the place of 
Federalist and RepUblican. The files of newspapers, particu· 
larly the Providmce Gazette,t bear testimony that the discus· 

• This term, lUI now commonly used and unde\'P.tood, expressively eharacten_ 
tile politician, whol!C fllCe, as flexible l1li "dough," and belonging to a head equally 
eon, may be moulded by othert! into IIny shllpe that best suits them. But it ~ 
thought by ~ome that the epithet intended by Mr. Randolph waa "doe-/'aees:' in 
allusion to the timidity of the femnIe deer, who attempts to drink, but starta back 
lit the reflection or its own faoe in the water. "They saw," said he, "their own doe
foccs, lind were frightened." 

t The late Hon. Samuel Eddy, of Providence. Mr. Hazard, his associate, a 1_ 
popular candidate, was dropped Crom the tioket, on election day, by hia 0'111'11 

partisans. 
t The Pt-Orridmu (}autU WIl$ R FedernI paper. Mr. Eddy Willi 8Upported bf the 
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Bion became as "radical" then, as it is now, an~ that nearly 
the same arguments, pro and con., were then in use. Some 
who commenced writing against slavery and" compromise," 
then, have not ceased writing against them still. The author 
may be permitted to record himself among these. Mr. Eddy 
was elected by a majority of less than one hundred votea. 

r!'he anti-slavery agitation of 1820 was not confined to 
Rhode Island, or even to New England. It extended 
throughout the non-slaveholding States. By many of the 
" Friends" and other opponents of slavery, the "Missouri 
Compromise n was unsparingly condemned i but the deed was 
done, and there seemed no political remedy at hand, but the 
political repudiation of the authors, which, yery extensively, 
took effect. To this day, we find, in various parts of the 
country, a remnant of the anti-slavery agitators of that period, 
and recognize some of the old familiar names in the proceedings 
of the Anti-slavery and Free Soil conventions of the present 
times. The late BENJAMIN LUNDY was probably moved by 
the Missouri contest and compromise, to engage in his arduous 
anti-slavery labors. He seems to have entered the field that 
same year, and commenced the publication of his monthly 
periodical, the" Genius of Universal Emancipation," the year 
following, 1821. In an appeal to the public in April, 1830, 
he says: 

"I have, within t~e period above mentioned, (ten years,) sacrificed I8V~ 
ra1 lhousand dollars of my own hard earnings, have travelled upwards of five 
thousand miles on foot, and more than twenty thousand in olher ways; have 
visited nineteen States of this Union, and held more than two hundred pub
lic meetings-have performed two voyages to the West Indies, by which 
means the liberation of a considerable number of slaves haa been eff'ected, 
and, I hope, the way paved for the enlargement of many more." 

At Philadelphia, at Baltimore, at Washington City, he suc
cessively published his paper. In 1828, while located at Bal-

Democratic papol'll, 88 being the nominee or that party. Until his obnoxious vote 
in Congrell, he W&8 10 acoeptabJe to both parties, that no oppoeing nomination 11''' 

made apillllt him. But now he 11'&8 deserted by the " rank IIDd lIle" of both partieI, 
Co. great ex~ent. 

25 
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timore, he visited various parts of New England, to extend 
the circulation of his paper, and stir up the friends of the en
slaved. He visited Texas twice, and penetrated into Mexico, 
in search of some better asylum for fugitive and emancipated 
slaves. Though failing to accomplish this object, he possessed 
himself of much invaluable information, which afterwards be
came of the highest importance to the cause in which he was 
engaged, and to the country at large. It was chiefly to com
munications from Benjamin Lundy that John Quincy Adams 
was indebted for those astounding disclosures concerning the 
Texas plot with which he so suddenly electrified Congress 
and the nation, in 1836. A more full account of the particu
lars was afterwards published by Mr. Lundy himself in a 
paper issued at Philadelphia for that purpose. This timely 
information put the friends of liberty upon the track by which, 
though failing to exclude Texas from the Union, they have 
succeeded, thus far, in arresting the quiet march of the slave 
power to the Pacific, thus sending a thrill of alarm and rage 
through the whole South. Thus does Divine Providence 
raise up and direct the voluntary instruments of its high de
signs. Benjamin Lundy was a member of the Society of 
Friends; he was small in stature, of feeble health, afHicted 
with deafness, less definite than some abolitionists in his anti
slavery ethics and measures, but of indomitable purpose, per
severancc, faith, courage, patience, self-denial, endurance, and 
by dint of these, became a pioneer in the cause. At one time 
he traversed the free States, lecturing, collecting, obtaining 
subscribers, writing for his paper, getting it printed, monthly, 
wherever he could conveniently have it printed, for once, 
stopping himself to read the" proof," and direct and mail his 
papers, then travelling on again another month, and carrying 
in his trunk his "direction book," "column rules," and type 
"heading," (with the date of "Baltimore,") to facilitate the 
process. Such are the labors of men who commence moral 
revolutions, to be completed by others after they have gone 
off the stage. 

Among the early pioneers of the cause, should be mentioned 
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the name of Rev. John Rankin, a Presbyterian minister of 
Kentucky, now of Ripley, Ohio. In 1824 or 1825, he publish
ed his Letters on Slavery, maintaining its inherent sinfulness, 
and enforcing the duty of its present abandonment. Through 
his influence an anti-slavery society, on the same principle, 
was formed in Kentucky, at that early period. It was after
wards, however, "laid asleep" (to use the words of Mr. Ran
kin,) by the illusive pretensions and seductive influences of 
the Colonization Society. 

There were moral, religious, and social influences at work, 
preparatory to an unprecedented agitation of the slave ques
tion. The missionary enterprise, in its youthful vigor, was 
an effort for Uevangelizing the world." It was deliberately 
proposed as a work to be done. It was based on a belief that 
the promises and predictions of the Scriptures afforded a di
vine guaranty for its accomplishment. Bible, Tract, and Edu
cation Societies were commended and patronized as auxiliaries 
to this magnificent undertaking. The anniversaries of these 
were enlivened with glowing descriptions of the approaching 
millennium, when all should know the Lord, from the least to 
the greatest, and sit under their own vines and fig-trees, secure 
in their rights. The eloquence of a Beecher, a Rice, a Corne
lius, a Summerfield, and a Spring, on such occasions, had sent 
a thrill through the churches, and the promised day was be
lieved to have already dawned. The time was set for furnish
ing every family on the earth with Bibles. The chronology 
of the prophetic periods was computed, and the close of the 
present century, it was believed, was to witness the completed 
work of the" conversion of the world." To be II up and do
ing" was the watchword, and our American love of liberty, 
equality, and" free institutions," was gratified with the assu
rance that all the despotisms of the earth were to crumble at 
the Prince Emanuel's approach I 

Was all this to be accomplished without Bibles, and educa
tion, and marriage, and family sanctities, and liberation for 
American slaves? Who could believe it? Whatever our 
missionary and evangelizing orators intended, whatever they 
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were thinking of, they were God's instruments for putting 
into the minds of others "thoughts that burned," for the 
emancipation of the enslaved. The writer and many others 
well remember that the tone of our May anniversaries of reli· 
gious societies, from 1825 to 1832, was such as has been de· 
scribed. And the suddenness with which this tone Wrul 

changed, when bibles, education, and family sanctities were 
demanded for slaves, did not escape notice. But the fires 
kindled could not be extinguished. 

The snme period was distinguished by "revivals of reli· 
gion," in which prominence was given to the old doctrine 
of Hopkins and Edwards, demanding" immediate and uncon
ditional repentance" of all sin, as the only condition of for
giveness and salvation. This was urged in dircct opposition 
to the vague idea of a gradual amendment, admitting" a more 
convenient season "-a prospective, dilatory, indefinite break
ing oft' from transgression-an idea that had been settling 
upon the churches for thirty or forty years previous,-an in
cubus upon every righteous cause, and every holy endeavor. 
It is easy to see the bearing of such religious awakenings upon 
the mode of treating the practice of slaveholding, unless it 
were believed to be righteous. A more perfect antagonism 
to the ethics and operations of the Colonization Society could 
not well be imagined. A collision was inevitable, whenever 
the subject should be introduced, and the Society itself could 
~arcel'y avoid introducing it. 

Simultaneously with all this, and more or less connected 
with it, there came over the religious community an increas
ing spirit of inquiry in respect to Christian etllics, and the 
bearing of the religious principle upon the social relations and 
political duties of man. Peace Societies had been formed. 
Temperance Societies were in progress. The Institution of 
Free Masonry had been arraigned. The influence of theatres, 
of . lotteries, and the morality of lottery grants by legislatures, 
were brought under rigorous review. The treatment of the 
aborigines of our country, especially of the Cherokeetl, by 
Georgia and the Federal Government, and the imprisonment 
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of the missionaries among the Cherokees, became subject.'t of 
Elarnest attention. Christians began to be reminded that they 
were citizens, and that Christianity had its claims upon them 
in their civil relations. The Sabbath Mail question-whether 
wisely or un wisely managed-became an exciting topic of 
animadversion from the pulpit and religious press. The ap
plication of the principle may have been a mistaken one, or it 
may have been unhappily argued and urged i but the prinei
pIe was, in some fll8bion, brought into view, that though our 
institutions secure religious freedom, yet religion and politics 
are in some way connected, after all, and civil Governments 
have no right to disobey God. In short, it was a period of 
unwonted if not unprecedented moral and political inquiry. 
Was it possible that the slave question should escape the 
scrutiny of such an age? Assuredly it did not, and for the 
obvious reason that there was in progress a new and strong 
development of the human mind in the direction of such in
vestigations. How short·sighted are those who think that the 
agitation originated only with a few" fanatics," and that all 
would be quiet if they could be silenced or crushed I 

Along with the new spirit of moral enterprise and inquiry, 
t.here came likewise the new and appropriate methods of their 
manifestation and culture among the masses of the people. 
Newspapers were no longer confined to party politics and 
commerce, nor the reading of them to the select fcw. Reli
gious newspapers were among the novelties of the times. 
These were follo\ved by papers designed to promote the re
forms and discuss the moral questions of the day. Voluntary 
lecturers and agents of societies were abroad. Promiscuous 
conventions as well as protracted religious meetings were 
held, and laymen found they had tongues. To write for the 
public was no longer the monopoly of professional authors 
and quarterly and monthly reviewers. Whoever pleased 
might become an editor of a newspaper, and whoever chose 
to subscribe for it, at a trifling expense, was introduced into 
the "republic of letters." Not only did the great masses 
become readers of public journals, but to a great and grew-
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ing extent, contributors, likewise. The custom of writing 
anonymously, encouraged the timid: the most dependent 
could stand here on a level with the most powerful, and 
sometimes smile to see their productions arrest the publio 
attention. Farmers and mechanics, journeymen and appren
tices, merchants and clerks-females as well as males-par
ticipated in the privilege. From the counting-house, from 
the anvil, from the loom, from the f~rm-yard, from the parlor, 
perhaps from the kitchen, there came paragraphs for the pe
rusal (perhaps for the repro val and instruction) of Senators 
and Doctors of the Law. History, that often busies itself 
with petty details pertaining to those who have been falsely 
ocalled great, need not count it undignified to notice revolu
tions ill human condition like these-revolutions more sub
aime than those that transfer from one dynasty to another, 
princely crowns. No one can comprehend, in their causes 
and distinctive characteristics, the existing agitations in Ame
rica, who does not take into account the new power and the 
changed direction of the public press, constituting a new era 
in human history. 

Was it strange, at such a period, when laborers of rumost 
.all classes were giving free utterance to their thoughts, that 
the morality of unpaid and forced labor began to be ques
tioned-that the chivalry of whipping women, and the civili
zation of selling babes at auction by the pound-began to be 
scrutinized? The rail-car, in 1888, the electric telegraph ten 
years afterwards, were scarcely greater innovations or greater 
curiosities than were voluntary lecturers, free public conven
tions, and moral and religious weekly journals, with their free 
correspondence, from 1825 to 1880. Was nothing, then, to 
have been expected-is nothing now to be attributed to this 
new moral and educating power 7 

"~ILLIAM LLOYD GARRISON was a printer's apprentice
then a journeyman printer, at Ne\Vburypor~ Massachusetts. 
He wrote paragraphs, perhaps stanzas, for the newspaper, on 
the printing of which he was employed. His pieces were 
·copied. He became known. He was invited, in 1827 or '28, 
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to edit, for a few months (perhaps to assist also in printing), 
a weekly paper in Boston, the only one then devoted exclu
sively to the Temperance cause, the first of the kind ever 
attempted, and then in its second or third year.* He after
wards edited, by invitation, for a short period, the II Journal 
of flu: Tt:mes," in Vermont, and took strong ground against 
slavery. 

In the autumn of 1829 he became associated with Benjamin 
Lundy, in the publishing and editing the II Genius of Univer
sal Emancipation," at Baltimore. Not long afterwards, the 
ship ]Orancis, belonging to Francis Todd, of Newburyport, 
Mass., being at Baltimore for freight, was employed in taking 
from thence a cargo of slaves for New Orleans. Mr. Garrison 
noticed the fact in his paper, and spoke of it in terms of such 
severity that Mr. Todd directed a suit to be brought against 
him for a libel. He was tried by a Maryland Court, in Feb., 
1830, convicted, and thrown into jail for non-payment of the 
fine (one hundred dollars) and costs. This circumstance 
roused an excitement at the North that has never since 
slept.t From that time the anti-slavery cause took its place 
among the moral enterprises of the age; small indeed in the 
beginning, and for sometime after, but constantly widening 
and deepening its channels. 

• The Natio1llll PAiltJ7IUu-opUt, commenced in 1828, by the lata Rev. William 
CoUier <a Bapt·ist), by whom Mr. Garri~on was employed. The I7Itlf8ti,gator, by 
Willinm Uoodell, commenced in 1827, Aud publi~hed nt Pro\'idcnce, R. J., was de
voted to morul and political disel1~"ion, aud reformatlon in genel'lLi, including tem
perance and anti-slavery. In Jan., 1829, it W!1>5 merged by bim in the Nalio1llll 
PltilantM'op;,d, at Boston, Mr. Collier retiring. In July, 1830, it was removed to 
New York, and published as" Tl,d Omiru of Ttmp"a_," by W. Goodell and P. 
Cran.1a1I-nrterwarcb by W. Goodell, till the close of 1833, when it was discontinued, 
and W. Goodel\ took ebarge of the Emartdpato,., which had been issued by him 
from the lame oftit'O, though in tho n8me and by the aid of Rev. C. W. Denison, 
from the spring preceding. In conducting both these papers he received lIS8u.blnoe, 
for a _on, from the late Stcophen P. Ilines, one of the earliest advocates of the 
anti-s1avery cause. 

t By the popular oratora and paid agents of the Colonization Society, Mr. Garrison 
WIUI afterwards etigmatized in publio meetings ot that Society, in the city of New 
York and elsewhere, _ " /I corwit:I«l fllma," on acoount of tbia trial aDd imp~ 
meDt! 
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After lying in jail about fifty days, Mr. Garrison was 
released by the payment of his fine and costs, amounting to 
upwards of one hundred and fifty dollars, contributed chiefly 
by Mr. Arthur Tappan, merchant, of New York, well known 
as the munificent patron of Foreign Missions and other kin
dred efforts. His name thenceforward, with that of his bro
ther, Lewis Tappan, was identified with the anti-slavery cause. 
Mr. Garrison, dissolving partnership with Mr. Lundy, issued 
the prospectus of his" Liberator," to be published at Wash
ington City, but his arrangements were afterwards changed. 
Mr. Lundy removed with his paper to Washington, and Mr. 
Garrison commenced his" Liberator" in Boston, in Jan., 1831. 

Mr. Tappan, Rev. Simeon S. Jocelyn, and others, projected 
the establishment of a seminary of learning at New Haven, 
for the benefit of colored students, the same year, but a strong 
opposition manifested itself, a public meeting at New Haven 
denounced the project, and it was necessarily abandoned. 

The insurrection of Nat. Turner at Southampton, in Vir
ginia, the same year, alarmed the South, and quickened the 
discussion of the slave question throughout the country. The 
insurgents, about sixty in number, were put down by United 
States' forces. The Legislature of Virginia discussed the 
measure of gradual emancipation, but indefinitely postponed 
the whole subject. 

On January 30, 1832, the Ne\v England Anti-Slavery 
Society was organized in Boston, and went into operation, 
but with limited means. . 

The" J.Yew York ~:vangelis~" conducted for a time by Rev. 
Samuel Griswold, and afterwards by Rev. Joshua Leavit~ 
entered into the discussion, and espoused the enterprise. The 
II Genius of Temperance," as before mentioned, was already 
committed to the cause. The circulation of both these papers 
was, at that time, extensive, through all the non·slaveholding 
and many of the slaveholding States. 

By pecuniary aid from the Messrs. Tappan, the" Emanci
pator" was commenced, in the spring of 1838, as before stated, 
by the publishers of the " Genius of Temperance." 
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By co-operation between the Messrs. Tappan nnd a few 
others, very large issues of anti·slavery tracts were circulated 
monthly, during the greater part of this year, and sent by 
mail to clergymen of all denominations, and other prominent 
men throughout the country. A great amount of important 
information wa.~ thus diffused. 

This year was also distinguished by tho visit of Mr. Garri
son to England, where he obtained important information, 
and was cheered with the henrty sympathy of Wilberforce, 
Clarkson, Buxton, Macauley, and other friends of the cause. 
At home, the excitement was increased by the disgraceful and 
ever memorable prosecution and imprisonment of Miss Pru
dence Crandall, for teaching a colored school at Canterbury, 
Conn., under a law enacted for the special purpose, through 
the influence of leading friends of the Colonization Society. 

By tllis time the doctrine of immediate ~nd unconditional 
emancipation of the soil, as held by "modern abolitionists," 
was pretty thoroughly proclaimed throughout the country. 
To the mass of the people it was a new and strange doc
trine, though taught by Hopkins and Edwards the previous 
century. It roused the people from their slumbers. The 
majority were alarmed; some hesitated, many inquired, and 
not a few, including individuals of high moral worth and 
established reputation, were attracted to the new and defi
nite standard, and rallied round it. Among these were 
many whose earnest opposition to slavery was no new and 
hasty impulse. Evan Lewis, of Pennsylvania, ot' the Society 
of Friends, for many years an active friend of the enslaved, 
was of the number of these. Hon. William Jay, the worthy 
son of Gov. John Jay of New York, was another. Moses 
Brown, a very aged member of the Society of Friends, of 
Providence, R. 1, more extensively known by his exalted 
virtues and rare wisdom than by his great wealth, was an· 
other.* Nathaniel Emmons, D.D., of Massachusett.~, the dis-

• MO!Ies Brown died in 1888, ngod 98. A fow days before his dcnth he penned !Ill 
Importlwt eommunioaUon on the subject of all1\'cry, for publiOlltion in an anti-alavery 
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tinguished theologian, of the school of Edwards and Hopkins, 
and formerly their associate, being then eighty-eight years of 
age, but retaining his full mental vigor, was another_* Rev. 
Thomas Andros, of Berkeley, Mass., upwards of seventy 
years of age, yet active, a "self-made man"-of strong powers 
and extensive literary acquirements, a theological writer, 
though a mariner in his younger years, and once a prisoner 
in the Revolutionary war on board the far-famed Jersey 
prison-ship, (from which he escaped by almost superhuman 
exertions and miraculous providences, while prostrate with 
yellow fever,) was another. Chief Justice Hutchinson, of 
Vermont, was another. To this list might be added others 
less extensively known, but of a similar character, men 
minutely acquainted with the history of slavery and emanci
pation, veterans, some of them, for more than half a century 
in the cause of human freedom, and well qualified to judge 
what expedients were to be regarded as inadequate, and what 
the exigencies of the times required. The wisdom and expe
rience of such men should have sheltered the anti-slavery 
agitation from the flippant charge of a "hair-brained fanati
cism "-the charges emanating, in most instances, from younger 
and less considerate men, many of whom had never devoted 
a month's candid attention to the most profound and moment
ous problem of the age. If younger men, under the manifest 
Providence of God, originated the movement, they were not 
destitute of the sympathy, council, and co-operation of the 

paper. He 11'1\11 conseqnently 94, y8l\l'll of age in 1882, when the New England Anti-
81a"ery Society 11'1\11 fUnDed. 

• Dr. Emmon8 bed incautionsly taken for granted that tbe Colonization SocieI;J 
was doing I'()me good, tbough he never seems to have relied npon it to remove alaYeI'1. 
When Mr. Gntriaon came out against the 8oeiety, in 1882, Dr. Emmons, who "'lIS 
"never too old to learn," 88t down to an examination of tbe Society's periodical 
magazine, tbe "-African Rtpontor,," which 11'1\11 lying on a shelf in hia own f.tudy. 
A few hOUri' reading opened hie eyes. "Thore is no disinterested benevolence 
about it," llIlid he, 1\11 he laid up the numbere. "It is an a acheme of aelf1ahnesa, 
from beginuing to end. It is all wrong." At the Annivereal'1 or the American 
Anti-Slavery Society in New York City, in May, 1885, he was prea8nt, and preaidecl 
at the opening of the meeUng for bueineea. He died Sept. 2~ 184,0, In the 16th 1-
of hia age. 

Digitized by Google 



SLA. VEBY AND FREEDOM:. Si5 

patriarchs of liberty in· both hemispheres. And practical 
business men, from forty to sixty years of age, were not want
ing among them. New recruits, of all ages and professions, 
came forward. President Storrs, and Professors B. Green* 
and E. Wright, Jr., ofthe Western Reserve College, Hudson, 
Ohio, were hailed among the accessions of this period. [James 
G. Birney, James A. Thome, Rev. Dr. Nelson, Rev. Dr. Bris
bane and others, from the slave States, espoused the cause 
afterwards.] 

The time had now come for a more general organization of 
the friends of the cause. A New York City Anti-Slavery 
Society was organized, October 2, 1833, but not without de
monstrations of tumult and violence. The meeting had been 
advertised to be held at Clinton Hall. A counter notice, 
signed by I! Many Southrons," invited a meeting at the same 
time and place. The abolitionists, therefore, as many as on 
the sudden emergency could be notified, assembled at Chatham 
Street Chapel. Their opposers, finding Clinton Han closed, 
adjourned to Tammany Hall, and made speechcs and adopted 
resolutions against them. Before separating, they learned 
where the abolitionists were assembled, and adjourned, by ac
clamation, and shouts of I! Let us route them," to Chatham 
Street Chapel, which they entered tumultuously and riotously, 
just as the meeting there had adjourned, but before the per
sons in attendance had left the house. Loud threats were 
uttered-I! Ten thousand dol1ars for Arthur Tappan [" Several 
abolitionists were called for by name, but they all escaped 
personal violence. The Tammany meeting was organized by 
prominent citizens, addressed by popular public speakers, and 
their proceedings published in the city papers, along with 
gratulations for the "security of the Union [" 

By the same class of citizens, a Colonization meeting was 
promptly called, which was held at the Masonic HnII, precisely 
one week after the Tammany Han and Chatham Street Chapel 
meetings. The Mayor of the city presided. The orators 
-------- ---- ------

• At\orward. Preaiden~ Green, olOneid. Inetitu~, N. Y. 
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dwelt on the reckless agitations of the abolitionists. Not Ii 

word of disapprobation of the late outrage against them was 
uttered. Theodore Frelinghuysen, United States Senator from 
New Jerse'y, charged them with "seeking to dissolve the 
Union." Chancellor W 0.1 worth was in attendance, from AI· 
bany, to declare their efforts "unconstitutional," and to de· 
nounce them as "reckless incendiaries. II David n. Ogden, 
Esq., declared" the doctrine of immediate emancipation to be 
a direct and palpable nullification of the Constitution." Mr. 
Frelinghuysen further declared that" nine·tenths of the hor· 
rors of slavery are imaginary," and the "crusade of aholition" 
he regarded a.!I "the poetry of philanthropy." 

In pursuance of II. previous public notice, a National Anti· 
Slavery Convention was held in the City of Philadelphia, 
December 4th, 5th, and 6th, 1833, consisting of upwards of 
sixty members, from ten States, viz.: Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. Beriah Green, 
President of Oneida Institute, was chosen President of the 
Convention, and Lewis Tappan and John G. 'Vhittier Secre· 
taries. The memhers united in signing II. declaration of their 
sentiments, objects, and measures, prepared in committee, 
from a draft by Mr. Garrison. This Convention organized 
the American Anti·Slavery Society, of which Arthur Tappan 
was chosen President, Elizur Wright, Jun., Secretary of Do· 
mestic Correspondence, and William Lloyd Garrison Secretary 
of Foreign Correspondence, A. L. Cox, Recording Secretary, 
William Green, Jr., Treasurer. The Executive Committee 
was located in New York City, the seat of the Society's opere 
ations; which were now prosecuted with vigor. The" Eman· 
cipator," under editorial charge of William Goodell,* one of 
the Executive Committee, became the organ of the Society. 
Tracts, pamphlets, and books were published and circulated, 

. * Tbi~ alTlmgemcnt continued till July, 1885, when Mr. Goodell 101\ the city ror 
another field or labor in the eame cauAe, ani the ETllllncipawl' WOII oonducted, .Il~ 
_sh'cly, by E. Wright, Jr., Amos A. Phelps, and Joshua Lca\"itt, and ..... ftnalIl 
removed to Boston. 
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a la.rge number of lecturing agents were employed, conven
t.ions were held, and Stntc, County, and local Anti-Slavery 
Societies were organized throughout the free Stntes, auxiliary 
to thc American, and contributing to its funds. 'l'he New 
England Anti-Slavery Society became the Massachusetts State. 
Society. Mr. Garrison continued to issue the Liberator at 
Boston, some time as organ of the State Socicty, and after
wards again in his own name. 

These particulars may serve to give some idea of the origin 
of the Anti-Slavery movement, sufficient to show that it was 
of no mushroom growth, or capricious origin, but came up, 
naturally, not to say necessarily, under the moral government 
of God, and in the onward and upward march of human im
provement and progress. In the light of the preceding his
tory, this remark can scarcely fail to be appreciated, as well 
as understood. To what destiny, without such a healthfu1, 
time1y, and necessary agitation, could the country have been 
tending 7 What would have become of the interests of hu~ 
manity, of morality, of religion, of civilization, and of liberty, 
affected a." these are by the position and the acti vi ties of the 
Church and of the Stnte7 Was it not high time that some
tlu'ng were attempted to be done 7 What should that some
thing be, if not the measures that were then put in operation 7 
If there were wiser men, who could have propounded better 
measures, why did they not come forward 7 If it be said 
that the Colonization Society was, (as was claimed by its 
friends,) that better measure, let the unprejudiced reader 
judge. . 

We cannot further pursue, in minute detail, the history of 
the anti·slavery agitation. A well·digested and condensed 
account 'of it would require a large volume. We will hastily 
group together a few classes of facts that may afford light upon 
the present position and aspect of the slave question in Amer
ica, and the duties and prospects before us. 
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PRINCIPLES OF ABOLmoNISTS. 

'These may be briefly and comprehensively stated as fol
lows: 

"All men are created equal, and are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness." 

Slavery, or more properly, the practice of slaveholding, is 
a crime against human nature, and a sin against God. 

Like all other sins, it should be immediately and uncondi
tionally repented of, and abandoned. ! It is always safe to 
leave off doing wrong, and never safe to continue in wrong
doing. 

It is the duty of all men to bear testimony against wrong
doing, and consequently, to bear testimony against slavehold-
ing. 

Immediate and unconditional em~ncipation is pre·eminently 
prudent, safe, and beneficial, to all the parties concerned. * 

No compensation is due to the slaveholder for emancipating 
his slaves j and emancipation creates no necessity for such 
compensation, because it is, of itself, a pecuniary benefit, not 
only to the slave, but to the master. 

There should be no compromise of moral principle, in legis
lation, jurisprudence, or the executive action of the Govern
ment, any more than in the activities and responsibilities of 
private life. 

No wicked enactments can be morally binding. " There 
are, at the present time, the highest obligations resting on the 
people of the free states to remove slavery, by moral and po
litical action, as prescribed in the Constitution of the United 
States."-Anti.8lavery Declaration of 1833. 

THE MEASURES OF ABOLITIONISTS were such as gre\v out 

• The precise date of the adoption of thia sentiment by " modem abolitionists" 
generally in America, we do not find. Mr. Garrison had not adopted it at the time 
of his .tb of Joly disconrse at Boston, in 1829, bot it wu embodied in tho Doolan,. 
tion of tho Convention at PbUadelphia, in 1838. 
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of their principles, and consisted in their promulgation and 
practice. 

Among the publications circulated by them, at an early 
day, were the Dialogue of Dr. Hopkins, and the Sermon of 
Dr. Jonathan Edwards, before mentioned, together with Wes: 
ley's Thoughts on Slavery. The first two, as we have seen, 
had heen circulated long before, by the Anti-Slavery Societies, 
patronized by Stiles, Jay, and Franklin. The latter had been 
circulated by Methodist preachers, by direction of the Con
ferences, as late as the year 1804. But in 1884, the circula
tion of these writings was proscribed as treasonable, and 
condemned as insurrectionary. No writings of "modern 
abolitionists" were more severe against slaveholders than 
these, as an examination of them will show. 
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CHAPTER XXXIII. 

OPPOSITION TO ABOLITIONISTS.-ITS CAUSES-ITS ELEMENTS-

ITS NATURE .AND METHODS. 

Why abolitionists were opposed-False reasons assigned for it-Elements of the 
oppoeition~nservlltism in the Church~mmercial cmpidity-Political ri\'"a11'J' 
-Scheme of Colonizat.ion-Servility of Literary Institntion_Nature and mod_ 
oC oppoeition-Tho religioDllllnd political preaa-Yob violence-Early IIDd relDlU'k
able instllOces-New York, Philadelphia, WOl'Cellter (lIass.), Canlllln (N. H.), 
Bolton, Utica (N. Y.), New Haven (Conn.), Alton (IU.)-Yurder of Lo\'"ejoy
Burning of Pennsylvania Hall-Three Riota in Cincinnati-Three in Philadel
phia-Similar seenee elItewhe~Fomented by "the higher clasaea of Society"
"Gentlemen of property and standing"-tho Conservative ("ergy, and leadiDg 
inftuencea in the Colonization Society. 

WHY were abolitionists opposed 7 And for what 7 It was 
for the agitation of the slave question. It was for the at
tempted propagation and practice of their principles, and for 
nothing else,* thnt abolitionists were violently assailed and vil
lifted. 

It was not because they were" fanatics" or "incendiaries," 
nor because they insisted upon or recommended "amalgnma
tion," or sought to incite the slaves to insurrection and blood
shed. These chnrges were only the unfounded aspersions of 
their enemies. 

It was not because they had any of them, at that time, as
sailed either the Churches, the Sabbath, the Bible, the Minis
try, the Constitution, the Union, or the political parties. They 

• It is admitted that many worthy men, Including sincere Menda oCthe enaiaved, 
disaonted from tho distinctive views of abolitionists, and argued against them. Dr. 
Channing, to IOOme enent, did thie, 118 did many others. But thIa ,.... DO part of 
the kind of OPpOllitiOD of which we Are Bpeaking. 
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had simply assailed slavery, invoking all the powers of the 
Church and of the State, with their institutions-all religious 
sects and all political parties in the country-to join with 
them, in opposition to slavery. They were mostly themselves 
8upporters of the different religious sects and political parties: 
and so far from anticipating any separation from them, or con
troversy with them, they fondly expected to secure their co
operation and assistance. To ministers of the gospel, espe
cially, were their appeals confidingly and respectfully ad· 
dressed.* 

It was not because, in the first instance, they opposed, or 
thought of opposing, the Colonization Society. Mr. Garrison 
himself addressed, on invitation, a meeting of the Colonization 
Society, held in the Park-street Congregational Church in 
Boston, on the 4th of July, 1829.t The Colonization Society 
was not opposed by abolitionists until it was found to be the 
opposer of abolition, and the persecutor of the free people of 
color. 

It was the II agitation of the subJect" that was opposed, and 
not any particular measure or mode of treating it. 

ELEMENTS OF THE OPPOSITION'. 

As the anti-slavery agitation was, primarily, the natural 

• The writer accompanied Mr. Garrison, In 1829, in eaIling upon a number of 
prominent ministenl in Boston, to aooure their co-operatlon in the CAllie. Our 
upectation8 or important _istanC8 from them were, at that time, Tery aanguine. 

t Thla elaborate and able di8course was p\1blLsbcd in the ,A'atUmal PAilantA,.opaa, 
under the title or" NATIONAL DANOIIIIS," among wbicb the apeaker enumerated 
" inlldclity"-U the tY1'llllny of government which compela ita servanta to deseorate 
the holy Babbatb·'-t.he .. dOlOlationa or liquid firu"-tbe ablllO ot the elective tnan
chise-the gencral exclusion or roligious mon from 016ce-" the prolligacy of tbe 
preu," which attacks every hc.ly enterprise, (e. g. tbe miaalonary cause, &c., whieh 
wos then TWilled), and finally, the great abomination of alaTery. On thia latter 
t<lpie the speater dilated at length, and said-" I call 01& 1M ~'OJ OA,.'II 
O\"cry\\'bere, to IIII&ke known this proclamation, 'Thul ealtb the Lord God ofthe 
AfriCAns, Let tbia people go, that they may aerve me.' I uk them to 'proolaim 
liberty to the captive, and the opening of the prison to tbem that are bound.''' "I 
call ora 1M tAu,.cAu of 1M UII'''1f God TO LEAD il& tAil ,,..,e alIT_I" 

Had the churches and ministry rOllponded, u tbey should have done, to tbia 
appeal, they woold have been .parod tho trouble or opposing "infidel. abolUicm-
11m," III1d the pretext or being repulaed rrom the antl-slavery enterpriae hJ It. 

26 
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working of a religious sentiment in the religious community, 
so the opposition to it was, primarily, the natural working of 
a counter sentiment in the same religious community. There 
was not a religious sect that did not experience the shock of 
the two antagonistic principles contending against each other 
in the same ecclesiastical communion. 

From the times of the Ed wardses, there had been a pro
gressive and a conservative party in the Churches j the former 
aspiring nf'ter an enlarged liberty, and the latter seeking to 
repress it j the former insisting upon the doctrine of imme
diate and unconditional repentance (as did Hopkins) j the 
latter pleading for indulgences, postponement, gradualism, 
and temporizing expedients j the former responded promptly 
to the call for the immediate and unconditional abolition of 
slavery j the latter had previously intrenched and fortified 
itself in the fortress of the Colonization Society, and was de
termined to permit no disturbance of its supremacy and its 
quietude. 

The first collision, therefore, was manifested in the bosom 
of the principal religious sects at the Not:th, including espe
cially the Congregationalists of New England, and the Pres
byterians of the Middle States, and speedily followed in the 
Methodist, Baptist, and other communions. The religious 
presses of these, particularly of the Congregational sect, in 
the hands of the conservative party, were the first to traduce, 
to misrepresent, to villify, and to oppose the abolitionists, 
representing them as anarchists, Jacobins, viIlifiers of great 
and good men who had been slaveholders, (but who had not 
been directly mentioned by abolitionists*) incendiaries, plot-

• The V_, CMOft.ick, edited by Bev.J088pb Tracy, early in 1883, repJ'Mented 
that the LiJJnotJlor had called W ... hington a man-Bteaier and a robber, now in belli 
But this wu only the WVlI'ttICI or Hr. Tracy from a rommnnication In theLibu-,dor, 

. written by a Preabyterian clergyman of New York (Rev. Gao. Boul'lle). formerly a 
reBident of Virginia, in which the doet,.iM of Edwaro.-and in nearly the ~ame liz,... 
"",,_wu aftirmed (without any alll1l'ion to Wuhington), that Bla"eholding "aI 
man-Nealing, and an act or robbery. Yet the charge wcnt the rounds of the reIi
gioua papers, waa copied at the Soutb, then by the New York City editol'll, and 
repeated by the mob who aacked the bOWIe, and bnl'llt the furniture or Lnia Tappm 
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ters of insurrection and disunion, and enemies of the publio 
peace. By tllese artful and injurious appeals, other than re
ligious elements of opposition were soon roused. 

Commercial cupidity in the cities trading with the South, 
was one of these elementR, very early brought into action. 

Polit.ical corruption and rivalry came next in order. Abo
litionists were found in both political patties. The leading 
whig presses first, * and the democratio afterwards, exerted 
themselves to throw oft' the imputed contamination, and as
sure the South that their party was "sound to the core, on 
the subject of slavery." 

All these elements of opposition found their centre, their 
home and their manifestation, from the beginning, in the 
Colonization Society, the pet of the conservatists both in the 
Church and the State. The meetings, the publications, the 
agents, and the advocates of this Society, were almost uni
formly and invariably at the head of every movement and of 
every disturbance in which the abolitionists were assailed. 

Literary Institutions at the North desiring or enjoying 
Southern patronage, Northern watering·places the resort of 
Southern visitors, manufacturing establishments and villages 
of artizans and mechanics vending their fabrics and wares at 
the South-these were points from which an influence was 
almost certain to emanate, opposed to all earnest agitation of 
the subject of slavery. 

Over all these elements and posts of opposition. presided 
tile slave interest itself, the power that controlled so extensively 
both the Church and the State; the mammoth oligarchy of 
the nation, assimilating and wielding for its own ends, all the 
minor interests and elements of aristocracy in the land. 

In the .treete, in ,July, ISM. Mr. TracY' woald not retl'llCt the charge. He WIll 

afterward. editor of the lJ<Httm RtctJ1'tk,.. and then or the Nitti Yq,.i ObH,.M". the 
two olde.tt religious pupera in the country. aud advocatea of the Colonillltion 
Society. 

• Thia priority of lIOtion W8ll perhaps owing to the r.et tha~ a greater numlJer of 
primHMnl abolitionista were thon found in the Whig party than in the Demooratio, 
which latter WD in the _nunt, aud therefore iden\iJled with the pro-eIav., 
lCtion of the Government, and averae to agitation. 
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NATURE AND METHODS OF OPPOSITION. 

To •• put down the discussion "-to II silence the agitation," 
was the evident object-and to a great extent, this design was 
openly avowed. The" public indignation, n in some form, 
was to overawe the agitators, and overwhelm them with de
feat.* In perfect consistency with this, was the policy of clo
sing against them the ordinary avenues ot access to the public 
mind-the pulpit, the forum, the public journals, (POlitical, 
commercial, literary, and religious,)-the arena of public de
bate. Or, if a discussion was attempted, inflammatory ap
peals and injurious aspersions were substituted for manly 
argument and dignified deoate. A colonization meeting or 
anniversary was the precursor of a mob against the abolition
ists i or, on the other hand, the riotous dispersion of an anti
slavery meeting prepared the minds of a sympathizing popu~ 
lace, with their gifted orators, for a public demonstration in 
favor of the colonization enterprise, connected with bitter de
nunciations of abolitionists, and apologies or defenses of 
slaveholding. 

EXTENSIVE MANIFESTATIONS OF MOB VIOLENCE. 

An attempt to hold an anti-slavery meeting in the city of 
New York, on the 4th of July, 1834, was made the occasion 
of a frightful and protracted .riot. The meeting was broken 
up i and for several successive days and evenings, the city 
was in possession of the rioters, who assaulted private dwel
lings and places of public worship, attempting and threatening 
personal violence upon abolitionists_ Similar scenes were 
enacted in Philadelphia a few weeks afterwards. Extensive 
damages were done to the private dwellings and public build
ing of the unoffending colored people who had been cruelly 

• It is important that the reader notlcea distinctly tbIa statement, and watches the 
avidenoell or ita trnthfuln-. aa the narrative proceeds. Great ell'orta have been 
m8de to produCe the impreaalon that only lome pecnliar aDd oll'enaive II _,,,,.,." 

or abOlitionlillB were oppoaed. The II meaaure" 111M obuo:doUl WIllI the agitation 
and diaoIIsaioD of the lubjec&.. 
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maligned, and wantonly held up to public odium at a coloni
zation meeting a short time previous. During ~hese riots. 
which were of several days' recurrence, many of the colored 
people were wounded, and some of them lost their lives. 

These early examples of lawlessness, notoriously counte
nanced as they were by men of wealth and influence, excited 
by eloquent oratOl's, and palliated afterwards by the publio 
pres..", furnished precedents for similar outrages throughout 
the non-slaveholding states for.& series of years. 

At Worcester, Mass., Aug. 10, 1835, while Rev. Orange 
Scott was lecturing, a son of an Ex-Governor of the State, 
assisted by an Irishman, tore up his notes and offered him 
personal violence. 

011 the same day, a mob at Canaan, (N. H.) demolished and 
dragged away an academy, because colored youth were ad
mitted to study there. 

At Boston, Oct. 21st., 1835, a mob of 5000 "gentlemen of 
property and standing," as the city editors called tnem, mobbed 
the Boston Female Anti.Slavery Society, dispersed them while 
the President was at prayer, and dragged Mr. Garrison through 
the streets with a rope about his body. He was roughly 
handled, threatened wit.h tar and feathers, but finally con
ducted to the Mayor, who lodged him in jail till the next 
day, to save him from further violence. After an examina
tion, he was released from prison, but at the earnest entreaties 
of the city authorities, left Boston for a time. 

The same day, at Utica, N. Y., a committee of twenty-five 
prominent citizens, appointed at a public meeting, and headed. 
by a member of Congress, broke up a meeting convened to 
form a New York State Anti-Slavery Society, and threw down 
the press of a democratic journal that had espoused. the anti
slavery cause. By invitation of Gerrit Smith, who, on that 
occasion, identified himself with them, the abolitionists re
paired to his residence at Peterboro', twenty-five miles dis
tant, where the next day' they finished the transaction of their 
business, after a portion of them had been pelted with stones, 
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mud, and missiles, at Vernon, on their way from Utica to 
Peterboro'. 

In Dec. 1886, an anti-slavery meeting at New Haven, Conn., 
was broken up by some southern students of Yale College. 

At Alton, TIlinois, Nov. 7, 1837, the press of the Alton 
Observer was destroyed by a mob, and the editor, Rev. Elijah 
P. Lovejoy, shot dead, receiving four balls in his breast. The 
murderers were not brought to justice. 

Pennsylvania Hall, in Philadelphia, was opened May 14, 
1888, for the free discussion of all subjects interesting to 
American citizens. On the 17th of the same month it was 
burned by a mob, because abolitionists had been allowed to 
hold a meeting there. 

At Cincinnati, Ohio, Sept. 0, 1841, a ferocious mob de
stroyed, for the tkim time, the printing-press of the Philan
thropist, a paper devoted to anti-slavery. The first of these 
outrages was in 1886. JAllES G. BmNEY, a repentant slave
holder, from Kentucky, was then editor and proprietor of the 
paper. 

At Philadelphia, on the 1st of August, 1842, occurred the 
worst of several mobs against the colored people of that city. 
A church and hall, built by their hard earnings, were burnt 
down, their houses demolished, and their persons beaten and 
mangled in the most ferocious and cowardly manner. The 
city authorities afforded no efficient protection till the mia
chief was done, in a riot of two days. The only provocation, 
on their part, was a peaceful temperance celebration of the 
anniversary of British West India emancipation, and walking 
in public procession on that occasion. 

rrhese instances present but a specimen of the riots enacted 
against abolitionists in almost all parts of the country. Not 
only in cities and large towns, but in rural villages, and 
country parishes, and townships, the attempt to hold a meet
ing for the discussion of slavery was, very frequently, the 
signal for a disturbance and breach of the peace. * 

• It would be -1 to All a respectable volume with acconnt. of theee mohe, mel 
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One uniform feature of these lawless proceedings has been 
that they have been either countenanced, instigated, or pal
liated by that description of citizens who complacently con· 
sider themselves and are commonly denominated" eM high6 
class of soczety,"-the men of wealth, of office, of literature, 
of elegant leisure, including po1itician~-and that portion of 
the clergy who naturally associate with the class just de
scribed, or are dependent upon them. The aristocracy of a 
city or village, and its mobocracy, if not exactly identical, or 
even if exhibiting the strong contrasts of splendor and squalor, 
were found to be the inseparable ingredients, the sine qua non 
of a riot against the claims of emancipation and the exercise 
of free speech. We speak of the general fact, not forgetting 
the noble exceptions. 

Another remark in place here, is the uniformity and effi· 
ciency with which the influences sustaining the scheme of 
Colonization, (with the rare exceptions just now conceded,) 
have been arrayed against the free discussion of the slave 
question, and bent, at all hazar~ upon its suppression. We 
might specify the riots in New York, in Philadelphia, at Utica, 
and at Alton, as having been obviously excited beforehand, or 
palliated and excused afterwards, by the editors and public 
speakers devoted to the Colonization cause. The pledge of 
the Society, beforehand, to visit with its censures, when need· 
ful, the existence of Abolition Societies in America, has been 
amply and even more than literally redeemed. 

the means by wblch they have been roused. The writer h .. often been IOliciteci to 
prepare slIcb a volume, and had intended to adl'ord more apace in tbe present .... ork 
lor the detan... 
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CHAPTER XXXIV . 

.A.Tl'EHPTS TO SILENCE THE DISCUSSION BY .A.UTHORITY-BT.A.TB 

LEGISLATURES--FEDER.A.L EXECUTIVE-U. S. lLULS-G.A.G 

RULES IN CONGRESS-RIGHT OF PETITION. 

Presentment of a Grand Jury-Literary and Theological Review-Pamphlet ofHon. 
Hr. SulliVBll-Rewards oft'ered bySouthem Governors for the abduction of North
em Abolitionista-Violent language of pl'lHla\'ery cle1'lD' and eccleai&lltlcal bodieiI 
-.southern demanda on Northern State Legislaturea-ReaponHea of North8l'll 
Govemol'B-BiIl reported in LegiRlature of Rhode laIand-Violation ofU. S. JrlaUa 
-Pillage of Poet...ofBce at Cbarleaton-P08tmuter General-Preaident'a JrleMage 
-AccuMtion against abolitioniata-Rccommenda a prohibition of the eirculation 
of tbeir papers by mai1~Answer of the .A.nti-Slavery Ex. Com.-LegWature 01 
Haaaacbllsetta-Joint Committee-Interview with Anti-Slavery Committee-Their 
defense ai1enced-Reaetion-Probibitory Legislation defeated-ActiOll in Co~ 
-Calholln'a Hai1 Report-Reeommendation of the Preaident defeated-Ae& to 
prevent II violation of the mails-Anti-Slavery Petitions-Variona "gaga" from 
1888 to IMS-John Quincy Adams. 

BUT measures of mere riotous, irregular, unauthorized vio
lence against abolitionists, were soon found inadequate to the 
objects of those who had set them on foot. It was not every 
day that a popular tumult could be roused. By a reaction 
which might have been foreseen, the better part of community, 
touched by sympathy, and excited to rellection and inquiry, 
were led to protest against these disorderly proceedings. 
Some of them became abolitionists themselves, and others who 
did not, became justly alarmed at the progress of anarchy, and 
the absence of protecting law. There was danger that the 
tables might be turned, anJ mobs against abolitionists be fol
lowed by mobs against their opposers. It became important, 
therefore, to put down abolitionists by the strong arm of civil 
power. 

Intimations in this direction began to manifest themselves 
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at an early day, and in close connection with the riotous de
monstrations already noticed. About a month before the 
great mob at Utica, a Grand Jury of that county, (Oneida) 
comprising a portion of the incipient rioters, or persons in 
sympathy with them, made a presentment in which they say 
that those who form abolition societies arc guilty of sedition, 
and of right ought to be punished, and that it is the duty of 
all citizens friendly to the Constitution of the United States, 
to destroy all their publicat.ions wherever found. 

The II Literary and Theological Review," published in the 
city of New York, conducted by Leonard Woods, Jr., a son 
of Professor Woods of Andover, Mass., (himself afterwards 
Professor of a College in Maine) elaborately defended the 
position that the "radicals" (meaning the abolitionists) were 
"juatly liable to the highest civil penaltiu and eccl.e.nastical cen
sures."* 

The Review was patronized by prominent clergymen in 
New York and New England, was approvingly quoted by 
leading religious journals, without eliciting a word of publio 
dissent, (except from the proscribed abolitionists) either by 
the school of theologians represented by and in special sym
pathy with the" Review," or-what is still more remarkable 
-by the Reviews and Journals of the rival theological party, 
in the habit of controverting disputed points, against them. 

Another specimen of the literature of those times may be 
found in a widely circulated pamphlet from the press of a 
popular publishing house in Boston, the same year, from the 
pen of a titled LL.D., t the previous author of a "Political 
Class Book" for schools, that had gone through several 
editions. The drift of the pamphlet, of 1835, will appear 
from the following: 

.. It is to be hoped and expected that Maaachuaetts will enact laws de
claring \be printing, publishing, and circulating papers and pamphlets on 
Il&Yery, and also \be holding of meetings to discu88 slayeryand abolition, 

---------------------"----- - "-
• IAUra,., and TA~ioal RfUW for Doo., 18811. 
t HOD. WIJ.J.UX BIILLll'AX. 
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to be public iudictable ofl"enaea, and provide for the punishment thenof ill 
ncb manner as will more efl"ectually prevent such ofl"enses." 

If it be thought wonderful that such sentiments could 
emanate from the high places of New York and New Eng
land, is it not still more so that no earnest remonstrance, 
either from press, pulpit, or forum, was raised against it, 
excepting only from the threatened victims? 

The prevalence and the publication of such views at the 
North could not fail to encourage and embolden the enemies 
of liberty and free discussion at the South. Accustomed to 
legislative enactments against the agitation of the slave ques
tion among themselves, it was natural that they should expect 
something of the kind from the legislatures of the non·slave
holding States, especially when there appeared to be so much 
evidence that leading men at the North were already ripe for 
the measure. A disposition to silence the northern abolition
ists by public authority, as well as by other forms of violence, 
had been manifest at the South from thc beginning, and there 
now seemed to be a prospect of securing the co·operation ot 
the legislatures of the nominally free Srotes. 

As early as Dec. 26, 1881, Gov. Lumpkin, of Georgia. gave 
his approval to an act of the Legislature of that State, offer
ing five thousand dollars to anyone who would arrest and 
bring to trial, under the laws of that State, the editor or pub
lisher of the Boston Liberator. By the laws of Georgia he 
would have been sentenced to death. Mr. Garrison was a 
citizen of Massachusetts, owing no allegiance to Georgia, but 
here was an attempt, by the Government of Georgia, to secure 
his felonious abduction. Yet the Government of Massachu
setts took no notice of the insult, nor in any way provided 
for the security of its citizens. 

Other public bodies and popular meetings at the South fol
lowed this example, and ollered rewards for the abduction of 
Northern abolitionists. Twenty thousand dollars were off't!red 
at New Orleans for the seizure of Arthur Tappan, and ten 
thousand dollars at some other place for arresting Rev. Amos 
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-A. Phelps. Another advertisement specified the names of 
several of the Executive Committee of the American Anti
Slavery Society at New York, o1f~ring a reward for each or 
either of them. 

Even ministers of religion shared largely in the feelings 
that prompted to these advertisements and did much to coun
tenance and inflame them. 

Rev. Robert N. Anderson, of Virginia, writing to the Ses
sions of the Presbyterian Churches of Hanover Presbytery, 
in 1885, said: 

"At the approaching stated meeting of the Presbytery, I design to offer 
a preamble and string of resolutions on the subject of the treasonable and 
abominably wicked interference of the Northern and Eastern fanatics with 
our political and civil rights, our property, and our domestic eoncems."
"If there be any stray goat of a minister among you, tainted with the blood
hound principles of abolitionism. let him be ferreted out, silenced, excom
municated, AND LaM' TO THa PUBLIC TO DISPOSE or IN OTRER RESPECTS. 

"Yours in the Lord, ROBaRT N. ABDERSON." 

Rev. Thomas S. Witherspoon, of Alabama, writing to the 
editor of the Emancipator, said: 

" Let your emissaries dare to cross the Potomac, and I cannot promise 
you that your fate will be less than Haman's. Then beware how you goad 
an insulted but magnanimons people to deeds of desperation." 

Rev. William S. Plummer, D.D., of Richmond, Va., in July, 
1885, wrote to the Chairman of a Committee of Correspond
ence for calling a public meeting of the clergy of Richmond, 
on the subject of abolition, in which he said: 

.. Let them (the abolitionists) understand TRAT TREY WILL BE CAUOR~ Ir 
TRav COME AMOltO UB, and they will take good care to keE'p out of our 
way." "If abolitionists will set the country in a blaze, it is but fair that 
Utey should receive the first warming of the fire." 

A few days after the famous forcing of the Post· office, the 
violation of the U. S. Mail, and the destruction of anti·slavery 
publications, at Charleston, S. C. (July 29, 1885), a public 
meeting was held for completing that measure, and ferreting 
out and lynching abolitionists. At this assembly, the O/,aTTa
ton Churaer informs us, 
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"The clergy of aU denominations attended in a body, lending their que

dOD to the proceedings, and adding by their presence to the impreaai"e 
character of the scene." 

'l'he thanks of the meeting to the clergy for this service, 
was expressed in a resolution for that purpose. 

Rev. J. C. Postell (Methodist), of South Carolina, some 
time afterwards, addressed a letter to Rev. La. Roy Sunder
land (Methodist), editor of Zion's Watchman, New York, in 
which he said: 

" IC you wish to educate the slaves, I will tell you how to raise the money. 
without editing Zion', Watchman. You and old Arthur Tappan come out 
to the South this winter, and they will raise one hundred thousand dollara 
for you. New Orleana itself will be pledged for it. Desiring no further 
acquaintance with you," &c. &c. ! 

It was in the same year (1835) that the ministers and mes
sengers of the Goslein Baptist Association, assembled at Free 
Union, Virginia, having adopted resolutions affirming the 
right to slave property, proceeded to denounce the abolition
ists as incendiaries and assassins, and intimating that they 
dared not show themselves at the South. 

At the Anniversary of the American Colonization Society 
at Washington City (so late as 1839}, non. Henry A. Wise, 
M. C., of Virginia, a slaveholder and duellist, said: 

"THI: BI:ST WAY TO MI:ET ABOLITIONISTS WAS WITH DUPONT'S BEST (i.,. 
gunpowder) AND WITH COLD STI:EL. It The N. Y. Sun reported that, after 
Mr. W. had made his speech, Rev. Dr. Gardner Spring, of New York 
City, SPOKE WITH SYMPATHY or THE SENTIMENTS or THI: SOUTH, A8 
I:'f).NCED IN THE SPEECH or Ma. WISE!" 

We can bear testimony that the language here attributed to 
Mr. Wise is but little more violent or reprehensible than was 
frequently used at Colonization meetings that were attended 
by Dr. Spring (one of them in his own IIsession room") in 
the city of New York, both preceding and after the riots 
against abolitionists, in 1833 and '84. To·1 silence" and to 
II put down the incendiaries," were expressions very frequently 
employed. 

The reader will now be prepared to understand the recorda 
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that follow, and appreciate the situation of the friends of 
liberty at that period. 

Gov. McDuffie, of South Carolina, in his message to the 
Legislature, in Dec., 1885, declared slavery to be "the corner
stone of our republican edifice. n The laboring population of 
nny community, "bleached or unbleached," he pronounced 
to be a "dangerous element in the body politic." He pre
dicted that the body of the laboring people of the North 
would be virtually reduced to slavery within twenty-five 
years.* Of the measures of abolitionists, he said: "The laws 
of every community should punish this species of interfer
ence with death without benefit of clergy, lit &c. &c. 

In pursuance of his recommendation (and, as if desirous or 
fulfilling his prophecy), both branches of the Legislature of 
that State (Dec. 16) adopted the following: 

.. Re.olveti, That the Legislature of South Carolina, having every confi
dence in the justice and friendship of the non-slaveholding States, announce. 
Aer confident expectation, and she earnelltly requests, that the Goyernment 
of these States will promptly and EFFECTUALLY 8UPPRIC88 all those associa
tions within their respective limits, purporting to be abolition societies," 
&c., &c. 

December 19, 1885, the General Assembly of North Caro
lina adopted the following: 

Ii Re801ved, That our sister States are respectfully requested to enact 
PEN AL LAWS, prohibiting the printing, within their respective limits, all 
such publications sa f1UI!I Aave II tendency to make our slaves discontented." 

January 7, 1836, the Alabama Legislature adopted the fol
lowing: 

.. Re801ved, That we call upon our sister States, and respectrully request 
them to enact such PENAL LAWS sa will finally put an end to tbe malig
nant deeds of the abolitionists." 

Gov. Gayle, of Alabama, had previously demanded of Gov. 
Marcy; of New' York, that R. G. Williams, publishing agen' 

• The Fu,itivr Slaye law of 1850 seems '1\'011 calculated to flllftl the prediction I 
t The re.der will notice the strikillg coinoidence between this langnage of GOY, 

McDllffie and.that or the" Liluarll and TI.tological Rtri~UI," viz: "jnstl1liablll to 
Ule highe.st ei.,n penalties and ecclesiastical COMOrell," 
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of the American Anti-Slavery Society, should be delivered 
up to be tried by the laws of Alabama, (a State into which 
he had never set his foot,) on an indictment against him by 
the Grand Jury of Tuscaloosa County, Ala., for publishing in 
the Emancipator, at New York, the following sentences: 

" God commands, and all nature cries out, that man should not be held 
as pruperty. The system (If making men property has plunged 9,250,000 
of our fellow-countrymen into the deepest physical and moral degradation. 
and they are every moment sinking deeper." 

In making this demand, Gov. Gale says: 

"It is admitted that the oWender waa not in this State when bis crime 
was committed, and that be has not rLJ:D therefrom, according to the strict. 
literal import of that term." 

Gov. Marcy, as may well be supposed, declined acceding to 
the demand. But it was expected that that class of offenses 
might be punished under laws to be enacted in New York. 

Feb. 16, 1886, both houses of the Legislature of Virginia 
agreed to the following: 

"Resolved, That the non-slaveholding States of the Union are respect
fully but earnestly requested promptly to adopt PENAL ENACTMENTS. 
or sueh other meuUTeS, &8 will EFFECTUALLY SUPPRESS ALL 
&8sociations within their respective limits purporting to be, or baYing the 
character of abolition aocietiea." 

Resolutions adopted" unanimously," about the same time, 
by the Legislature of Georgia, incl uded the following: 

"Resolt'ed, That it is deeply incumbent on the people of the North to 
CRUSH the traitorou8 designs of the abolitionists." 

These demands were officially communicated to the Gov
ernors of the non-slaveholding States, and by them were laid 
before the respective Legislatures, as matters deserving grave 
consideration and decision. It is not known to the writer 
that in doing this, a single northern Governor availed himself 
of thc opportunity to express an opinion adverse to these de
mands, much less to speak of them in terms of merited indig
nation and rebuke. On the other band, we have to record 
such specimens of servility and treachery as the following: 
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Edward Everett, (whig) Governor of Massachusetts, in his 
message communicating the southern documents, held the 
following language : 

.. 'Whatever by direct and neceuary operation is calculated to excite an 
insurrection among the slaves, haa been held, by highly respectable legal 
authority, an oKense against the peace of thie Commonwealth, which may 
be proaecuted II a MISDJ:MJ:AKoa AT COMIIOK LAW." 

William L. Marcy, (democratic) Governor of the State of 
New-York, in his me&lage on the same subject, spoke as fol
lows: 

.. Without the power to PASS SUCH LAWS the States would not posse88 all 
the neeeuary means for preserving their external relatione of peace among 
themselves. " 

This was in January, 1836. In the Legislature of Rhode 
Island, :Feb. 2d, Mr. Hazard, of Newport, Chairman of a Com
mittee appointed on the subject, at a previous session, in Oc
tober, 1835,* reported a bill in conformity with the southern 
demands. 

While this question was pending in the legislatures of the 
northern states, the influence of the Federal Executive was 
brought to bear on the side of the Slave Power, and against 
the freedom of the press. The occasion for exerting this in
fluence was presented by the excitement growing out of the 
transmission of anti-slavery publications, through the United 
States' Mails. Some of these publications were gratuitously 
sent, NOT to any portion of the colored people, either the free 
or the enslaved, but to prominent citizens, statesmen, clergy
men, merchants, planters, and professional gentlemen at the 
south, whose names and residences were known at the north. 
There could be no reasonable pretense that this measure cOllld 
excite an insurrection of the slaves. Gen. Duff Green, Editor 
of the Washington Telegraph, one of the most violent oppo-

• Tid., it will be noticed, WII8 about two months pr,,,,,,," to the earlieat action in 
the Lcgi~laturOR of the SoutMffl SLateA-110 that, in reality, the measure of legisla
tive luppre .... ion was Al'llt broached iu the Legielature of a Nort/ur,. Stak I The 
lubject WIIA introduced into the Legislature of Rhode Island by Mr. Bozard, who 
had preaented reaolution8 ofa publio meeting in Newport, recommending tbe measure. 
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sers of abolitionists, admitted that there was little or no dan
ger of this i and that the real ground of apprehension was 
that the publications would 1& operate upon the consciences and 
fears of slaveholders themselves, from the insinuation of their 
dangerous heresies into our schools, our pulpits and our do
mestic circles."-" It is only, n (said he,) 1& by alarming the 
consciences of the weak and feeble, and by diffusing among 
our own people a morbid sensibility on the subject of slavery, 
that abolitionists can accomplish their object. Preparatory 
to this, they are now saturating the non-slavcholding States 
with the belief that slavery is a sin against God," &c. 

The riotous outrage upon the Post· office and the U. S. Mail 
at Charleston, (S. C.) July 29, 1835, has already been alluded 
to. From an editorial of the Charleston Courier, it appears 
that "arrangements had previously been made at the Post
office in the city, to arrest the circulation of incendiary 
matter, until instructions could be received from the Post
office Department at Washington." The Editor therefore 
thought II it might have been better, perhaps, to have 
awaited the application for instructions before proceeding 
to extremities." In reply to this application, Aug. 5, the 
Postmaster General, Amos Kendall, (a northern man) said: 

.. I am satisfied that the Postmaster General has no legal authority to 
exclude newspapers from the mail, nor to prohibit their carriage or delivery 
on account of their character or tendency, real or supposed." .. But I am 
not prepared to direct you to forward or deliver the papers of which you 
speak." .. By no ac\ or direction of mine, official or private, could I be 
induced to aid, knowingly, in giving circulation to papers of this description, 
directly or indirectly. We owe an obligation to the law" but a higher one 
to the communities in wbich we live, and if the former be permitted to de
stroy the latter, it is patriotism to disregard them.' Entertaining these 
views, I cannol sanction, and will not condemn, the step you have takeD. 
Your justification must be looked for in the character orthe papers detained, 
and the circumstances by which you are surrounded." 

Other Postmasters followed the example of the Post
master at Charleston. The measure of suppression was not 
confined to the South. The Post.master at New-York, 
Samuel L. Gouverneur, Esq., proposed to the Anti-Slavery 
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Society, "voluntarilv to desist from attempting to send their 
publications into the southern states, by public mails." The 
proposition was declined. In answer to a letter from Mr. 
Gouverneur to the Postmaster Genera.l, Mr. Kendall wrote 
an elaborate reply, Aug. 22, in which he said: 

" I am deterred from giving an order to exclude the whole aeriea of aboli
&ion publications from the Southern mails only by a want oC legal power, 
and if I were situated &I you are, I would do as YOIl haYe done." 

President Jackson introduced the subject into his annual 
message, Dec., 1880, accusing abolitionists of I' unconstitu
tional and wicked attempts," and recommending as follows: 

" I would therefore call the special attention oC Congreu to ~e aubjeot, 
and respectfully suggest the propriety of puaing IUch a law u will pr0-

hibit, under severe penahiea, the circulation, in the Soutbem States, through 
themail,oC iuoendiarypublications, intended to instigate the alaves.to insur
rectioD." 

The winter of 1835-6 was a dark day for the prospects of 
northern freedom. Except by the intended victims of this 
proscription, few, feeble, and hated as they were, no voice of 
remonstrance was uttered, no symptoms of alarm were ex
hibited. The adoption of the measures proposed to Congress 
and to the Legislatures of Massachusetts, New-York, Rhode 
Island, and other free states, was anticipated, as a. matter of 
course. The majority of intelligent citizens expected no 
other result. Abolitionists redoubled their efforts, knowing 
that all was at stake. 

A searching Review of his Message, in the form of a solemn 
protest, was addressed to President Jackson, by the Executive 
Committee of the American Anti-Slavery Society at New 
York. In the bold and dignified language of conscious inno
cence, they denied the charges he had brought against them, 
of insurrectionary designs. They invited investigation by a 
Committee of Congress, and offered to submit to their inspec
tion all their publications, all their corr~spondence, and all 
their accounts, and promising to attest them, and to answer 
every question under oath. No notice was ever taken by the 
President of this Protest, but it mu.~t have had its effect. 1& 
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charges were never repeated by President Jackson, or by any 
of his successors. 

An Anti-Slavery Convention at Providence (R. I.) for 
forming a Rhode Island State Anti-Slavery Society, Feb. 2, 
1886, had been invited by a call of respectable citizens in all 
parts of the State. It was numerously attended, well sus
tained, and did much to revive the spirit of Roger Williams 
in that part of New England. 

A joint Committee of both Houses of the Legislature of 
Massachusetts, Senator Lunt, Chairman, was appointed to con
sider and report, upon the southern demands. Abolitionists 
requested the customary privilege of a hearing before this 
Committee, but no notice, for a long time, was taken of the 
request. It was believed that no hearing would be given. 
The Anti·Slavery Committee at Boston, were at length unex
pectedly notified that an audience would be given them, the 
very next day, March 4th, 1836. They hastily rallied, selected 
their advocates, and prepared for their defense. The inter
view was held in the Representatives' Hall, neither of the 
houses being in session, but most of the members of both 
houses, and many prominent citizens being present. After 
remarks by Rev. Samuel J. ~ay, and Ellis Gray Loring, Esq., 
they were followed by Prof. Charles Follen, who, in the 
-course of his remarks, alluded to the recent outrages against 
abolitionists, observing that any legislative enactments or 
censures against the already persecuted party, would tend to 
encourage their assailants, nnd increase their persecutions. 
-Taking offense at this remark, the Chairman, Mr. Lunt, 
;silenced Prof. Follen, and abruptly terminated the interview i 
whereupon the abolitionists took prompt measures for issu
ing their suppressed defense in a pamphlet form, which, com
prising above 40 pages, was prepared for the press in the two 
following days. A Boston Editor, Benjamin F. Hallet, Esq.~ 
gave some account of the proceedings, and snid the abolition
ists were entitled to a fair hearing. The Legislature directed 
their Committee to ailow a completion of the defense, which 
"Was accordingly notified for Monday, P. M., the 8th inst. 
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The adjacent country was by this time roused, and the hall 
of the Representatives was crowded. Prof. Follen concluded 
his speech, and was followed by Samuel E. Sewall, Esq., 
William Lloyd Garrison, and William Goodell. the latter ot 
whom, instead of making any farther defense of abolition· 
ists, or proving that their publications were not insurrection· 
ary, proceeded to charge upon the southern states who had 
made these demands, a conspiracy against the liberties of the 
free North. This opened an entire new field. Great uneasi· 
ness was manifested hy the Committee, but the speaker, 
though repeatedly interrupted by the Chairman, succeeded in 
quoting the language of Gov. McDuffie's message, and in cha
racterizing the southern documents, to which he pointed, lying 
on the table of the Committee before him, as being fetters for 
northern freemen. He had commenced making the inquiry
II Mr. Chairman' Are you prepared to attempt putting them 
on ?"-but the sentence was only about half finished, wben 
the stentorian voice of the Chairman interrupted bim :-11 Sit 
down, sir I"-He sat down. The Legislative Committee pre· 
sently began to move from their seats, but the audience sat 
petrified with suppressed feeling. The late Dr. William E. 
Channing was seated among the abolitionists, though not in 
form nor in sentiment fully identified with them. On such an 
occasion be could not be absent, and his presence was felt. 
His countenance seemed to express what words could not 
have uttered i more eloquent in silence than even lie could 
have been in speech. The Legislative Committee themselves 
lingered, as in vague expectation. Then rose a respectable 
merchant of Boston, Mr. Bond, unaccustomed, as he said, to 
public speaking, and begged the Committee to wait a few 
minutes. It was growing dark, and the hall unlighted, but 
they snt down. Mr. Bond briefly reminded them that free
dom of speech and. of the press could never be surrendered 
by the sons of the pilgrims. He was followed by another 
volunteer, a Dr. Bradley, from old Plymouth. rock. The 
Committee then rose again, and, with the audience, slowly 
and quietly retired. A low murmur of voices, though too 
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low to be distinctly articulate, was heard through the dim 
"all of the People's Representatives, but the very tones or 
which, like the distant roar of the sea, told of power. The 
printed plea of the abolitionists was, three days afterwards, 
on the desk of each member of the Legislature, in the hands 
of the Governor, and in process of circulation through the 
Commonwealth. Mr. Lunt and his Committee delayed their 
Report, till near the close of the session, several weeks after
wards. It was a stale repetition of trite declamation on the 
subject, but recommending no distinct action by the legisla
ture. What disposition was made of it we do not remember, 
and the political prospects of Mr. Senator Lunt shared its 
oblivion. 

"As goes Massachusetts, so goes New England." The bill 
of Mr. Hazard, in the Legislature of Rhode Island, was de
feated by the energy and spirit of two members from Provi
dence, George Curtiss and Thomas W. Dorr. 

By the Legislature of the State of New-York, a Report was 
adopted in May, 1886, responding to the sentiments of Gov. 
Marcy's Message, and pledging the faith of the State to enact 
such Jaws whenever thcy shall be requisite. This Report ap
pears to have been sent to the Governors of the Southern 
States, but never appeared in the organ of the New-York 
State Administration, (the Albany Argus) in which the ncts 
of the State Government are" by authority" published. The 
mizens of the State of N ew-York, in general, (including abo
litionists who were watching for the document) were unap
prized of its contents until they saw it quoted, the winter 
following, in the message of the acting Governor of Virginia. 
There were indications, in 'he year 1887, in the State of New 
York, that the project of legislative suppression was not 1"8-

linquishe(l. 
The proposition of President Jackson to Congress, for an 

act prohibiting, under severe penalties, .the circulation of in
nttectionary publications through the mails, was referred to 
a Select Committee, of which John C. Calhoun was Chairman, 
bJ whom a Report was submitted, Feb. 4th, 1886, of a very 
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remarkable character. It conclusively proved and maintained 
that the measure recommended by the President would be a 
violation of the Constitution and an infringement of the liber
ties secured under it. It would, moreover, be unsafe for the 
interests of slavery. 

"Nothing is more clear," says the Report, .. than that the admission of 
the right to Congresa to determine what papers are incendiary, and, at 811Gb, 
to prohibit their circulation through the mail, necesaarily involves the .. GaT 

to determine what are !lOT iilcendiary, and uroac. their ciroulation." ••• 
"If Congrea may this year decide what incendiary publications ARE, they 
may, next year, decide what they are JlOT, and thus laden their mails with 
real though covert abolitionism." ..... It belongs to the STATES, and not to 
Congresa, to determine what is or is not calculated to disturb their security." 

The Report, therefore, proceeded to maintain that when 
the several states had determined, severally, what publications 
were incendiary, the Federal Government and all the other 
States, were bound to conform to those determinations, and 
act accordingly. Oongress must enact a law prohibiting the 
transmission of such publications through thc mails, and every 
other State in the Union is bound to pass laws in concurrence, 
that is, prohibiting publication and discussion I Thus Oon
gress and all the States were to be controlled by the legisla
tion of one State I And powers unsafe to be conferred by the 
people upon their Representatives in Congress, (as the Report 
had shown) were nevertheless to be exercised by the legisla
ture of a single slave State, over the whole country I The 
Report was accompanied by a Bill in a9cordance with its re
commendations. It contained the following: 

.. Be it enacted, &c., That it shall not be lawful for any deputy post
master, in any Sate, Territory, or District, of the United States, know
ingly, to deliver to any person whatsoever, any pamphlet, newspaper, hand
bill, or other printed paper or pictorial representation, touching the subject 
of slavery, where, by the laws of the said State, Territory, or District, 
their circulation is prohibited, and ~ny deputy postmaster who shall be 
gllilty thereof, shall be forthwith removed from office." 

. On the question of a third reading in the Senate, the votes 
,yere eighteen to eightean. The Vice President, Mr. Van 
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Boren, came forward nnd voted for the reading. It was how
ever defeated on the final vote. 

The project of restrictive legislation over the mails, was 
abandoned. Not only so: the credit of the Post·office De
partment was found to have received such Do shock by the 
disorders that had given rise to these projects, that, instead 
of an act requiring such a discrimination as the President had 
recommended, the nation was astonished with an enactment, 
approved by the Presidential signature, (after having been 
pas!'ed without debate) pruMbitillgsuch a discrimination under 
severe and degrading penalties. The right of abolitionists 
to the use of the United States' mails was th.us established I 
And before the close of the same session, Mr. Calhoun con
ceded, in the Senate, that the purposes and operations of the 
abolitionists were only moral and suasive, and flot violent and 
insurrectionary. 

ASSAULTS ON THE RIGHT OF PETITION. 

Since neither riots nor legislation were likely to crush the 
abolitionists, the next expedient was to break down the right 
of petition, and to stifle the discussion in Congress. Abo
litionists had deluged the Senate and House of Representa
tives with petitions for the abolition of slavery in the Federal 
District and Territories, and for the prohibition of the inter
state slave trade. Now came the era of the "gags." 

We give a list of them with the names of the movers, the 
dates, and the votes in the House, by which they were carried. 

1. Pinckney's, May 26th, 1836.-Yeas 117-Nays 68. 
2. Hawes', Jan. 18th, 1837.-Yeas 115-Nays 47. 
S. Patton's, Dec. 21st, 1837.-Yeas 122-Nays 74. 
4. Atherton's, Jan. 12th, 1838.-Yeas 126-Nays 78. 
5. Johnson's, incorporated into the standing rules of the 

House, and thenceforward known as the 21st rule. Jan. 28, 
1840.-Yeas 114-Nays 108. 

On tlle 7th of June, 1841, during an extra session, the vote 
by which this rule was "discarded" was-Yeas 112-Nays 
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1M. This was done by a vote adopting all the standing rules, 
t:1X%pting the 2lat, but a sptt:ial rule was immediately afterwards 
adopted, applicable only to the extra session, by which it was 
established that on the presentation of petitions on subjects 
not included in the President's Message, (except a bankrupt 
law) "objection to the reception shall be considered as made, 
and the question of reception shall be laid on the table." This 
was, in effect, a new gag of a general character, operating upon 
anti-slavery petitions, but not confined to them. AU petitions 
as well as abolition petitions, were excluded, and people began 
to open their eyes to the fact that the entire nation, as well as 
the troublesome agitators, were gagged I 

The original gag of Mr. Pinckney was as follows: 

"Re6oZoed, That all petitions, memorials, resolutions, and propositions, 
relating, UC ANY WAY, or TO ANY EXTENT, WBATE.,ER, to the subject oC 
slnery, shall, without being either printed or referred, be laid on the tabh., 
ud DO Curther action wb&teyer sball be bad thereon." 

The succeeding ones were substantially the same. 
In the session of 184:1-2, a Report was prepared Te-enacting 

the gag i but fearing to trust a vote upon it in the House, its 
authors adroitly laid it on the table, under the previous ques
tion, where it could not be taken up without a two-thirds vote. 
The effect of this (the extra session having passed) was to re
store the 21st Rule. This was continued until December, 
1845, when it was finally rescinded. 

JOHN QUINCY ADAUS. 

The long protracted efforts of John Quincy Adams, who 
was not an immediate abolitionist, to restore the right of peti
tion, are too well understood to require a minute record in 
this place. They constituted the crowning act or his laborious 
public life, and rendered him the benefactor of his country. 
Mr. Adams also opposed the annexat.ion of Texas, and the 
Mexican war. He declared that t.he General Government, in 
time of war, had a discret.ionary power to emancipate the 
slaves. He proposed in Congress a plan for the prospective 
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abolition of alavery, through an amendment of the Constitu
tioD, a proposition which, by.tbe·by, ~eceif'ed no faVOl' ei~ 
at the North or the South, thos testing the sincerity of thoae 
who professed to be opposed to slavery, aDd in favor of ita . 
gradual removal, while they only deprecated the imprudent 
measures of the 'mmediat;'tB. :Mr. Adams \Vas threatened.r 
with assassination, with an indictment by a Grand Jury of 
the Distriot, and with expulsion from the House. A formal 
don was made to pass a censure upon him, but it; did not 
naoeed. 
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CHAPTER XXXV. 

OPPOSITION FROM LEADING CLERGY AND ECCLESIASTIOA.L 

BODIES. 

Recapitulation or Preceding 8t.tt'menta-Tbeological Seminariea-EccIealaatical 
Bodie_Law of Lane Seminary against diacu81lion (1884)-Conference of Meth. 
Epis. Cb., Cincinnati (1888)-Ohlo Annual Conference (previo\llO)-New York An
nual Conference, (June, 1888, 1888)-Sentimenta of KethodLit Minlatel'l'-Offiaial 
l!Oul'Re of Presiding Elders and Biahops-Presbyterian Synod of Philadelphia
Auocintlon8 of Congregational Ministers In Connecticnt and )flll\lIIIchusetta in 
1888-" Putoral Lettf.'ra" on838, and 1887-Extmor.Iinary olaims ofCongregatlOlllll 
Paton-Origin or diaaft'eotion towlllda the Clergy on the part of a cIua of Abo
lltiow.le. 

WHILE these efforts were making to put down abolitionists 
by mob violence, by State legislation, by denunciations from 
the Federal Executive, by violations of the U. S. Mails, by 
closing the Post-offices against their publications, by gagging 
discussion in Congress, and overthrowing the people's right 
of petition, there was still anoiller power, more potent than all 
the others, standing behind and sustaining them all, with which 
abolitionists were called to contend. We mean the prevailing 
and predominant religiou8 influences of the country, repre
sented by and controlling theological seminaries, religious 
associations, churches, and ecclesia8tical bodies. It is the reli
gion of a country that sbapes its political and social manifest
ations, under all forms of government, more especially under. 
those ot a popular character. 

The position of the principal religious sects, respecting 
alavery, was exhibited in former chapters. * It appeared also 
in their support of the Colonization Society.t The opposition 

• Chap. XIL to XVIIL t Chap. XXIX. 
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of Theological Reviews, of religious journals, and of promi
nent clergymen, has been ad"'erted to in the present connce
tion.* It was to be expected that corresponding manifesta
tions should be witnessed in Theological Seminaries and the 
action of ecclesiastical bodies. A few specimens must suffice, 
in this record. 

Among the earliest and boldest attempts to suppress the 
discussion of the slave question in America, we have to record 
the gag law of Lane Seminary, Ohio, October 6, 1834, by 
which the students were ordered to disband both their Anti· 
Slavery and Colonization Societies, (for it was important to 
appear impartial,) and, in a standing rule, forbidden to lecture, 
deliver addresses, or hold meetings among themselves, ~cept 
of a devotional character. This was during the reign of mob 
violence against abolitionists, and more than a year before 
the 'demands of Gov. McDuffie and bis Southern associates 
upon the free States ofthe North. The well known occasion 
was the formation of a flourishing Anti·Slavery Society. 
Though most of the students left the Seminary in consequence, 
and the laws were soon after repealed, yet the same spirit per
vaded theological and literary inst.itutions in general, and in
fluences were generally exerted in them which prevented free 
discussion and inquiry. 

In showing the position of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
on t.he slave question, we have already noticed the declaration 
of its General Conference at Cincinnat.i, in 1886, in which 
they" disclaim any right, wish, or intention, to interfere in the 
civil and political relation between master and slave, as it ex
ists in the slaveholding States of this Union." At this same 
Conference a preamble and resolutions were adopted depre
cating "the great excitement on the subject of modem aboli
tionism," and the course of some of its members, as .1 calculated 
to bring upon this body the suspicion and distrust of the com
munity." They declared themselves "decidedly opposed to 
modern abolitionism." It was also 

• See IaAt two ohaptel'lo 
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.. Re8oltled, by the Delegates of the Annual Conferences, in General Con
ference usembled, that they disapprove, in the most unqualified sense, the 
conduct of the two members of the General Conference, who are reporLed 
to have lectured in this city recently, opon, and in favor of, modern aboli
tionism." 

This resolution was adopted by a vote of 122 to 11. The 
mover, Rev. S. G. Roszell, was. reported to have said, in the 
debate, that he wished t.he Rev. Orange Scott (one of the cen
sured members) was in heaven-(that is, he wished he was 
dead :)-in perfect keeping with t.he murderous sentiment.'J so 
freely expressed by pro·slavery clergymen at t.hat period, 
some specimens of which the reader has already seen. 

1'his same Conference received a friendly address from the 
Methodist Wesleyan Conference in England, on the subject of 
slavery, but refused to publish it. They adopted, moreover, 
a pastoral address to the communicants of the M. E. Church, 
in which, after stating that the "Constitutional Compact" be. 
tween the Slale8 precluded Ohurch action against slavery, they 
added, 

"These facts, which are only mentioned here as a reaeon for the friendly 
admonition which we wish to give you, constrain os, as yoor pastors, who 
are called to watch over your lOuIs, as they must give an accoont, to elt
hort you to abstain from all abolition movements and associations, and to 
refrain from patronizing any of their publications," &c. &c. • • • 

.. From every view of the subject which we have been able to take, and 
from the most calm and dispassionate survey of the whole ground, we have 
come to the conclusion that the only safe, scriptural, and prudent way fill 

us, both as ministers and people, to take, is, WHOLLY TO RURAIN FROIl 

THIS AGITATING suaIECT," &c.-Signed hy order and in hehalj" oj tAl 
General ConJerence of the M. E. ChurcA, hy the Bishop •• 

The General Conference represented both the northern and 
the southern portions of the M. E. Church, acting together. 
But northern Annual Conferences took the same ground. 

The Ohio Annual Conference had, a short time before, 
Resolved, 

1. "That we deeply regret the proceedings of the abolitionists and anti
slavery lIocieties in the free Statell, and the consequent eltcitement produced 
thereby in the illave States, that we, as a Conference, disclaim all connection 
ud co-operation with, or belief in tbe ume, and tbat we bereby recommend 
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to oor junior preac~ra, local brethren, and printe memben within oar 
bounds, to abstain from aay COIlnectioa with them, or part.icipatioa of their 
acte, in the premisel, wl,atever. 

i. .. That tbose brethren aDd citizens of the North who RURT THB ABO
LITION .IOVEMENTS with firmnell and moderation, are the true friendl to the 
Cburch, to the Ilavea of tbe South, and to the Constitution of our common 
country," ekc. 

The New-York Annual Conference, in June, 1886, ap
proved the doings of the General Conference, and disapproved 
the patronizing of Zion's Watchman, an anti-slavery Meth
odist paper, edited by Rev. La Roy Sunderland. It also Ra
sol ved that-

• • • .. We are decideclly of the opinion that none ought to be elected 
to the office of a deacon or elder in our church, UJIILI88 aR GI .... A PLUGB 
TO TaR CONnRENClI: THAT HB WILL RlI:FRAIN nOli AGITATING THlI: CHURCH 
ON THII lual.CT," ekc. ekc. 

In 1888, the same Conference resolved that any of its mem
»era or probationers who should patronize Zion's Watchman, 
recommend it, circulate it, obtain subscribers, or collect or 
remit moneys for it, "shall be deemed guilty of indiscretion, 
and dealt with accordingly." 

"The Rev. George W. Langhorne, of North Carolina, in writing to tho 
editor (If Zion'. Watchman, June~, 1836, laid: 

" If you have not yet religned your credential. al a minilter of the Metha
dilt Epilcopal Churcb, I really think tbat, II an laonut man, you Ihould 
now do it." " You are bound to lubmit to their authority [the General 
Conference], or L&AV& TaB CHURCa." 

This sentiment, that abolitionists ought to quit the churches 
or cease disturbing their peace by anti-slavery agitation, was 
very current in the churches of most sec~ even at the North, 
at this period, though much has been since said against the 
sin of schism, when abolitionists secede. 

Presiding Eldera refused to put anti-alavery relolutionl in Quarterly 
Conferences, but readily put pro-slavery ones. 

:Bilbope Hedding and Emory addre88ed a Putoral Letter to the New 
England and New Hampshire Cnnferencel, in which &he aou-lla.ery el.cite
ment in that part of the country was discountenanced. They" ady_ 
the preacherl, the trulteea, and official and other IDemben, to ....west tbeir 
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dilapprobatiOD, aDd to refuse the use of their pulpit. III\d housea for lUcia 
purposes. " 

.. Bishop Waugb refused to put a motion to raise a committee on slavery 
at the N. E. Conferene8 of 1837. and declared' that there should be no 
appeal from his decision to the Conference. Bishop Hedding. at the N. E. 
Conference. in 1837, refused a motion to raise a committee on slavery. only 
nn certain conditions. • " 

"Bishop Soule, presiding at the New England Conference of the M. E. 
Church in 1840, refased permiaaion asked by Rev. O. ScoU to read a memo
rial from private members of the church, requesting the Annual Conference 
to expre88 an opinion against the 'Colored testimony Resolutioll' of the 
General Conference."-True We.degan. Dec. 27, 1851. 

The Presbyterian Synod. of Philadelphia, about the same 
time, re·echoed the stale and truthless slanders of the newspa
pers against the abolitionists. 

It is to be borne in mind that these ecclesiastical efforts to 
suppress the discussion of the slave question, in May and 
June, 1836, came as closely as possible on the heel of the leg
islative attempts to the same effect, in the nationalo.nd state 
legislatures, the previous winter, being the first opportunity 
that had presented itself by the accustomed annual meetings 
of these bodies, since the famous demands of the Governors 
and Legislatures of the Slave States. They are to be inter
preted in the light of the silence and apparent acquiescence 
of the leading clergy and religious journalists, during that 
dark period, except when, as already stated, their influence 
was on the side of "the highest civil penalties and er.clesiastical 
censures." The frmner had been attempted, and (though, in 
some statefl, they were still pending,) there was a prospect of 
their failure. Now came the time to try the power of the 
latter. The authorities of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
were spenking. It would not do for the guardians of New 
England Congregationalism to be behind them. 

The Associations of Congregational Ministers, first of Con
necticut, and, immediately afterwards, of Massachusetts, mov
ing evidently in concert, and with the aid of prominent Pru· 
byterian clergymen from New-York and Ohio, in attendance 
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for that object, united in adopting a series of Resolutions, 
among which was t.he following: 

"Resolved, That the operations of itinerant agents and lectarers attempt
ing to enlighten the churches in respect to particular points oC Christian 
doctrine and of Chri.tian morals, and to control the religious sentiment oC 
the community on topics which Call most appropriately within the .phere of 
pastoral instruction, and pastoral discretion, as to time and manner, lDit/aout 
t/at: advice and consent of tAe PASTORS and REGULAR ECCLESIA8TICAL BODIES, 

are an unauthorized interference with the RIGHTS, duties, and discretion 
of the STATED MINISTRY, dangerous to the influence of the PASTORAL orncE, 
and fatal to the PEACE and good order of the churches." 

The evident design of this was to close the Congregational 
meeting·houses and pulpits against anti·slavery lecturers and 
anti·slavery meetings, which were at that time beginning to 
be greatly multiplied, and which were exerting a powerful 
influence. It became necessary, for the sake of consistency, 
and also to maintain the high powers thus claimed for Con
gregational pastors, to apply the same rule to "itinerating 
evangelists," which was accordingly done in another Resolution. 
The series was closed by a pledge of the clergy, "that we 
consider ourselves oolmd to sustain eacl& other, and the churches, 
in standing against all these invasions of our ecclesiastical 
order." 

Under this pledge, even abolitionists belonging to the 
pastoral body, felt themselves bound to exclude anti·slavery 
lecturers and preachers from their pulpits, in deference to 
the wishes of the clerical body to which they belonged. 'I'his 
Omgreg(ltiollal precedent was followed, (as designed by. the 
movers,) in Presbyteries and Synods of the Presbyterian 
church, aU over the free states. It was a flagrant violat.ion 
of the "ecclesiastical order" of Congregationalism, sustained 
only by the bad usages under the old" Saybrook Platform," 
by which Whitefield, Tennant, and Finley had been shut 
out of tbe pulpits, and even made liable to imprisonment 
and banishment, through joint ecclesiastical aod legislative 
action, a century previous. 

It was objected to these Resolutions, while under discus-
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sion in the Connecticut GeneJ.aJ. Association, that they would 
tend to encourage the mobs against anti·slavery lecturers, 
which were then rife in that region. The taunting retort 
was, that abolitionists, according to their own motto, ought 
not to shrink from the consequences I Among the abolition 
lecturers then at work in Connecticut, was a Congregational 
minister of that state. He persevered in the work, till, find
ing his way hedged up by his clerical brethren, he retired 
from the field i-not because a portion of the peopk in the 
parishes were not desirous to hear him, but because the pas
tol'S would not suffer him to be heard I 

A Pastoral Letter to the churches accompanied the Res0-
lutions of 1836, and breathing the same spirit. A still more 
famous Pastoral Letter was sent forth by the Genernl Associa
tion of Massachusetts, a year afterwards, June, 1887. The 
evils of anti-slavery agitation had not ceased. A new class 
of anti-sInvery lecturers hnd appeared, creating still greater 
alarm. Two talented Quaker ladies, the Misses Grimke, 
daughters of the late distinguished Judge Grimke, of South 
Carolina, once slaveholders, but now earnest abolitionists, 
were lecturing in the old Commonwealth. They had com
menced by addressing female audiences, but had been pre
vailed upon to admit listeners of the other sex, who could 
seldom hear without going away convinced. Another cleri
cal manife:>to was deemed necessary to avert the calamity im
pending over the commonwealth and the churehes. 

" We would call your attention" (say they) .. to the importance of main
taining that respect and DEFERENCE TO THE PASTORAL OFFICE wbicb is 
enjoined in Scripture, and wbich· is e88ential to the beat inlluence of tbe 
ministry on you and your children. One way in which this reapect baa 
been, in aome cases, violated, ia in encouraging lecluref'. and preachef'. on 
certain topics of reform, to preaent their subjects within the parochial limits 
of settled palltors without their cO'Utnt. YOUR MINISTER is ordained of 
God to be your teacher, and ill commanded to feed tbat lIock over which 
the Hilly Ghost hath made him overseer. If there are certain topic", on 
which he does not preach with the frequency or in the manner that would 
please you, it is a VIOLATION oC SACRED and IMPORTANT mOBTS to encourage 
a STRANOER to present them." 
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The Pastoral Letter then dilates upon the appropriate sphere 
of woman, and the danger of her stepping into the wrong 
place. Quaker women had long been accustomed to preach 
in New England, and occasionally in Congregational meeting· 
houses, wit.bout alarming ecclesiastical bodies, but they were 
now preaching successfully in favor of immediate emancipa. 
tion, and against the prejudice that fed the Colonization So· 
ciety ;-and the clergy became alarmed. 

When it is remembered that "the parochial limits of settled 
pastors" are intended to cover (if they do sometimes laclc a 
little of it) the entire area. of the Commonwealth-every foot 
of the soil in it-tlte modesty of the demand becomes as 
apparent as the condition of a peoplc who should be led to 
recognize such" sacred and important rights." Whatever the 
pastor might preach, or omit preaching, his "lights are vio
lated" if anyone else is encouraged to lecture or preach I The 
religious" rights" of the community, if proportionately circum· 
scribed to meet this demand, may be represented by a cypher 
-they utterly vanish away. 

Whether it was too late in the day, or too early, to set up 
pretensions like these, it was certainly attempted at a very 
unfortuDate moment. A small portion of the" prudence" so 
much commended, would have withheld the conservative 
clergy from broaching so exciting a topic. The great are not 
always wise. 

If a portion of abolitionists have come to regard the iDsti· 
tutions of Church and Clergy with unreasonable aversion, the 
reader may no\v sce, as posterity will certainly see, the school 
in which they have been trained. If Christian institutions, if 
the Bible, if anything pertaining to truc religion falls into tem
porary disrepute, a fearful weight of responsibility resls on the 
clerical bodies WRO have 80 recklessly and needlessly furnished 
t.he occasion. It would be difficult to fasten upon any class 
of abolitionists the charge of having been disrespectful towards 
the church nnd t.he clergy, until manifestations like these. had 
appeared. Had the Pll8tors manfully discharged their duty 
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in reproving the giant sin of the country, instead of waiting 
for the stones to cry out, they might have magnified their 
high calling, promoted the cause of religion, delivered their 
country from thraldom, and their own memories from merited 
disgrace. 

28 
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CHAPTER XXXVI. 

PERSECUTIONS OF ABOLITIONISTS. 

EccIe.iowtieal persecutions-La Roy Sunderland-Lewill TOPJIIlD-E. W. Goodwin-
PrCllbyteries and Church Se8IIions-u Friend~n-Cbarle8 Mllrriot and IKUo T. 
Hopper-Otber modeH of persecution-Principal victims-Benjllmin Lllndy
William Lloyd Gl!rri~on-Mi~1I Prudence Crandall-Dr. Rellben Cralldllll-George 
Storrs-Jonothall Walker-Elijah P. Lovejoy-John B. Mahan-AlallllOn Work 
-Jo.mC$ E. llnrr-George Thompson-ChIlrlclI T. Torrey-William L. ChapliD
M08Iir8. Dn.yton and Sayres. 

NEITHER northern legislative enactments, nor riots, nor 
personal assnults, could prove of much permanent service in 
the work of suppressing free discussion and punishing deeds 
of mercy to the poor, without other and more permanent 
instrumentalities. These were furnished by the ecclesiast.ical 
machinery of the sects at the North, and the sanguinary slave 
code of the South. Whenever active abolitionists fell into 
the hands of either of these, they expected no mercy, or ex
pected only to discover their mistake. 

No persecutions of abolitionists have been perhaps so vex
atiou~, so annoying, so exhausting, or, on the whole, so 
effective, as those suffered by some of the more active among 
them, in their church or ecclesiastical relations. Not that 
their anti-slavery principles and measures were, in very many 
cases, charged directly against them as heresies or crimes. It 
was not commonly the policy of their persecutors tc? pursue 
precisely that course. It was always easy to harass them 
wit.h unfounded charges of disorderly or disorganizing con
duct, and thus cripple, and harass, and disgrace, and discour
age them. The trials of La Roy Sunderland, of Lewis Tappan, 
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and of E. W. Goodwin, were but specimens of the persecu
tions of scores and hundreds, if not thousands, of less promi
nent, but equally faithful and abused men. The records of 
Presbyterian Church Sessions and Presbyteries, would alone 
furnish ample materials for a. humiliating but instructive 
volume 'of such demils, even in a. very condensed form. 
Similar persecutions have been encountered 11.11 over the coun
try in the walks of social and domestic life. The" go.qpel 
of deliverance to the captives" has" not brought peace upon 
the earth, but a sword"_" a man's foes have been those of 
his own household i" and if the "prophets" of emancipation 
are looking for" honor," it seems not likely to come from those 
of their" own country and kindred." Even those who are 
now prepaling to "enter into their labors" have already 
learned the art and policy of disparaging them. 

The vast powers wielded by clerical bodies, missionary 
board!!, conventions, and managers and committees of bene
volent societies, havo been exerted to cripple and. crush aboli
tionists who would persist in agitating the slave question. 

'l'hese ecclesiastical annoyances and persecutions have not 
been confined to the sects whose general associated act.ion has 
been found recorded on the side of slavery, or whose recog
nized leaders have labored to press the Bible into its support. 
Sects claiming the reputation of being decidedly anti-slavery 
-sects that do not allow slaveholding among their members, 
nor maintain any ecclesiastical connection with slaveholders, 
have opposed t.he agitation of the subject by anti-slavery 
societies, and have censured and even excommunicated their 
members for their act.ivity in them. The llicksite Friends, 
for example, in the City and State of New York, disowned 
two of their most estimable members, Charles Marriot of 
Athens, and Isaac T. Hopper of New York city, solely for 
that cause. The only excuse was the sanctimonious plea that 
" Friends" must not mingle with" the world," nor co-operate 
with other sects. The real fact was, that "Friends" in gen
eral had 80 "mingled with the world" in its commercial 
cupidity and its political servility, as to sympathize with 
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"other sects" in their hatred of active abolitionists. Their 
members can co-operate with their fellow-citizens of other 
sects, to elect slaveholding and slave-hunting Presidents of the 
United States, without fear of church censure. The" Friends" 
in New England are extensively and largely interested in the 
cotton manufacture, and like most of that class, are averse to 

an agitation which is offensive to the planters. And hence 
an earnest and active Quaker abolitionist loses caste with his 
sect. 

It would be strange if there were not many apostacies 
under such trials. Yet unremitting persecution has proved 
less effective than a brief season of it, alternated with patron
age, and flattery, and favor. It has been by these adroit appli
I&Jlces that the ranks of reformers, especially among clergy
Ulen and leading laymen, have been corrupted and thinned. 
There are many who withstood manfully the tempest of 
popular fury, and even the prospect of imprisonment, who 
have since fainted under the sunshine of political or ecclesi
astical favor, or been laid asleep by the fireside of domestic 
quiet. But others have taken their places. "The last have 
been first, and the first last, for many are called, but few are 
chosen." 

We will now notice some other forms of persecution, and 
in doing this, will briefly recapitulate some of the prominent; 
cases, with the names of the victims. 

BENJAlUN LUNDY was repeatedly assaulted in the streets 
of Baltimore, and once brutally beaten by Austin Woolfolk, 
a slave-trader, before any of the modern Anti-slavery S0-
cieties were organized. Mr. Lundy was a feeble man, a quiet, 
unresisting Quaker, but the "peculiar institutions" of South
ern Chivalry provided no protection for him. 

WILLIAM: LLOYD GARRISON'S imprisonment in Baltimore, 
and the violent assault upon his person, and his imprisonment 
in Boston, have been narrated already.-{8ee (Jhap. XXXII.) 

MISS PRUDENCE CRANDALL, a pious and benevolent young 
lady, established and taught a school for colored pupils, at. 
Canterbury, Conn. Through the infiuence of leading mem-
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bers of the Colonization Society, an Act of the State Legisla
ture against such schools was procured, and was enforced by 
the imprisonment of Miss Crandall, in 1833. The school hav
ing been resumed, was finally broken up by lawless violence 
in September, 1834. 

DR. REUBEN CRANDALL of Westchester county, (N- Y.) a 
brother of Miss Prudence Crandall, having located himself in 
Washington City to teach botany, was arrested and thrown 
into prison, Aug. 11, 1835, on charge of circulating incen
diary publications, with intent to excite the slaves to insur
rection. After lying in jail above eight months, till April 
15, 1836, he was brought to trial before Judge Cranch. The 
evidence against him only proved that he had in his trunk 
some anti-slavery pamphlets and papers, that the latter were 
used by him in wrapping up his botanical specimens, and 
that, on request, he had lent to a white citizen, one of the 
pamphlets. The" incendiary" matter read in court from 
these papers, were articles against slavery, and in favor of 
the right of the free colored people to reside in this country. 
The effort to prove Dr. Crandall a member of an Anti-slavery 
Society failed. Yet the District Attorney, Francis S. Key, 
Esq., a leading advocate and an officer of the Colonization 
Society, by whose vigilance Dr. Crandall had been indicted 
and arrested, (avowing, from the first, his determination to 
subject him to capital punishment,) persisted, vehemently, 
and in the use of the most inflammatory nnd approbrious 
language, to urge upon the jury a verdict of guilty. The 
counsel for the accused urged that the" incendiary" matter 
read in court did not exceed in severity the language used by 
Mr. Jefferson, Patrick Henry, and other Southern gentlemen, 
including even Mr. Key himself, when declaiming against 
slavcry.* He attributed this excitement and prosecution to 
the rivalry between the Colonization and Abolition Societies . 

• It waa a constant rnBCl with the orators or Colonizationiam, to declaim .gaina' 
,14wry, in order to enlist and UBcl up the energies Ilnd means of philanthropists, 
while, in almOllt the aame breath, they would j1l8tity ,14,dwlder" III1d donounce the 
" iflundtal', aboUlionW," 
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The jl1ry, after a short deliberation, returned a verdict of 
not guilty. * But the murderous work of the prosecutors was 
effected. His damp dungeon and close confinement, while 
awaiting the trial, had fixed upon him a lingering consump
tion, of which he died at Kingston, Jamaica, about the first 
of February, 1838. He WalJ a gentleman of high literary and 
scientific acquirements, captivating manners, and dignified de
portment, a scholar, a devoted Christian, and one of the purest, 
most disinterested, and most amiable of men. Thus was a 
worthy citizen of a free state incarcerated and, in effect, mur
dered, though adjudged innocent, in the Federal District, on 
the national hearth-stone, under "exclusive jurisdiction of 
Congress," for no fault but having come under suspicion of 
having disseminated publications hostile to slavery and the 
Colonization Society I 

AMOS DRESSER of Ohio, a young student in theology, 
travelling in Tennessee to distribute Bibles, was flogged 
twenty lashes on his bare back in t11e public square in Nash
ville, July 25, 1835. His crime was being a member of an 
Anti-slavery Society, and having some anti-slavery publica
tions in his trunk. Some church members assisted in the 
outrage. 

GEO. STORRS, a Methodist preacher, and agent of the Anti
slavery Society, having accepted an invitation to address an 
Anti·slavery Socicty in Northfield, (N. II.) assembled with 
them for that purpose, December 14, 1835, but was dragged 
from his knees, while at prayer, by the deputy sheriff, David 
Tilton, in virtue of a warrant issued by Nathan Wells, Esq., 
Justice, on complaint of Benjamin Rogers, charging Mr. 
Storrs with being an II idle and disorderly person "_" a com
mon railer and brawler"-" going abo~t the town nnd county 
and uh;turbing the public peace." On trial before Judge. At
kinson, he was discharged. But on the 81st of March, 1836, 
after having lectured at Pittsfield, N. n., Mr. Storrs was 

• Vide" 1Hol DJ R",ktI. O,.a"d411, N.D., &:~., published iD ""aabington Cil7. 
183S--G paDlpWet of 4.8 pages. 
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arrested again in the pulpit, while on his knee.~, while another 
minister, Mr. Curtiss, was offt!ring the concluding prayer. This 
was by authority of a writ issued by Moses Norris, Jr., Esq. 
He was tried the same day, and sentenced to three months' 
hard labor in the House of Correction. He appealed from 
the sentence, and we find no further account of the pro
ceedings. 

These specimens of riotous demonstrations, connected with 
mockeries of legal proceedings, illustrate the nature, design, 
and moral affinities of the legislative and ecclesiastical at
tempts at gag·law, for which that precise period was distin
guished. They show us what was intended, what was well 
nigh accomplished, and what would have been the condition 
of liberty ill America if the conspirators had succeeded. 

CAPT. JONATHAN 'VALKER, a citizen of Massachusetts, for 
assisting the escape of a slave, was branded with a hot iron 
in the hand, the letters SS, by an officer of the United Sln.tes I 

ELIJAH P. LoVEJOY was a native of Maine, a graduate of 
Waterville College, in 1828. IIe practiced law at St. Louis, 
Missouri, but, being desirous of entering the ministry, spent 
some time in preparatory study at Princeton, N. J. He was 
employed as an agent for the Sunday School Union, and was 
afterwards selected to conduct a religious paper at St. Louis. 
In this station he advocated the right of free discussion in 
opposition to the persecutors of Dr. Nelson. When a free 
colored man was burnt to death near St. Louis, he rebuked 
the savage outrage. For this he was obliged to leave the 
State, and locatcd himself at Alton, Illinoi.~, where, in July, 
1837, he avowed his sentiments as an abolitionist, and pub
lished a full declaration of his views in his" Alton Observer." 
This raised against him a storm of violence. Three several 
times were his press and offiee destroyed, before the fatal 
catastrophe, and three times were they replaced by the friends 
of liberty and law. At a public meeting, early in Novem
ber, ostensibly got up for the purpose of allaying the excite
ment, hut really with the design to intimidate him and crush 
the liberty of the press, Mr. Lovejoy appeared, and, in a 
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noble speech, defended his cause and his rights, "like Paul 
before Festus, or Luther at the Diet of Worms." 

On the arrival of his new press, it was lodged in a stone 
warehouse, and here Mr. Lovejoy and some of his friends 

, stationed themselves, armed, apprehending an attack, which 
took place the same night. After several volleys of firing, an 
attempt was made to set fire to the building. Mr. Lovejoy 
went out to prevent their purpose, and soon fell, pierced with 
three buckshot. His companions effected their escape. This 
was on the 7th of November, 1837. 

Mr. Lovejoy left a widow and children. His wife had stood 
by him, like a heroine, when he was brutally nssaulted, some 
time previous, at St. Charles. When the mother of Lovejoy 
heard of his death, she said, "It is well. I had rather he 
should fall a martyr to his cause than prove recreant to his 
principles." 

JOHN B. MAHAN, on requisition of Gov. Clark, of Kentucky, 
was delivered up by Gov. Vanee, of Ohio, as a fugitive from 
justice, "going at large in the State of Ohio," to be tried on 
an indictment for assisting the escape of certain slaves. 

John B. Mahan was a citizen of Ohio, a local minister of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, residing in Sardinia, Brown 
Co., Ohio, and had not been in Kentucky for nineteen years I 
Yet he was gi ven up by the Governor of Ohio, was arrested, at 
his residence, Sept. 17, 1838, torn from his family, hurried to 
Kentucky, and shut up in jail, without allowing him time to 
procure a writ of habeas corpus, or summon evidence in his 
defense. He was tried at the Circuit Court of Kentucky, in 
Marion County, tbe 18th of November. It was admitted by 
the Attorney for the Commonwealth that the prisoner was a 
citizen of Ohio, and not in Kentucky at the time of the alleged 
offense i yet he made an effort to procure his conviction. The 
jury returned a verdict of not guilty. A civil suit against 
him, for damagetl, was still left pending, to be tried the Yay 
following. The result of this suit we do not ascertain. 

ALANSON WORK, JAlIES E. BURR, and GEORGE THOMPSON, 
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in July, 1841, were seized nnd imprisoned in Missouri, for at· 
tempting to assist the escape of some slaves. 

Alanson Work, a native of Connecticut, about 40 years old, 
having a wife and four children, was residing at the Mission 
Institute at Quincy, Illinois, for the sake of educating his chilo 
dren, nnd training them up for usefulness. James E. Burr 
and George Thompson were young students at that institute, 
preparing for the ministry. 

Quincy is separated by the river Mississippi from the slave 
state of Missouri. Having crossed the river on an errand of 
mercy, these three men were seized and imprisoned. In Sep
tember they were tried, convicted, and sentenced to the Peni
tentiary at Jefferson City for twelve years. Here, their con
duct was such as to win for them many friends, and to com
mend their principles to the people of the surrounding COlln
try. Theil: persecutors found it a matter of policy to get rid 
of their presence. Mr. Work was pardoned and released, Jan. 
20, 1845, Mr. Burr, Jan. 80, 1846, and Mr. Thompson, June 
14, 1846. Mr. Thompson was afterwards employed on a mis. 
sion to Africa, by the American Missionary Association. 

CHARLES TURNER TORREY was born at Scituatet Mass.,. 
Nov. 21, 1818. He was educated at Yale College, and entered 
the Theological Seminary at Andover in October, 1834t where 
he studied one year, and left the institution on aceount of ill· 
health. Completing his studies afterwards, under private tui
tion, he was licensed to preach by the Mendon (Mass.) Asso
ciation of Congregational Ministers, in October, 1886. In 
March, 1837, he was ordained pastor of a Congregational 
Church in Providence, R. I., and was married soon afterwards 
to a daughter of his theological instructor, Dr. Ide, of M.edway. 
Miss Ide was a grand·daughter of the distinguished. theolo
gian, Dr. Emmons. Leaving Providence, Mr. Torrey preached 
1\ while at Salem, Mass., in 1888, but in 1889 we find him in 
the less sedentary avocation of an anti-slavery lecturer. He 
had been an earnest abolitionist from the beginning of his min
istry, and in this active and laborious enterprise be was pre
eminently at home. He wrote much for the anti-slavery p .. 
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pers, during his travels. The winter of 184:1-2 he spent 
chiefly at 'Vashington City as a reporter for several pape~ 
and with a primary and special view to the. interests of the 
anti·slavery cause. His writings were vigorous, rapid, bold, 
free, ano discriminating. While at \Vashington, a Slavehold
er's Convention was held at Annapolis, Maryland, January, 
1842, and Mr. Torrey adventured to attend it, for the purpose 
of reporting the proceedings. But slavery shrinks, instinct
ively, from the .penetrating .eye of a freeman. He was exclu
ded from a seat among the reporters, afterwards forbidden to 
take notes in the gallery, and finally arrested and thrown into 
prison. A few days afterward!', on a judicial examination, he 
was released on giving bail in $500 to "keep the peace" till 
April, and returned to his post at Washington. 

In the autumn of 1842, Mr. Torrey became editor of the 
II Tocsin of Liberty," afterwards the" Albany Patri<?t." While 
engaged in this work he was ~ntreate.d by a fugitive from 
slavery, to go to Virginia, and assist him bring his wife out 
of bondage. He could not refuse. This undertaking was ~ 
failure and they narrowly escaped arrest. It led Mr. Torrey, 
however, into other and more successful enterprises of the 
same character, but which, ultimately, cost him his liberty and 
his life. 

His arrest took place June 24, 1844. He was thrown into 
jail at Baltimore. . Finding it certain that he could not have 
a fair trial, he made an unsuccessful attempt to el'Cape from 
confinement. nis trial came on November 29, 1844. He 
was convicted, as he affirmed, on evidence of perjured wit
ne.c;ses, who testified that they saw what they did not see.* 
He learned, what Judge J eremie had certified before, and what 
has been verified since, that in all trials of this kind, any re
quisite amount of false testimony is always at hand I He was 

• Ofcolll'8e, it is not denied thllt Mr. Torroy waa instrumental in reJem<ing mlny 
.1a,·eII. Bllt this d~ not alter the filct, thllt the witllCMe8 in the pretlent ClIII8 per
jared tbem><eh·ea. As a specimen, one of tbem testified that be had Reon the prisoner 
RUbe ruidencc of hi8 (Torrcy'8) motber, in Hereford Connty, Marylandl The 
mother or Mr. Torrey died in MaasachaaettB wben be 1I'U 0 ohild 1 
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convicted, and sentenced to hard labor in the penitentiary for 
six years. To this place he was removed the 80th of Decem
ber, 1844. Great efforts were made to procure his pardon. 
His father·in-Iaw, Dr. Ide, made a visit to the Governor of 
Maryland, for the purpose. It was all in vain. He died in 
the penitentiary, May 9, 1846, of a lingering consnmption, the 
effect of his confinement. Such are the tender mercies of 
slaveholders. The God of the oppressed, the avenger of the 
widow and the fatherless, will remember them. 'l'he murder
ers of Torrey and of Lovejoy are alike guilty in his sight. 

The most fiend-like expression of hatred againlit Torrey 
and against the holy cause in which he was enlimed, remains 
to be told. On the arrival of his remains at Boston, the res
idence of his brother-in-law, Mr. Ide, and where the widow 
and children of Torrey, with her parents had come to attend 
the funeral solemnities, arrangements had been made, on leave 
duly obtained, to hold the services in the meeting-house of 
the Park Street Congregational Church, in which Mr. Ide was 
a stated worshiper. A Congregational minister, Mr. Love
joy (brother of the martyr) was selected to preach on the 0c

casion. Mr. Torrey had lived and died an orthodox Congre
gational minister in good and regular standing, and 110 heresy 
or misconduct had b~en imputed to him except his excessive 
sympathy for the poor slave. Dr. Ide, like his father-in-Jaw, 
El\lllONS, who had died about six years previous, was among 
the most honored Congregational ministers in the common
wealth. 'Vho could have believed that arrangements so ap
proprinte would have been broken up, by a refusal to aUow 
tlte IlOwe to be wed on BuelL a1~ occasion1 But so it was I The 
corpse of the martyred 1'orl'ey was denied, what would not 
have been denied to the worst of malefactors-the decencies 
of a temporary l-csting-place in the house of prayer during the 
accustomed religious exercises of such an occasion. This 
single incident will suffice, centuries hence, to certify tbe p0-
sition held by the leading religious influences of the ortbodox 
Congregational sect in Boston, in the great struggle for chr" 

Digitized by Google 



GREAT STRUGGLE BETWEEN 

tian liberty, in the nineteenth century in America. * The 
Tremont Temple (Baptist) was opened for the occasion, and 
the services appropriately performed. This was followed by 
a public meeting in Faneuil Hall, and commemoration meet
ings and funeral discourses, all over the free states. From 
across ·the water, the voice of British Christianity, as repre
sented by the Anti·Slavery Committee in London, and attest 
ed by the world-honored signature of the aged CLARKSON, 
brought expressions of sympathy for the II widow and orphan 
children II of Torrey, and admonition to "every section of 
the professedly Christian Church in the United. States to sep
arate itselt from all participation in, or sanction of the system 
of slavery."t 

He died in the S3d year of his age. Though few men 
have made a deeper impression upon society in so brief a life, 
his various powers both of thought and of accomplishment 
were little known and little developed, in comparison with 
what they would have been had his life been prolonged. He 
was a man of genius as well as of rare courage. His little 
book "Home, or the Pilgrim's Faith Revived "-however 
some may dislike its old fashioned Puritan theology-is 
among the few sketches of the kind that will live. " It will 
be matter of astonishment to all who read this book of two 
hundred and fifty.five pages, that it should have been written 
by a prisoner in twelve days." This was in the interim 
between the verdict against him and the sentence of the 
Court. 

This place may be a proper one for the remark that while 
the commonly recognized leaders and great men among the 

• We could wiah tbat the IlAme spirit had not been witnl!ll8cd in other plaeea thaa 
Boston. The meeting-houae of the Richmond-Street Congregational Chnrch, ia 
Pro\idenco, R. I., of wbioh Kr. Torrey had been putor, waa not permitted to be 
opened for a aermon commemorating bis death! Very fow, in tho comparison with 
the whole, waa tbe number of Congregational churches in the cities whose bOllSlII 
could be ~Dpied for lueh aervicee. Is it IItrange that lome abolitioDiata oonneetecl 
with lach church. ~bou1d aeeade from them I 

t JlImOir of 1M 1Iarl,,. 2brre" by J. C. Lovejoy. Boston: J. P. Jewett & 
Co. IMT. 
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American clergy have disgraced themselves, the ministry, 
the churches, and the religion they profess, by the course 
they have taken on the slave question, and while the great 
majority of inferior men in the ministry have servilely fol· 
lowed in their wake, adding much to the multiplied mischiefs 

their has neverthek~"A nnble 
band of true chric;kjX$;TA (though few in (;O%AOJElj~On 
tbe great body) among the mot;lt 
xhod efficient cause of 
"hould the moro be honorablh ~~,H~',U££C£',£. 
a much greater number of equally laborious though more 
obscure ministers of Christ, who, in their retired places, have 
done what they could, though known only in their own nar
row circles, or where they have sojourned or traveled. They 
have been driven? for support, from parish to parish, some-
times have itineraIad and 
(hi ven out of tha 
resorting to othov; t3ubsistence, and 

out their they best could, 
Alsion of a futum oga oocognize in tho"o 
the earth," who have preserved the true Church. 

GENERAL WILLIAM L. CHAPLL~, a lawyer by profession, a 
native of Groton, Massachusetts, a citizen of the State of 
N ew York, since 1837, and frequently spending the winters 
in Washington City, 18 too well known to the friends and 
the enemies of liderty to requira 
cdgetch in this lecturer, as ao 
pmter of proceedizLh" as a leadeo 
dote for office, io party, he has 
r'?putation amond men of his timro, 

Gen. Chaplin was arrested, sometime in August, 1850, by 
the police of Washington City, though out of their appropriate 
jurisdiction, and within the borders of Maryland. It was in 
the night season i his carriage wheels were blocked, he was 
knocked from his seat, conveyed back into the city, and 
tlirown into eharge of carrybli 
hhe Governor od ,gIso made a 
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Federal Executive, fot the delivery of Chaplin, to be tried 
for an assault committed in that State. Having been bailed 
in the District, in the sum of six thousand dollars, he was 
immediately conveyed to Maryland, and imprisoned at Rock· 
ville, where he remained until the latter part of December, 
when he was released on the extravagant bail of nineteen 
thousand dollars, which was raised by his friends in the free 
states. Arter nIl thi", there have been intimations that he 
would be demanded by the Governor of Maryland I 

Messrs. DRAYTON and SAYRES, citizens" of the free North, It 
are now, (June,18(2) incarcerated in Washington City, for 
the alleged crime of assisting 74 or 76 slaves to escape from 
Maryland in the schooner Pearl, which was seized in the 
waters of Maryland, in April, 18-18. They were convicted 
on 75 indictments. The prosecution was conducted by Fran
cis S. Key, Esq., who, "in disregard of usage," procured 
their indictment for "stealing slave8," after having failed to 
obtain a verdict against them for larceny.-NotUmol Era, May 
81, 18,19. 
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CUAPTER XXXVII. 

OF THE ELEMENTS AND OCCASIONS OF DIVISION' A.MON'G 

ABOLITIONISTS. 

Unity in mensul'C!l the resnlt of unity in principles-Complex problem bofore Amllr
ican Abolitionists-Their points of II!rreement and of ditcagreement-NatuNl 
variety of Q\euUrtlS Rnd of organization-Chnngo or viowa Incident to reformato17 
IIxperiment-Actual changCR in most abolitionists Rnd of opposite Behoo~Thllll' 
changes dcscribod-Divillion nnturnUy followed. 

IN' common with the Protestant Reformers, and many other 
earnest men of progress, the abolitionists of America suffer 
the reproach of being divided among themselves. There may 
be a great fault in this; but the fault may lie in another 
direction than is commonly supposed, and in things that 
seldom fall under censure. It is easy to say that reformers 
should be united and present an unbroken front to the com
mon enemy. So they should. They should be II perfectly 
joined together in the same mind and judgment:' They 
should "all speak the same thing," and do the same work. 

In other words, they should harmonize in their principles 
anu their measures. Unless they do harmonize in their prin
ciples, they cannot harmonize in their measures-that is, if 
they are what all reformers should be, earnest, hones~ con
sistent, conscience·controlled, God-fearing men .. The·harmony 
th:\t grows out of compromises of principles, is worse than 
useless, in any moral reform. 

Or, if expedients instead of principles be proposed as a 
basis of co-operation, the result will commonly be a still 
greater diversity of judgment. Men's sense of right and 
wrong are less various than thei.· calculations of advantage and 
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disadvantage. Anything but unity comes of running after 
mere expedients. 

It has been asked why American abolitionists should be 
distracted by divisions any more than British abolitionists 
were. Many answers might be given,* but we choose, first, 
to demand what progress was made by all that unity of Brit
ish abolitionists that preceded their unity in correct principles 
and in measures growing out of them? What trophies are 
to be shown of the unity in which the principles of Granville 
Sharp were held in virtual abeyance by a co-operation with 
the wrong principles then acted upon by Wilberforce and 
Clarkson? 

Reformers should all and always be agreed. That is to 
say, the profound problems of human nature, of moral philoso
phy, of theology, and of ethics, should be correctly l'IOlved 
and acted upon by them. It ought to have been done, doubt
less, long ago. And the reforms still before us should have 
been consummated accordingly. The world waits, and mnst 
wait, for reformers to unite in acting according to correct 
principles, before the world can be reformed. Right measures 
grow out of right ethics. And all systems of ethics have 
their theological foundations. 

It is easy to deride abstractionists, and to extol practical 
business men. But who are praetical business men, except 
those who honor the laws of nature and of God, in the activi
ties they put forth? The steam·ship, the rail.car, the mag
netic telegraph-eould any array of numbers, could any 
expenditure of funds have reached the results of these, if a 
compromise requiring a departure from the laws of nature 
(the laws of God) had been deemed requisite, or had been 
consented to, in order to obtain the men, or the means, or to 
purehase patronage ? 

• In England, the Slave Power had not taken mti.r. po88CIISlon of the high pl_ 
of the Church and of the State. The wide Atlantic ~eparated the mOM of the Klan
holders from the British Legislature, the Britbh Cahinet, the Britiah throne, the 
Britilh Church, whether" IIIIl.bli.hed" or "dieeenting." The plan8 and modes of 
operation first agreed upon among abolitionillb, were therefore fbnnd adequate w 
onreome opposition. 
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Y OIl see a delicate and complicated machine, a chronometer, 
out of order. You see half a dozen "rifo-rmers" debating the 
principle upon which the machine is constructed, and the con· 
sequent measures of repair. Will you exhort them to unity 
of action in repairing, without waiting for any agreement in 
the principle upon which the action must proceed. ? 

Society, the Church, the State, legislation, jurisprudence
here are machines quite as delicate, and requiring as much 
study as a chronometer. The principle, in both cases, may 
be very simple. But it needs to be understood, and applied. 

When abolitionists first commenced their labors, they did 
not know how completely the Slave Power had controlledr 

and how much it had marred, deranged, and subverted, our 
whole social machinery-the Church, the State, the Constitu· 
tion, the laws, the judiciary-everything which they hoped. 
and expected to wield for the overthrow of the slave system~ 
The implements of their warfare were out of order-the ma
chinery did not work. Or rather, it worked only in the wrong 
direction. What was to be done? 

The Church, the Ministry, the State, the Constitut.iE)Dr 
legislation, jurisprudence, religion, law-what are all these-Z 
What is to be done with them? 

We sought from them assistance, guidance, light, order, pro
teCtiOD, defense. But behold, opposition, confusion, darkness, 
injury, invasion I Are they perverted? or are they only 
doing their appropriate work? Are they to be rescued and 
wielded? or are they to be abandoned, repudiated, and over
thrown? 

Different answers would be likely to be given to these ques
tions, especially as abolitionists were men of diverse theolo
gies and conflicting politics; and some of them, perhaps, had 
given to neither theology nor politics any very consecutive 
attention, but had. become abolitionists from instinctive sym
pathy and impulse. 

Other problems besides the slave question might have a 
bearing on the decision. If the principles of peace or nOD
resistance were so held and embraced by one class of aboli-

29 
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tionists as to preclude an approving recognition of any civil 
government operating by physical compulsion, or the sanc
tions of penal law, a foundation would be laid for a course in 
respect to political action, widely different from any that could 
consistently or conscientiously be pursued by those holding 
to the opposite theory. 

Just so of the Church. If the idea of individuality were. 
carried so fllr by some, ns to suggest the inutility and mis
chiefs of all regularly established church organizations, there. 
would, of necessity, arise corresponding views of reformatory 
measures in relation to the Church, which men of other theo
ries could not reasonably be expected to patronize. 

If the question of slave emancipation be considered (as it 
commonly is in America) one phase of the broader question 
of human equality and inalienable rights, it might come to 
suggest the question of woman's entire equality and identity 
of position with man, and thus another problem, perhaps an 
intricate one, might present itself, in respect to which the 
friends of slave emancipation might differ. 

That questions of this nature had more or less to do with 
·divisions among abolitionists, it would be in vain to deny. 
Equally plain is it that these questions had a strong inherent 
tendency to produce division, whatever may be said of the 
possibility of avoiding a rupture. 

So £~r a..c; abolitionists were agreed in their pn'ne&ple8, so fnr, 
but no farther, could they consistently agree in their measuTU. 
It is in vain to anathematize non·conformity, and to call it 
bigotry, illiberality, and prejudice. No bigotry is more nar
row and intolerant than that which would enforce a unity of 
1!1easures without a unity in the pn.·'I'I.ciples upon which they 
must be founded. The body of men who demand that !shall 
adopt their creed, are not more arrogant, and are much less 
unreasonable, than another body that condescendingly per
mits me to retain my creed, but denounces me as a bigot or a 
~isorganizer because I hesitate to patronize the measures which 
nothing but the adoption of their own creed could warrant or 
justify. 
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Abolitionists were and still are agreed in respect to the in~ 

herent criminality of slaveholding, the duty and safety of. 
immediate and unconditional emancipation, the right of the 
slave to liberation on the soil, and of the free people of color to 
remain in the land of their birth or of their choice, in the full 
possession and exercise of their equal rights as men, and as 
American citizens. In the promulgation of these sentiments; 
and in the answering of objections against them, all abolition
ists could agree; and for a time they found themselves suffi
ciently occupied with this labor. 

Dut as assuredly as they made much progress, the time 
would soon come-and it dl'd come-when the majority of 
abolitionists felt other work pressing on their hands. When 
a large body of the people were convinced of the truths abo
litionists had taught .them, the question arose, How shall they 
best be led to put their principles in practice? Some of them 
felt themselves to be, by the act, the ordinance, and the Pro
vidence of God, a part and parcel of the State and Nation in 
which they resided, holding political power themselves, and 
sharers in the responsibilities thus resting upon them. These 
had work to do in which those who held opposite views of 
civil Government could not be expected to co-operate-a
work from which others had no right to deter them. Just 80~ 
those who were members of organized churches, and who be
lieved church organizations to be proper and Heaven·ap
pointed institutions for religious activity and culture, found 
a work before them in which those of other and opposite views 
could not participate, and could not be supposed to be t.he 
best advisers. 

It was not enough to say that abolitionists, as individua13, 
were Itl!t at liberty to pursue their own course of political and 
ecclesiastical action, yet retaining their connection with an· 
anti-slavery society composed of men of all political and reli. 
gious views, and even administered and directed by tbo. 
holding to no measures of political or eoclesiastical operation. 
All this might be plausible, and even possible, in·the exerei" 
of great mutual forbearance and candor. But it woulds&ill 
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remain true that no mere isolated individual action without 
co-operation in some way, could suffice for those who intended 
to pursue ecclesiastical and especially political action against 
slavery. Organization among themselves, in some form, 
might be quite as important there as in the Anti-Slavery So· 
ciety. Those who thought so, had, at least, the right to act 
in accordance with their convictions_ Be it so, that their con
nection with the Anti-Slavery Society might have been re
tained. The progress of the cause would inevitably require, 
in their view, the greater part of their efforts and means to be 
expended in some form of definite action which the Anti
Slavery Society, if confined to mere "moral suasion," (as un
derstood by many,) could not be expected to endorse. The 
diminished operations of such societies, even without a rup
ture, would have been the inevitable result. But, for this 
state of things, the leading men in the societies might not be 
prepared-nnd might regard it as an evil, to be counteracted 
and opposed i perhaps vehemently denounced. 

Aside from such ciifferences of principles, among abolition
ists, it is easy to see that unexpected occurrences, a change of 
position, amI habits of observaLion and inquiry, lllight iutro
duce widely different views of the policy proper to be pursued. 
And these different views might lay a foundation for a diver· 
sity of organizations. The jealousy of centralized power, so 
common among friends of liberty, would tend to a similar 
result. 

The preceding suggestions, it is believed, will furnish a clue 
to the divisions among American abolitionists. When they 
formed the American Anti-Slavery Society, and adopted a 
Constitution and a Declaration of Sentiment, at Philadelphia, 
in 1888, there appeared to be an agreement in their principles, 
and in their understanding of the prominent facts of the case. 
This laid a foundation for an agreement in their measures, 
and, consequently, for an unity of organization. 

They were agreed in their views of civil government and of 
its legitimate powers. They were agreed in the following de
claration of their duty as citizens: 
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" There are at the present time the higbest obligations restin, upoD the 
people of the free states, to remove slavery, by moral and political action, 
as prelcribed in the Constitution (If the United States." 

They appear to have been substantially agreed in their con
struction of the ~'ederal Constitution. While they repudiated 
the ultra. Southern construction, they nevertheless admitted 
u the compromises" as commonly understood and conceded, 

·at that time, in the non-slaveholding States. Theydisclaimed 
the idea. of a direct interference of the Federal Government 
to abolish slavery in the States, though they insisted that it 
should, in no way, sl1pport slavery or extend it anywhere, 
but abolish it in the Federal District and Territories, and in
terdict the inter-state slave trade. This, they then thought, 
would secure the general abolition of slavery, by State action, 
.and with this they were content. Into any close scrutiny of 
the Constitution they had not gone. 

Anticipating, as they did, the speedy co-operation of the 
principal religious sects in the free States, and of a majority 
of one or both the great political parties, they contemplated 
no measures of separation from either of them-no political 
or ecclesiastical organizations of their own. Their disclaimers 
of any such intention were honest, and were continued for a 
long time. Connected with this, to a great extent, was the 
vague notion, so generally entertained, that " religious and 
moral question was too sacred to be mingled with politics. 
And yet, as has been seen, they contemplated, in some way, 
U political" as well as U moral action." 

They seem also to have been agreed in their views of the 
proper action of females. Though many earnest and gifted 
ladies were present at the sittings of the Convention at Phila
delphia, when the Society was formed, and some of them (on 
invitation) suggested amendments of the "Declaration," yet 
no one of them became members or officers of the Convention 
or of the Society. By common consent, the separate organi
zation of Female Anti-slavery Societies was recommended, 
then, and for some time afterwards. 

These statements are made here for no other object than to 
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~dthe simple facts of the case, and to show the position 
of the Society at the beginning. Whether deviations from 
this course have been wise or unwise, is not the point now in 
band. But the fact of deviation, by somebody, connects it
self with the fact of division. Without a change, no division 
would have occurred. 

The truth is, a very small portion of abolitionists, if any, 
at the present time, occupy precisely the original ground as 
above described. If any organization does now occupy that 
ground, in every particular mentioned, it probably represents 
but a. very small minority of American abolitionists. 

Deviations have taken place; and the history of them is 
.the history of division. The mere fact of change criminates 
no one, and the record of it ahould give no offense. 

Some changed their views in respect to the proper methods 
of female co-operation, and wished to change their usages ac
cordingly. 

Some ehanged their views in respect to the practicability 
of obtaining legislative act.ion against slavery, through the 
instrumentality of the old political parties, and therefore de

. sired the organization of a new one. 
Some, on investigation, changed their views of the Federal 

Constitution, and, believing it to contain no "guaranties" of 
slavery, but a distinct guaranty of free institutions, they could 
. no longer continue to concede those pro-sl&l.very guaranties, 
but, on the other hand, demanded that the "guaranty" of 
Republican State Governments should be redeemed, and ren
dered available. 

Some changed their views of the Constitution in the op
posite direction-perhaps changed twice; - repudiating, in 
the first place, "the compromises," and holding the Constitu
tion (as did N. P. Rogers) to be thoroughly anti-slavery-and 
then (assenting to the pro-slavery construction) denouncing 
it, very consistently, asa "covenant with death, and an agree
ment with hell." 

Some changed their views of the prospect of divorcing their 
qahurches and other ecclesiastical bodies from slavery, and 
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therefore wished to withdraw from them, and form other 
ecclesiastical organizations better conformed to their oWn 
ideas of the Christian religion. 

Some changed their views in respeet to the propriety of 
.·any compulsory civil government, making use of physical 
compulsion. On this ground they could not, themselves. con
scientioosly vote or hold office, and they could not but desire, 
as earnest men, to draw other philanthropists into their own 
views and methods. 

Some changed their views in respect to the value of all or
ganized Church institutions, (whether pro-slavery or anti-
8lavery) and the desirableness of their being sustained by the 
friends of humanity. It would be a libel on 8uch to insinuate 
that their activities and their influence would not correspond 
with their convictions. 

It may be said that this influence concerning civil govern
ment and Church organizations, was not exerted by them IC as 
abolitionists," nor IC on the anti-slavery platform." This state
ment might be either conceded or questioned, (as some do 
question it) but the main fact, as before stated, would remain. 
We reproach no one. We only record the facts. 

And, finally, a long time afterwards, 80me changed their 
views in respect to the moral obligation of directing their 
political activities, and wielding their right of suffrage, in 
8uch a manner as to sustain no statesmen except those pledged 
to the abolition of slavery. They therefore consented, as will 
be seen, to a political platform less rigid, and permitting the 
8upport of those who only promised to oppose the extensIOn 
of slavery. 

In respect to this last item-perhaps some of the others
BOme who admit that they occupy the ground described, may 
say also (and say truly) that they have not changed. But, the 
majority, doubtless, under each specification, ',ave changed. 

In recording these general facts, with the particulars that 
may follow, the writer understands that he treads on deJicate 
ground. Each party mentioned would, perhaps, wish him to 
modify some part of the record-to add something-or erase 
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somet.hing from the statement. It. is, perhaps, difficult, for 
one who has been an earnest. actor in such scenes, to write t.he 
history of them without some bias. We claim no exemption 
from such influences, and can only promise our best efforts at 
impartiality and fairness, consoling ourselves with the thought 
that no one but an earnest actor would be likely to see clearly 
all that is to be seen. We must write as we see, and must 
see with oor own eyes,-leaving it with others to judge, and 
to write, too, if they shall think fit. 
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CHAPTER XXXVIII. 

DIVISIONS IN 1839-40. 

DivisiOD in the MassachUll8tta Anti-Slav8ry Society, in 1839, at BoIIton-Cil'Cllm
ltanees connectcd with or preceding it-Division in the Parent Society in lMO, U 
New York-Ite attendant circumstances and results-Gcneral nel1trality of aboli
tioniata in the interior-Diatinct origin (lIIId 1i'om other oou_> of tho Libel't1 
Party. 

A DIVISION in the Massachusetts Anti-slavery Society took 
place at Boston, in May, 1839. The Liberty Party was regu
larly organized by a Convention at Albany, N. Y., April 1, 
1840. A division in the American Anti-slavery Society, oc
curred in New York, in May, 1840. 

The division at New York appears to have been connected, 
more or less, with the division at Boston. 

By Mr. Garrison and his associates, the organization of the 
Liberty P:u1.y has been regarded as only one form of the op
position made to their State and National Societies, by those 
who separated from them. 

The writer thinks them mistaken in the general fllct, (ad
mitting, perhaps, local exceptions) and that the Liberty Party 
was projected in the interior of the State of New York, by 
those who had not entered at all into the dissentions in Bos
ton and New York. We must briefly notice the prominent 
facta. 

THE DIVISION IN 1U.SSACHUSETl'S. 

It was in Boston that the Liberator of William Lloyd Gar
rison was published-for a season as the organ of the Massa
chusetts Anti-slavery Society-and afterwards (when com-
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plaints were made of his introduction of other topic.·\ and of 
the expression of s~ntiments obnoxious to some abolitionists) 
its publication was resumed in his own name, and on his own 
account. Officially, or in form, the difficulty was obviated, 
but the prominence of Mr. Garrison, as an abolitionist, through
out the country, and his official connection with the Massa
chusetts Anti-slavery Society, appeared, in the minds of some, 
to identify his peculiar views with the anti-slavery cause, to 
its injury. Such persons were still annoyed with the con
tinued appearance, in the Liberator, of the views they deemed 
so objectionable. fJ.'hey conceived that the Society was coming 
under their influence, and that its activities were in process of 
becoming mis-directed and injurious. 

It was in Boston, therefore, that the :first division took 
place. 

Among the new views objected against, were the principles 
of II Non-Resistants," so called, who had organized a II Non
Resistance Society," and established a paper promulgating 
their views, in addit~on to the advocacy they received in the 
Liberator_ The definition of II non-resistance," as gathered 
from the writings of its advocates, included, not merely the 
absence of war, of military armaments, and of "the death 
penalty," but, likewise, if we have rightly understood it, of 
all physical coercion in a way of punishment by civil govern
ment i the absence, consequently, of all that is commonly 
understood by the term, penal law_ This view connected it
self, then, and afterwards, with the peculiar theological tenets 
of those who had, for a long time previous, promulgated 
similar views of the Divine administration here or he~ 
after. 

Political action, by voting, even for the abolition of slavery, 
under a civil government based on physical force, could not 
but be regarded as sinful by those who held, consistently, 
these new views. Such was indeed the fact. The inference 
was not merely admitted, but avowed and insisted on. For a 
long time, and on this ground alone, did this peculiar olass of 
abolitionists decline and discountenance voting, before they 
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·raised any objection to voting on the ground of the pro· 
slavery character of the Constitution of the United States-be
fore, indeed, some of them seem to have discovered those traits 
of that document which have since become so palpable and 
man ifest to them. 

Here, then, was a division among the abolitionists of Mas
sachusetts, in fac~ in respect to their measures, before there 
was any division, ilL organization. What some of them re
garded a most solemn Ohristian duty, others of them regarded 
a malum in Be-a sin I 

Another question resulting in division, appears to have 
been that concerning the proper position of females. The 
"Pnstoral Letter," before mentioned, sent forth by the Asso
ciation of Congregational Ministers in Massachusetts, in 1837, 
had strongly censured the public lectures of females. This 
created a re-action, and drew forth strong and startling as
sertions of "woman's rights." A" clerical appeal," signed 
by five Congregational pastors, in the ranks of the abolition
ists, but on the side of the" Pnstoral Letter" of 1837, in
creasad greatly the excitement. In this "clerical appeal" 
there was manifested a strong sympathy for the pro-slavery 
portion of the clergy-a disposition to shelter them from the 
censures of abolitionists-and an effort to sustain them in 
their claims of high clerical authority. A very able reply to 
the "clerical appeal" was promptly issued by Rev. Amos A. 
Phelps, of the same religious denomination, who, afterwards, 
in the division, did not go with Mr. Garrison, and never em
braced his peculiar views. The signers of the" clerical ap
peal," and those who agreed with them, would, of course, 
separate themselves from Mr. Garrison in the division that 
followed. But the case of Mr. Phelps shows that a division 
from Mr. Garrison and his associates atl'orded no certain evi
dence of sympathy for the appellants, or approbation of their 
CI appeaL" 

The editorial tone of the Liberator, in the mean time, was 
'spirited and stirring. The assaults of the" Pastoral Letter" 
'and of the "Clerical A.ppeal" were not merely parried, in a 
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way of self-defense. In such a warfare, not even II Non·ne. 
ilistnnts" were to be restrained from aggressive and even retali· 
atory movements. 'rhe body of the" orthodox clergy" with 
a few exceptions, were regarded by them as the a~gressors, 
and that, too, in a bad cause. The most provoking as well as 
the most alarming feature of the assault was, that it had been 

. successful in bringing to its aid a portion of the clergy that 
held rank among abolitionists. " What is this clerical institu· 
tion? Where is its charter? What are its claims? And 
what is the theology that lends it its sanction?" Questions 
like these must have arisen. Mr. Garrison was earnest and 
ardent. The distinctions between an institution nnd its per
version-between an office and its incumbent-between" or· 
thodoxy" and the supposed conservators and expounders of 
orthodoxy, were very intelligible distinctions. Mr. Garrison 
may have lacked neither the discriminative powers nor the 
magnanimity to understand and admit them. Yet he may 
not have been in the best mood or position, at the moment, to 
perceive, to appreciate, or to inquire after them. The first 
impulse, iffollowed, would naturally be-" Is thiB the institu· 
tion of the ministry? Then, away with it I Is this ortho
doxy? Let it fall." The Liberator, about this time, abounded 
in sneers against the II clergy"-against "orthodoxy" and the 
II orthodox." It questioned or denied the obligation of ob
serving the first day of the week, as the Sabbath. It. broached 
speculations concerning the IIlaw" and the II decalogue," as 
contrasted with lithe gospel"-which, to many ears, conveyed 
an impression of speculative antinomianism. In all this, 
though connected (contrasted as some thought) with his terribly 
II orthodox" denunciations of the Divine wrath against op
pressors and their apologists, there was much to alarm, per
plex, and alienate a class of New England minds that had, 
until then, been warmly and affectionately drawn to him. 
He could not. have intended to repel the II orthodox" aboli· 
tionists around him-nor to do them or their theology injus. 
tice. But his editorials seem to have had that effect. No 
protestations that his "anti·slavery platform was broad enough 
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tor men of all creeds, " served to satisfy them. They felt that 
there was n. want of sympathy and confidence towards those 
of their creed-that to be ,I orthodox" was to lie under suspi
cion of latent pro-slaveryism. * In the mean time, those of 
other theological views clustered naturally around Mr. Garri
son j attracted, in some cases, it may be, by his warfare with 
II the orthodox," as well as by his warfare with slavery. From 
about this time, we date the change that came over the theo
logical sentiments of Mr. Garrison, who, in 1830, is known to 
have been rigidly" orthodox" himself, having been educated 
in the sentiments of orthodox Baptists and being a warm ad
mirer of the Puritans.t 

Differences in theology, havinga bearing on ethics, on politics, 
and on reformatory measures, and, especially, theological ieal
ou.nes, mutually entertained, may tberefore be reckoned, to a cer
tain extent and degree, an element of division among tbe aboli
tionists of Massachusetts. We will not say that, in this, either 
party has been wholly free from blame. Yet it is evidentthat 
a theology that places the ballot-box and the yoke of slavery 
in the same category, could hardly be expected to shape anti-

, slavery measures for those who believed in the divine institu
tion of civil government and the political responsibilities of 
the citizens. 

In April, 1839, a new paper called the Massachusetts Abo
litionist, and conducted by Elizur Wright, Jr., (formerly Cor
responding Secretary of the American Anti-Slavery Society, 
and Editor of the Anti-Slavery Quarterly Magazine,) was com· 
menced in Boston. 

A ne\v State Society, called the Massachusetts Abolition 
Society, was organized in Doston, the 27th of May, in the 
same year. 

The new paper and the new society bascd the movement 
on their views of the importance of political action-views not 

• Wo Bnd Benjamin Lundy, a Quaker, oxprollling in his paper, his regret that the 
eoUI'II8 or Mr. Garrieon tended to introdDCG seotarinn divisionll among abolitionists. 

t Mr. Garrison ill DOt, and Dover baa beeD a Quaker, l1li maoy, at a dialanoo, hay. 
IgppGllod. 
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held by the Editor of the Liberator, and by other leading 
members of the Massachusetts Anti-Slavery Society. Yet it 
does not appear that, at that time, the leaders of the new 
movement contemplated the organization of a separate politi
cal party. 

The Old (Massachusetts Anti-Slavery) Society affirmed, in 
a manifesto sent out on the occasion, that 80 lately as the 10th 
of August previous, the Board of Managers had urged politi
cal action, that fourteen out of eighteen members of the Board. 
believed in I, tile dllty of upholding civil government at the 
polls," and that they doubted whether one-hundredth part of 
the members of the Society held the peculiar views of Mr. 
Garrison_* 

To this, it was responded that such facts furnished a strong 
argument against the tone of the only anti-slavery paper in 
the state, seeking and receiVIng anti-slavery support--that, at 
least, so large a majority of Massachusetts abolitionists were 
justified, in establishing a paper that advocated instead of op
posing the political measures they approved: and that they 
were called upon to organize an anti-slavery society in which, 
without contention, they could advocate" the duty of uphold
ing civil government" and likewise of abolishing slavery" at 
the poUs." 

DIVISION IN THE P ARElo'"T SOCIETY. 

A few days before the consummation of this rupture in Bos
ton, a kindred dispute had been introduced, May 7,1889, into 
the business meeting of the American Anti-slavery Society in 
the city of New York. Two points of disagreement were pre
sen ted ; the one related to the co· operation of females; the 
other to the duty of political action. 

A question arose whether the roll of the meeting should, as 
on former occasions, be composed only of the names of men, 

• Tbi~ ~tRtement, in making the _ arp.ment, .... repeated 10lljf aRannrcl. In 
1841 or 2, it wtUI oIlcged that there were not, probably. to uceecl one 01' l,..o h1UMbecl 
.. Non-BeasLitllllta" in all Ne,..-Eng1lllld. 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY .LVD FREEDOM. 

or whether it should include also those of women.* The yeas 
and nays were taken, from which it appears that the delegates 
from Massachusetts gave 72 ayes and 25 nays; state of New 
York, 45 ayetl, 76 nays i Connecticut, 14 ayes, 11 nays; Penn
sylvania, 21 ayes, 7 nays; Rhode Island, 10 ayes, 1 nay; other 
States, 18 ayes, 20 nays-Total, 180 ayes, 140 nays. Majority, 
in favor of enrolling names of women, 40. 

On the list of ayes we notice several prominent names after
wards conspicuous in the Liberty party, and not in sympathy 
with the distinctive views of Mr. Garrison, vil!l: Alvan Stew
art, Rev. Joshua Leavitt, Gerrit Smith, Wm. L. Chaplin, Rev. 
Cyrus P. Grosvenor, A. F. Williams, S. M. Booth, Rev. Otis 
Thompson, Rev. Francis Hawley, Rev. Samuel Wells, &c. &co 
Several of them "orthodox" ministers of the gospel. t 

A resolution was reported, containing the former testimo
nies ot" the society, on "tho duty ot" political action," nearly in 
the language of the Declaration of 1883, as then drawn up by 
Mr. Garrison. Mr. C. C. Burleigh moved an amendment, to the 
effect that those who use the elective franchise and neglect to 
use it for the cause of emancipation, are false to their princi
ples, and fail to do their duty. The result was 84 votes for 
the original resolution, and 77 against it. 

The annual meeting of the society at New York, in May, 
1840, resulted in a division :-the clection of new officers for 
the Old Society, and the organization of the "American and 
Foreign Anti-Slavery Society;" the former in accordance with 
the views ot Mr. Garrison; the latter, with the co-operation 
of Messrs. Arthur and Lewis Tappan.~ 

The majority of those in attendance at the "business meet-
-----------

• On the one hand, It Willi claimed that the Constitution of the Society made no 
diacrimillAtion between malca and femalos. On the othor, it WIllI urged that tho Ulli
form u&age indiCAted the original intentions oCthe society. 

t Ah'Bn Stewart mo,"cd the appointment of a Committee to reply to th. protelt 
filed against the "ote, but the motion was IBid on the table. 

t Mr. Arthnr Tappan, in anticipation of lhe controveny, abtoented himself &olD 
the II bU8inCtl8 meeting." He w •• re-elected Prwident of the Old Society, and de
ellned eerving, bnt aecepted the Preaidenoy ot the 00,..11 fonned AmeriClll and 
I'oreIp Antl-Slavery Booiety. 
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ing," appeared to have been from New England, mostly from 
Massachusetts; many were females from particular localities 
where the peculiar views of Mr. Garrison were known to be 
prevalent. Arrangements had been made for the eheap con
veyance of the company by steamboat. The Liberator said: 

" On making an enumeration, it appeared that there were about four han
dred and fifty anti-slavery men and women in our companlJ, of whom 
about four bundred were from Massachusetts. Probably one hundred went 
by olher roule,." 

This would make 550 in all. The proceedings afterwards 
showed only 1008 recorded votes, from all in attendance, from 
all the States. Of these, Mr. Garrison's rally of 550 would, 
if unanimous, secure a majority of 92 without any votes 
from any of the other States. Yet the business to be trans
o.cted was that of a Society scattered in all the free States, 
and numbering, perhaps, one or two hundred thousand, 
the majority of whom anticipated nothing of what was going 
forward; and, if they had known, could have had no oppor
tunity of attending. 

011 the motion to insert the name of Abby Kelly on a com
mittee, 557 votes were given in favor, and 451 against the 
appointment, a majority of 106. The women who came in 
company with Mr. Garrison, and voted with him, were more 
than enough to secure a majority. 

Resolutions were adopted disapprovil}g the Liberty Party 
Nominating Convention at Albany, the April previous, dis
Approving of anti·slavery nominations in general, and depre
cating, in the same sentence, and without distinction, the 
support of Harrison, Van Buren, and Birney ;-the latter be
ing an abolitionist who had emancipated his slaves, and the 
two former opposers of the anti-slavery movement. The con
sistency of this must be found, perhaps, in the principle that 
nil voting, under a compulsory civil government, is alike sin
ful. The pro-slavery character of the Constitution-not ye' 
discovered-was not alluded to, in the proceedings.* 

• The dh-idioD gave riee to DOW couloDtioDB. Mr. GarrisoD and his frieoda OOID
plaiDed thai. the "ErIIIIftCipaIor·, Ilcw.pnper (originally established at gtlIII& expea. 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FREEDOK. 

The historical evidence seems not quite clear that tho abo
litionists who did not hold themselves bound by these pro
ceedings were therefore untrue to the cause of the slave. 

While these divisions produced a strong sensation in New 
England, and in the sea·board cities, the sound of them going 
across the Atlantic, and awakening kindred responses, pro and 
con, from among the abolitionists of Great Britain, the blast 
died away. like a Massachusetts North-Easter, as it traveled 
westward, spending its strength by the time it had reached 
the valley of the Mohawk, and was scarcely felt beyond the 
waters of Lake Erie. 

There were reasons for this. The contention about women', 
acting in the Societies wa.'!, at the West, considered a frivo
lous one. There were differences of opinion, but the ques
tion would not have been pressed, on the one band, nor have 
been made a ground of withdrawal, on the other. The voice 
of womeD, in conference and prayer-meetings, in those days 
and previously, in the wide west, had been too familiar to the 
ears of the most fastidious, to admit of their being greatly 
alarmed. 

As to the Dew policy of not voting, and the theories upon 
which it was based, the march of political anti·slavery was 

and labor by Yr. Tappan and others, and afterwards tran8tcrred by them withon' 
eompenaation to tbo Sooiety) w_ gratuitoulSly tl'llll6ferred again by tbe Society to the 
N. Y. City Anti-Shwery Society, a Ihort timo before tbo divl~ion, and tbns pre\'entecl 
from J'IIMing into the hnnda of the newly elected committee. The anlwer to thla 
oomplniut WlI:.', tbllt 88 tho paper did not support itMelf, u tbe treullry Will cmpt1, 
and illclividwll members of the committeo luld n1rClldy lIlIIIumed heu\'y liabilities, 
thero wu Ill) mClin- of pllying the printer, lind tho pnblieatiou must have been IUS
pended but for tbe acceptance of the oifer. To thi .. it migAt have been added (Ill' w. not), that if the paper bad paNed iuto the hand4 of tbe new oommittce, it would 
havo becn used to oppose the lentimenta and mClU'uroa of thoso who had originally 
88tllbligbed it, who bud mainly lupported it, aud wboso lubscriptionto, after th, 
divi~ion, could not, to any great oxtent, bno baton retained by the publishers. 

Anotber complaint w .... , that a member otthe 01<1 committee bad taken poseesaioa 
o! the Anti-Slavery depository of book~, pamphl.!ts, &0., and refu~ed to deliver 
them o\'er to tbe newly elected oommittee. 'rhe ju~tilleation WII8 tbat members 01 
tbe old committee hud become Individually l't't'ponliblo for the paymeut ot debta 
oontmeted for the Society, wbieb liabilltie~ the new colllmiUee and ita members had 
refullOd to allt'umc; and tho proceed. of tbe uCl'o"iwry would repay oDly a part or 
the amuuut due tbem from the 8oolety. Tbl'ir Ibud 10IIII W8& abon ",M. 

30 
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too steadily and too resistle..qgly on the advance, in the interior 
of the country and at the far west, to be arrested by the rumor 
of what had been said and done in the cities of New-York 
and Boston. 

Apart from all this, the abolitionists of the interior, inclu
ding those of the far west, were too busily at work in their 
own loc.'llit.ies and in their own way, to think it necessary. 
that they should affiliate with either of the rival National 
Societies, or be under tbe supervision of either of them. The 
bonds of national organization had, indeed, set lightly upon 
them from the beginning. And wit.h the progress of the cause 
and t.he consequent increase of local activity and etfort, those 
bonds had grown looser and looser. There was a mistake in 
supposing that anyone great central Committee could trans
act any great proportion of the anti-slavery business to be 
transacted in the country. A central committee in London, 
with a fe\v others in some of the chief cities, might suffice 
for Great Britain. The wider territory of the American States, 
with our more democratic methods of procedure and agitation, 
could not be thus managed. Not onlyst.ate, but county, vil
lage, and township organizations were needed. The Com
mittee of the New-York State Society, at the central point 
of Utica, could not effectively reach the more western parts 
of the State. A Western Committee had to be organized. 
Not only so, County Societies were encouraged by the t.wo 
State Commitiees to do up their own work in their own 
way. In other States, the same manifestations were witnessed. 
In short, the previous tendencies to centralization were sub
siding. Abolitionists, having felt the evils of too much 
centralized po\ver in the other National Societies, were be
ginning to guard against similar evils, among themselves. 
Aside from any unpleasant rupture in the National Society, 
and before it was foreseen, it was becoming evident that the 
functiuns uf such a Society must decrease, instead of expand
ing, wit.h the progress and expansion of the enterprise itse~ 
which was, everywhere, cutting its own local channels. 

Thus, while in Boston, New-York, and their vicinities, the 
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great pending question seemed to be, which of the two Na
tional Societies should superintend the activities and absorb 
the contributions of American abolitionists, the great majority 
of them, in the interior, found themselves in a convenient 
position to withdraw from the control and from the support 
of either. Within a year from the division in New·York, 
most of the State Anti-Slavery Societies out of New England, 
declined sustaining the position of auxiliaries to either of 
the National Societies, a measure which, it was believed, 
would greatly tend to discountenance divisions. In the States 
of New-York and Ohio, however, (perhaps in other States,) 
the friends of Mr. Garrison succeeded in forming State Soci& 
ties, sometime afterwards. 

The neutrality we have described may have been wise or 
it may have been unwise. It was assumed at a time when 
the controversy was litt.le understood in the interior, and 
when the changes in progress had been but imperfectly d& 
veloped. 

The fnct of so extensive a neutrality respecting the "New" 
and tbe "Old organizations" belongs to tbe record, and 
throws light on the true uri gill of tlte Liberly Party; which 
could have bad no important or general connection with this 
controversy, as bas been represented and supposed, on both 
sides of the Atlantic. * It is claimed that the large class of 
abolitionists who wished to escape that contention, have no~ 
been, as It class, bebind others, in their uncompromising fidel
ity to the enslaved . 
. - ------------------

• Wo mean to eay !.hot the Liberty party, whiehorigiDated in Western New'rork. 
did not arise from a wisb to oppose the ., old organization" or Mr. Garri!lOn-aor 
from a wish to SUpp'Jrt tho" new organization." Some individuals in Masll8Ohu
aett~, who bad eneountered Mr. Garrison'8 tbeory of non-votillSl', may have been the 
more rendy to r.u in with an organized party. A letter of E. Wright, Jr., pub
lished In tbe Lilleralor, &110"". thi.. It is equally poNible that Mr. Garrison'. aDLi
pathy to voting, and hill desire to have other abolitionists come into hL.o views or 
voting, might havemado him IIdver..e to the organization of BUl)h • party, though 
be mny not have been dilltinctly coD~cions of aueh a mGtive himself. We have lUI'. 
doubted that if Mr. GarrilOn had not become a .. Non-Relliatant," he would. lIaVl 
been an early and zealoll41euder of the Liberty party. ' 
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CHAPTER XXXIX. 

ORGANIZED POLITICAL ACTION-LIBERTY PARTY-LIBDTr 

LEAGUE-FREE SOIL PARTY. 

if_itT or diatlnct organization-Early anticipations or thi8-Garriaon, Follen, 
8tewart--Conveution at Albany, July, 1839-Nomination8 In Monroe Co., N. Y.
.yroa HoUey-Rooheater "Freeman"-ConveDtion at Aread_Liberty Partr 
organized at Albany, April J, 1MO, and James G. Birney nominated fur Presidea' 
-Second Nomination, ill 1s«--Number or votea-Conrso of other voting aboli
doaiata-WIW waa accompli"hed f-Oecuionsotinatability-Tendenciea to re-ab
aorption-Dilforont view. or ita truo policy-Nomination of Gerrit Smith bf " the 
Liberty League," and why t-p()jlition taken by the " Leagne"-Uuconstitntion
ality or Slavery-Other reatnres-Nomination (by the Liberty Party) of John P. 
Hal_Biae of the Free 80il Party-Nomination or Mr. Van Bnren-Bnlfalo PJal.. 
torm-Poaition of Mr. Van Buren-Various viewlI of thllt movement and of ita 
l'CIIulta-llinta ror the future-Bemnant or the Liberty Party. 

THE Liberty party arose from the fact, that, after a pro
t.racted experiment, the candidates of the old parties could 
not, to any extent, if at alI,-however "questioned" and 
"pledged "_be depended upon, to do the work which aboli· 
tionists demanded of them. When they really intended to 
do it, their party associates would not sutrer them. It would 
be easy to prove this, if we had room for the details. 

Another fact, lying behind t.his, must not, as we value the 
impartiality of history, be withheld. Abo1itionists themselves, 
connected with the polit.ical parties, and who" questioned 
the candidates," could not generally be weaned from an undue 
bias in favor of their political leaders. They too readily 
persuaded themselves that the candidate of their own party, 
though but slightly or ambiguously pledged, or even jf not 
'pledged at all, would probably do more for the slave, if e]ect
ed. than the candidate of the opposiLe party, whatever hia 
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anti-slavery reputation or his pledges might be. This delu
sion and its effects began, at length, to affurd caudidates aa 
excuse for not answering the questions or abolitionists. They 
said, "It will be of no use, for abolitionists will generally 
vote for tbe candidates of their respective parties." The 
statement was exaggerated. But on many occasions and in 
many localities, there was enough of truth in it, to render 
the "questioning of the candidates" a farce. 

It was hoped that by the organization of a distinct political 
party, this delusion might be dispelled, and abolitionists be 
led to honor their principles at the polls. Though a mi
nority, they coulu exhibit a correct example, and thus pre
serve their integrity, and increase their moral power_ 

Mr_ Garrison had advocated, sometime previous, the form
ing of 0. distinct political party, though he was not now in 
favor of it. His recommendat.ion is, indeed, the earliest tha~ 
we find on record. In his Liberator, in 1834, he ad vacated 
"a Christian part.y in polit.ics "-with particular ref~rence to 
the slave question. 

Pro£ Charles Follen, sometime after, suggested the utility 
of a new political party of democratic progress, of which one 
prominent object should be the abolition of slavery. This, 
if we rightly remember, was as early as 1836. 

Alvan Stewart strongly urged upon the Execut.ive Com
mittee of the New York State Anti-Slavery Society, in Feb
ruary, 1839, the organization of a distinct party. The Com
mittee were not then prepared for the measure, but some of 
them saw, clearly, and had long seen, the necessity of strenu
ous efforts to counteract the partisan tendencies of abolition
ists, by inculcating t.he highest principles of political morality. 

At the annual meeting of the Society, at Utica, Sept. 19-
21, 1838, a series of Resolut.ions, twenty-two in number, had 
been presented, discussed, and adopted, setting forth the prin
ciples of political action, and solemnly pledging those who 
adopted them to vote for no candidates who were not funy 
pledged to anti-slavery measures. * Though not designed, 

• Thole reaolotiolll, which had been pre(llll"!d bI Wm. Goodell, were reported bJ 
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at that time, to fnvor distinct anti-slavery nominations, nor 
expected to introduce them, these resolutions recognized a 
moral principle, in voting, which, it was afterwards found, 
eould not be acted upon, in the existing state of'the country, 
without a new political party. Both parties, ~ben and afte~ 
wards, were completely under tbe control of tbeir slavebold
ing members. 

A National Anti·Slavery Convention was beld at Albany, 
commencing July 31, 1839. It wa. .. called by a Committee 
appointed for the purpose at tbe annual meeting of the Ame
rican Anti-Slavery Society, the May previous. Its object, 
as specified in the call, was "to discuss the principles of the 
anti-slavery enterprise" and "the measures suited to Its 
accomplishment in the United States, especially tbose which 
relate to the proper exercise of tbe right of suffrage by citi
zens of tbe free states." The mode of politicn! action against 
slavery, including the question of a distinct party, was fully 
discussed, but without coming to any definite decision by 
vote, farther than to refer the question of independent nomi
nations to the judgment of abolitionists in their different 
localities. 

This suggestion was improved to sanction some local nomi
nations in the State of New-York, which, with the discussions 
of the Convenlion, prepared the way for further progress. 

The Monroe County Convention for Nominations at Roch
ester, N. Y., September 28, 1889, adopted a series of Resolu
tions and an Address prepared by tbe late Myron Holly, 
which have been regarded as laying the corner stone of the 
Liberty Party. In his" Rochester Freeman," commenced in 
June previous, Mr. Holley successfully advocated the policy 
of independent political action, and came to be recognized as 
-more than any other one person-the founder of the LibertI 
Party. 

A New-York State Anti-Slavery Convention was held at 

& baaineu commluee or which the late Myrcn Holle,. WIllI Chairman. The, were 
oIoquently advocated in the Convention by Gorrit Smith, and u:tcuaivcl),. circula
ted in enti-llla very papere, 
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Arcade, (then) Genesee County, January 28th and 29th, 
184:0, attended by Myron HoUey and Gerrit Smith i Beuben 
Sleeper, of Livingston County, presiding. This Convention 

- issued a Call· for a National Convention to be held at Albany, 
April I, 1840, "to discuss the question of an independent 
nomination of abolition candidates for the two highest offices in 
our National Government .. and, if thought expedient, to make 
such nomination, for the friends of freedom to support, at 
the next election." 

The National Convention at Albany was accordingly held, 
at the time appointed, Alvan Stewart presiding. After a 
full discussion, the Liberty party was organized, and James 
G. Birney and Thomas Earle were nominated for President 
and Vice-President of the United States. The traveling, at 
that season of the year, was exceedingly bad, but delegates 
were in attendance from six States. 

The entire vote of the Liberty party at the Presidential 
Election, in the autumn of 1840, amounted to a little less 
than 7000. In 184:4, the Liberty candidates, James G. Bir· 
neyand Thomas Morris, received upwards of 60,000 votes. 
These were but a small part of the professed abolitionists of 
the United States. A few hundreds, perhaps, abstained from 
voting, from conscicntious scruples, and other considerations. 
But the great majority of those who did not vote for the 
Liberty candidates, unquestionably voted for the nominees 
of the old parties, Harrison, Vau Buren, Polk, and Clay, the 
two latter being slaveholders, and the two former openly 
opposed to the measures and objects of abolitionists. 

Politicians accustomed to identify" success" with the elec· 
tion of their candidates m~y ask: What was effected by the 
organization of the Liberty party? Let the question be an
swered by asking another: What would have been the con
dition of the anti-slavery Cause no\v, if all the voting aboli
tionists of the country had continued to vote (as all except 
" Liberty" men did) for the candidates of the old political 
parties? If any intelligent and candid politician will say, on 
reflection, that it would have stood on as high a ground as it 
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does DOW, we have nothing further to say to him on that 
lubject. 

A more pertinent inquiry would be: What would, probably, 
have been the effect, if the sixty thousand Liberty men who 
voted for Birney in 1844, had held firmly tltat position 1 

But there is a question lying back of this:-Why did they 
not continue to maintain that position? 

A number of particulars might be adverted to, in reply to 
that q ucstion. 

The old party attachments of many who joined the Liberty 
party, were not broken off. They were not steady in their 
adhesion to the Liberty party. Some voted, occasionally, 
with the old parties to accomplish particular objects. Some 
voted for Mr. Clay, as they said, "to keep out Texas." Some 
voted with the old party to procure amendments in State 
Constitutions. Some, if they would confess the truth, to se
cure a .. protective tariff." Thus, the Liberty party was 
weakened, and confidence in its stability, and even its in
tegrity, was undermined. There are thousands of whigs and 
democrats who will affirm that the reason why they never 
joined the Liberty party was because the vncillating course 
of its members led them to anticipate what they say has since 
taken place-its general absorption in a party with a lo,ver 
basis-and, finally, in one or the other of the old parties. 
Why should they quit their party, when those who had done 
so, were evidently on tip-toe for an opportunity to get back 
into it? 

The ecclesiastical connections of many Liberty party men, 
must have exerted a similar influence upon them; for their 
religious teachers, to Do great extent, exerted a political influ
ence in harmony with the old political part.ies, nnd directly in 
favor of their candidates. On the eve of Presidential elec
tions, their efforts were seldom wsnting. When a celebrated 
Doctor of Divinity, on one occasion of the kind, inculcnted 
the Christian duty of "voting for the least of two devils" 
that might be in nomination, if one or the other of them must 
succeed-is it credible that Liberty men, confiding in such 
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ten.chers, would be likely to retain their position 7* It is diffi· 
cult for any class of mcn io maintain a higher tone of mo
rality in their political relations than they do in their Churches, 
thus exalting their politics above their religion. '1'he history 
of the Liberty party has shown this. The little remnant of 
that party exists, because its leading members commonly hold 
11 corresponding ecclesiastical position. 

Another cause of instability, connected with causes already 
mentioned, was the idea in many minds that the Liberty party 
was to be available only on one subject, and was pledged to 
neutrality on all other questions, 80 that whenever any other 
important political duties were to be performed, the Liberty 
party must. be temporarily deserted of course. 

Closely allied to this was the idea that the Liberty party 
was only to be 11 "balance of powcr" party, to be Te-absorbed 
by either of the parties who should give promise of doing 
most for the cause of freedom. This would naturally en· 
courage an attitude of unreasonable expectancy on the part 
of Liberty men, and gtve undue importance to nny real or 
apparent concessions that might be held out to allure them. 
In short, the policy of "choosing the lcast of two evils," as 
commended by Dr. Taylor and others, would be embraced, 
and the stern political morality that had originated the Lib
erty p:u-ty would bc abandoned. 

• Edmnnd Tuttle, of Merldm, Conll., in Q Letter to Rev. Dr. Taylor, of New 
Haven, proponnded this inquiry: 

.. Can Q Chri.tiun, consistently with the word of God, CIIIIt hi. \'ole, eilher for a 
dnellist, or for an oppressor of the poor, for ellief Magistrate of this nation '" 

In an el"bol"llt8 BDlwer, IDBtaining the aflirmative of the above questien, Dr. 
Taylor said : 

.. To pnt a atronger cue. Snppoaa that there I. no rcaaonllble doubt that ono of 
t.wo devils, one of which is 10111 a devil thm the other, will be aetnlllly elected, let 
the ChristiAn vote l1li he may; and th"t hi" vote will therefore be nttorly 100t if he 
does not \"ote for one of tllem; I think that. an enlightened Christian wonld vote 
for the le»t devil of the two. "NAmA!IUL W. TAYLOR." 

.. TaU CloUt''', 0ct00w 6, 18«." 

The date And eircumstaneu of the letter oblige DB to infer that the highly com
plimenta", compllriaon which it contains was intended for tbe pohtical benell.t of 
Henry Clay, u being, in the writer'. view, a I_r devil than Jam .. K. Pulk. 
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Such at l~ast were the apprehenRions of some active Liberty 
men, who began, as early as 1845, to propose safe-guards 
against the re-absorption they 80 much dreaded and feared. 

They contended that the Libert.y party was originully de
signed to be a permanent. and progressive exponeRt. of human 
rights, and not a mere temporary expedient-that its founda
tions were accordingly laid in the first principles of civil 
government-th:lt its platform was as broad as those of re
publican institutions and of protecting law-that whatever 
the State and Nat.ional Governments ought to do, the Liberty 
party ought to seek and propose-that while the abolition of 
chattel slavery was to be the prominent, the paramount mea
sure of the party, it was not to be the only one. 'l'hey quoted 
the writings and speecbes of Myron Holly and the early reso
lutions and addresses of the Liberty party, to pro\'c that such 
were the views with which the Liberty party was furmed. 

The most that could be said in reply to this representation 
was, that the sentiments quoted were expressed, fj)r the most. 
part, in general terms. 

'1'0 supply, then, this alleged deficiency in a party of pro
gress, it was proposed to specify some of the particular mea
sur~s which the principles and professions of Liberty men 
required them to espouse, such as free trade, gratuitous dis· 
tribution of public lands, limitation of land ownership, the 
inalienable homestead, retrenchment of expenses, frec suffrage, 
and the abolition of all legalized monopolies and castcs. 

In furtber support of tbis policy, it was ur~ed that slavery 
was only to be overthrown through the destruction of the 
minor monopolies and aristocracies subsidized by and sus
taining it j and that the forces needed at the ballot box to 
overthrow slavery must consist, to a great extent, of the 
mll.'!Scs of men \V ho feel that they have wrongs of their own 
to be redressed, nnd who could have no confidence in a Liberty 
party not committed to universal equality and impartial justice 
to all. They predicted that unless this advice was heeded, the 
Liberty party would, ere long, be scattered to the winds. 'I'hey 
contended that, as civil government is an ordinance of God 
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for the protection of all the rights of all men, we have no right 
to administer it, or to seek to administer it, for any lower or 
partial ends, and that if an Anti.S1at'e'I'Y 8oct"et!/ may confine ill 
attention to one form of oppression and robbery, it does not 
follow t11at the functions of CIVIL GOVERNMENT may be thus 
circumscribed. 

LIBERTY LEAGUE. 

A State Convention was held at Port Byron, (N. Y.) June 
25th and 26tb, 1845, at which an address was presented, em· 
bracing ihe preceding views. It was not adopted by the Con· 
vention, but was printed and circulated, and gained mlherents. 
By a number of Liberty men embracing its sentiment.~, a nomi· 
nating Convention was called, which was held at Macedon 
Locke, Wayne Co., N. Y., June 8th, 9th, and 10th, 1847 ; at 
which Gerrit Smith and Elihu Burritt were nominated for 
President and Vice·President of the United States. Mr. 
Burritt having declined, the name of Cbarles C. Foote was 
afterwards placed on the ticket, by another Convention, at 
Rochester. The Macedon Convention sent forth an address 
which was widely circulated, and elicited much debate. The 
Convention separated itself from the Liberty party, and took 
the name of the Liberty League. 

These measures were adopted in the confident anticipation 
of the speedy absorption of the Liberty party in some other 
organizati'lD bolding a receding instead of an advanced posi. 
tion, in respect to slavery itself, to say nothing of kindred reo 
forms. U neq ui vocal indications of this, were believed to have 
appeared.* 

UNCONSTITUTIOYALITY OF SLAVERY. 

It should be mentioned in this place that the doctrine of the 
unconstitutionality of American SIa.very had, before this time, 

• Among theee wu the propoYl to dofer making a PresidenLial nomiolltion in 
1M7, leaving it till the noxt yoar, to see what COUI'M would bo taken "v promllUlu ""'" 
tit CIe, olAtr partit,. It was commonly undel'lltood that the nomination or Gerri~ 
Smith by the Macedon Convention, indllood a majority of the National Cummittee to 
eatl the Butrl110 Convention. A minority "till di.llklnted Crom that COllnNJ. .Four 
)'ear& previolld, there had boon lome similar tendencillll. 
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gained a stron'g foothold in the Liberty Party, and was coming 
to be embraced by many in the old political parties. Rev. 
Samuel J. May, an abolitionist of the Garrison school; had 
written an argument to prove that the Federal Constitution is 
not pro-slavery, which appeared in the Quart.erly Anti-Slavery 
Magazine for October, 1836 and May, 1837. The late No.- . 
thauiel P. Rogers, Esq., a lawyer of New Hampshire, an abo
litionist of the same school, writing in the same magazine, for 
January, 1837, took the same ground. He even challenged 
the proof that slavery had ever been legalized in Carolina. 
He affirmed that a rising of the slaves would be no •• insurrec
tion j" and intimated that the" guaranty to every State ill this 
Union of a republican form of government, n wns a guaranty 
against slavery. An anonymous writer over the signature of 
II Seventy Six," in the Emancipator of January 4, 1838, threw 
out hints which put many of the friends of liberty on the track 
of further investigation. Alvan Stewart prepared an argu
ment, based on the "due process of law," [Amendments, art. v.] 
which was presented to the annual mectingoft.he N. Y. State 
A. S. Society in September, 1837, and of t.he American A. S. 
Society in May, 1838. In 1844 appeared a pamphlet on the 
subject, entitled &I Views of American Constitut.ional Law, in its 
bearing upon American Slavery," by William Goodell.* This 
was followed, soon after, by another, .: The U nconstitutionalit.y 
of Slavery," by Lysander Spooner, Esq., a gentleman never 
connected with the Liberty Party. The subject now elicited 
general inquiry. Discussions and public debates were held. 
Prominent lawyers, of the old parties, declined the solicitations 
of their political associates, to combat, in public debate, the 
new doctrine, declaring that the printed arguments in its favor 
were impregnable. Others, having entered t.he lists, admitted, 
afterwards, that they bad been baffled. Promiscuous audio 
ences, not distinctively abolitionists, having heard the question 
debated, voted, by strong majorities, the unconstitutionality of 
slavery. The doctrine was espoused by Liberty Party editors, 

• Upwanls ol1a,ooo copillll ott.hia (in two editioD8) 1rerelOOn cirol1lated. 
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was affirmed by a State Convention of the Ma.c;sachusetts Li· 
berty Party, by other State Conventions, and at large Liberty 
Conventions all over the State of Ne\v York, and at t.he W cst. 
The Liberty Party of the country, if remaining in the field, 
and active, was expected to have affirmed the doctrine, ere 
long, in its National Conventions. But most of its leaders 
were apparently marking out for it a course which would re
quire that such a doctrine should be abandoned, or held in 
abeyance. It was however made prominent, and strongly in
sisted upon by the Liberty League. 

OBJECTIONS AGAINST THE LIBERTY LEAGUE. 

Among objections against the Liberty League, one was, that 
it would divert attention from the Slave Question by the in
troduction of other topics. The call of the Macedon Conven
tion had stated the views of the signers in nineteen distinct 
propositions, nearly one balf of them affirming abstract propo
sitions which no republican denies, and some of the rel'lt ex-

. pressing sentiments frequently embodied in the resolutions of 
anti-slavery Conventions. Occasion was nevertheless taken 
from this, to satirize the League, as having put forth a creed 
of nineteen articles, and·as having set up nineteen new mea
sures as tcsts.* The trutl£ was, the number of its proposed 
measures of government did not exceed those often ~re88ed 
before by the old political parties, and by the "Free Soil" 
party since. Yet a party with so wide a platform was, in this 
ease, pronounced impracticable, and abolitionists were warned 
to adhere strictly to their "one idea,·' as the only antidote 
against apostacy from primitive abolitionism. 

THE" FREE SOIL" PARTY. 

In the midst of these exhortations, the National Convention 
of the Liberty party as.~embled at Buffalo, October 20th, 1847. 
Gerrit Smith, still a member of the Liberty party, W:lS propo-
------------------ .. _----- - -

• Some of tl,. mellllnl'ell objecll'd IIgninRt, hao;e since been claimed by other politl-
0111 partiu, including the Free Boil party, and han been rapidly pilliog pobUo 
favor. 
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sed as a candidate for the Presidency. His nomination would 
have secured the co-operation of the Liberty League, in his 
support. But the course marked out by the leading men in 
that Convention, beforehand, required the nomination of a 
dift'erent man from Gerrit Smith. The Libert.y party, for the 
first time, adopted the policy of going out of its own ranks for 
a presidential candidate. After debating, awhile, the question 
of nominating nt all, till next year, they nominated the Hon. 
John P. Hale, United States' Senator from New Hampshire, an 
II Independent Democrat," who had certainly done himself 
honor in refusing to do homage to tbe slave power, and who 
bad drawn oft' a portion of tbe II democracy" of New Hamp
shire to his support. Dut be was not prepared to advocate 
all the measures of Liberty party abolitionists. So far from 
believing in the unconstitutionality of slavery, he did not per
ceive (what Daniel Webster* had long before affirmed) the 
constitutional power of Congress to abolish the inter-state slave 
trade. The candidate for the Vice-Presidency was Hon. 
Liecester King, of Ohio. 

But the nomination of Mr. Hale was only a temporary one, 
and answered its temporary purpose.t Gentlemen active in 
making it, united with others, of other panies, in calling 
another Convention, which was held at Buffalo, Aug. 9,1848, 
composed of tile opponents of slavery extension, irrespective of 
parties, and including, of c.ourse, as was designed, large num
bers who did not intend to be committed to lithe one idea" of 
abolishi~g !II avery. On that occasion was organized II the 
Free Soil party," in which the Libert.y party was designed to 
be wholly absorbed. Martin Van Buren, of New York, and 
Charles F. Adams, of Massachusetts, neither of them recog-

It Sec Qllnrtorly A. 8. Mag., April, 1837, p. Us. 
t .. The Bnlt.lo Convontion luui to ~ Rllmmoncd, beCllIlAC tbe Macedon Convention 

had been helel. and bad dono procillOly wh .. t it did. The Bu8'..Jo c.IQ'·cntion •• ·ben 
...... emble<1, /,aJ, 10 DomiDAw, beennRO R ._ion bnd been mnde from the Libert)' 
pnrty. a I.iberty Leoguo organized, and it", proaidelllial nominaLioDA made IUId au
Doulloed."-[CwUr 0lIl:, W.II. Burleigb, editor, a .ul'porter of Mr. Dale and Kr. 
Van Buron.) 
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nized as being distinctively "abolitionists" or Liberty party 
men, were nominated as candidates for the Presidency and 
Vice·Presidency of the United States. Messrs. Hale and King, 
as was expected, withdrew their names, in consequence or in 
anticipation of this new nomination. 

" 
The following 

A \nLial Candidate, 

PLATFORM." 

the response 
"platform" of 

"Resolved, That we, the people here asaembled, remembering the exam. 
ole of our fathers in tho days of the first Declaration of Independence, 
putting our trust in God for the triumph of onr cause, and invoking his 
guidance in our endeavors to advanl'e it, do now plant ourselves upon the 
National Platfurm of Freedom, in opposition til the Sectional Platfurm of 
Slavery. 

Rcsoiud, That 
its existenc(>, depe 

miidified by the Fedeizsl 
is not responsible. 

"lavery within the 
RcsoZ!-ed, That the J efJer80n to prohibit 

slavery after 1800 in all the Territories of the United States, Southern and 
Northern; the votes of six States and sixteen del(>gates, in the Congress 
of 1 i84, for the proviso, to three States and seven delegates against it: 
the actual exclusion of slavery from the North·\Vestern Territory, by the 
Ordinance of 1787. unanimously adopted by the States in Congresa: and 
the entire histury of that period clearly show that it was the settled fiolicy 

fiiscourage slavery 
from, the Government 

Resolved, That our 

er encourage, but 
which should 

"rtional objects, to "re"Viigll 

fifllmille the general welil,re, the blesaings of 
pressly denied to the Federal Government, which they created, all consti
tutional power to deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, withou' 
due legal process. 

" Resolced, That, in the judgment of this Convention, Congress has no 
more power to make a slave than to make a king; no more power to insti
tute or establish slavery, than to institute or establish a monarchy-no such 

can be found aml conferred by 
Jllrived by just 
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" Resolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Government to relieve itaelf' 
from all responsibility for the existence or continuance of slavery, wherever 
that Government possesses eonstitutional authority to legislate on that sub
ject, and is thus responsible for its existence . 

.. Resoilled, That the true, and, in the judgment of this Convention, the 
only safe means of preventing the extension of slavery into territury now 
free, is tu prohibit its existence in all auch territory by an act of Congress • 

.. Resolved. That we accept the issue which the slave power has forced 
upon us. and to their demand for more slave States, and more slave Terri
tories, our calm but final answer is, No more slave States, and no more slave 
Territory. Let the soil of our extensive domains be ever kept free, for 
the hardy pioneers of our own land, and the oppressed and banished of 
other lands, seeking homes of comfort and fields of enterprise in the new 
world." 

These were followed by resolutions in favor of cheap post
age, retrenchment, abolition of unnecessary offices, elections 
by the people, river and harbor improvements, free grant of 
public lands, payment of public debts, and revenue tariff. 
Here were seven distinct objects enumerated, besides the non
extension of slavery. 

It may be asked, how much was intended to be included in 
the sixth of these resolutions. It will not probably be claimed 
that lMs Convention intended to set up a ltigher standard than 
that of the Liberty Party Convention that nominated Mr. 
Hale, who was not prepared for the abolition, by Congress, 
of the inter-state slave trade. The following extracts from 
the Letter of Mr. Van Buren, accepting the nomination, will 
show his understanding of the position of the Convention and 
the new party: 

.. I have examined and considered the platform adopted by the Buffalo 
Convention, as defining the political creed of the • Free Democracy,' with 
the attention due to the grave subjects under which it is presented. b 
breathes the right spirit, and presents a political chart wbicb, with the 
explanations I am about to make, I can, in good faith, adopt and sustain • 

.. In regard to the chief topics of tbe resolutions, it is not to be dnubted, 
that the preseot movement of the public mind in the non-slavehulding States, 
apon tho subject of slavery, is caused mainly by an ennest desire to uphold 
and enfllrce the pulicy in regard to it, establisbed by the founders of the 
Republic. That policy. in addition to the prospective probibitlonof the 
foreign slave trade, w_ 
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.. 1sL Adequate, efficient, and certain sccurity against the extension oC 
.Iavery into territories where it did not pnctically exi.t. 

"2d. That, in the language of your own condensed and excellent resolu
tion, • Slavery, in the several States oC the Union which recognize its exist
ence, should depend upon State laws, which cannot be repealed or modified 
by the Fedenl Government;' and-

"3d. A SPIRIT OJ' CONSIDERATE FORBEARANCE TOWARDS THE lNlITJ'R

TION, IN LOCALITIES WHERE IT WAS PLACED UNDER THE CONTROL OJ' CON-

GRESS." • • • • • • • • 
"The sixth resolution embraces the subject oC slavery in the District oC 

Columbia; and I observt'! in it a generality of expression, in respect to the 
time when, and the circumstances under which, it was the opinion of the 
Convention that it .hould be abolished, which has not been usual on the 
part oC the friends of immediate action. Most reftecting and philanthropic 
minds live in the hope, that they will one day see slavery abolished, not 
only in that District, but in the States alS9, in the latter through the agency 
of the State Governments, to whom the Constitution wisely lenes exclu
sive power in the matter, and in the former by Congress. I may be mis
taken, but I think I see in the guarded language of the resolution, evidence 
of an apprehension, on the part nC the Convention, that a dilf'ercnce in 
opinion, to some extent at least, existed among its members, upon the point 
referred to, and of an enlightened and truly patriotic resolve, not to sulf'er 
that circumstance, if it existed, to weaken the moral power oC their una
nimity on the great question which had brought them together." 

It is not known that the leading members of the Conven
tion that nominated Mr. Van Buren, ever complained that 
he had misunderstood their position. They certainly did not 
"ithdraw from him their support. 

Here, then, wns a platform containing as many collateral 
measures as had been proposed by the Liberty League, but 
omitting" the one idea" of a direct 81?olition of slavery. Yet. 
it was eagerly embraced by many who had scarcely ceaset.. 
from protest.ing against the introduction of other topics by the 
Liberty League, in connection with the highest standard of 
anti-slavery action. 

The position of Mr. Van Buren, and of the party that 
selected him as their chief representative, may be further 
seen from the reference he made to his course during his Pre
sidency in respect to the slave question, in his widely circu-

S1 
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lated letter of June 20th, 1848, a few weeks previous to his 
nomination at Buffalo: 

II But deeply penetrated by the conviction that alavery was the only sob
ject which could endanger our bleaaed Union, I was determined that no 
eft'ort on my part, witbin tbe pale of the Constitution, should be waDting TO 

BUSTA IX ITS COMPROMIBEI AI THEY WERE THEK UXDRRSTOOD, AXD IT II XOW 

A 10URCR OJ' CONIOLATIOX TO lIE THAT I PURSUED THE COURSE I THEN 

ADOPTED." 

The manner in which Mr. Van Buren sustained the II com
promises of the Constitution" when he was President, the 
reader has already seen. 

The enemies of the Liberty party, whigs, democrats, " non
resistants," and "Garrison abolitionists," rejoiced greatly at 
its supposed" death and burial." 

REMNANT OF THE LIBERTY PARTY. 

But a little remnant remained. Besides those who had 
-organized the Liberty League, there were a few who were 
inclined to favor their views, and there were others who pro
ferred to support Gerrit Smith rather than John P. Hale, or 
any candidate that would be likely to be substituted for him. 
These, rallied as "the Liberty Party," and in Convention at 
Buffalo, June 15th, 1848, concurred with the Liberty League 
in nominating their candidates. At a subsequent Convention 
at Canastota, Sept. 28th, they adopted the documents defining 
the platform of the Libelty League, which has not, since that 
time, maintained a separate organization. 

RESULTS AND POSITION OF THE "FREE SOIL PARTY." 

After an experiment of three years and a half, from the 
time of its organization at Buffalo, not a few members of the 
Free Soil party found themselves in the position described in 
the following extract, which appeared in the National Era of 
:March 4, 1852: 

" I conecu myself disappointed in the results of the Buft'a1o Convention. 
'To one at the time it did seem tbat the people had become thoroughly 
awake, both to their rights and their'duties, and that party attachmeDts are 
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110 longer to prevent a manly, fearlelS usertion of the rights of the frea 
North to take tbe control of tbe Government, and to wield it in favor of 
liberty. 

" While I believe that that demonstration did exert a salutary influence 
on the then pending election, I am con8trained to admit that the high hOpe8 
then formed have faded away, and left the Bad conviction that the people of 
the free States are yet to learn lessons of deep humiliation, before they will 
rise to the true position and dignity of freemen. "-E:zlract oj 4 LeUer Jrom 
A. A. GutJarie to the Free Soil Conr:ention oj Ohio. 

Others were found who fre~ly expressed their regrets that 
the platform of direct abolition should have been virtually 
exchanged for that of non-extension. 

The editor of the National Era, in commenting upon the 
letter of Mr. Guthrie, thus sums up the result, as he under
stands it, of the Free Soil organization: 

.. We did not 8ucceed in obtaining a p08itive act from Congress prohib
iting slavery in the Territories, but the power of the movement we re
presented was such as to constrain the new administration to countenance 
measures favorable to our views, such as to weaken the confidence of the 
8laveholders in their own doctrines respecting the title to their 8laves in free 
territory, such as to impregnate the tide of emigration to California with 
the anti-slavery spirit, thereby inducing the formation of a non-slaveholding 
State on the Pacific, by which our entire \Vestern seaboard was consecrated 
to Freedom . 

.. Among the other results attributable to this movement, directly or in
directly, are the repeal of the Black Laws of Ohio; the election of from 
ten to fifteen membera of the House for two succclSive CongrelSC8, acti .. 
independently of organisations when controlled by slavery; the election of 
Messrs. Chase and Sumner to the Senate of the United States; the control 
of Wisconsin, Ohio, New York. and Massachusetts, by coalitions, not to bo 
coerced illto submission to. the dictates of the Slave Power; distraction in 
the old political organizations always subservient to slavery, which thU8 far 
no efforts have succeeded in allaying; a more general dilleu.ion of qu_ 

. tions of 8lavery, in Congre8l! and out, than had ever taken place before; 
and luch a 8tate of the public mind as to have checked, if not. extinguished, 
the project of Cuban annexation. Nor must we forget that it wa8 under 
the pre8l!ure of this Buffalo Convention that the Oregon Bill, with its clause 
prohibiting slavery, was carried through Congress." 

This, then, it may be presumed, is the most favorable ac
count that can be given of the results of the Buffalo Conven-
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tion of August 9, 1848, and of the nomination of Mr. VAIl 
Buren. 

On the other hand, there are many who think all the favor
able results above-mentioned, and many more now unrealized, 
would have been secured by taking higher instead of lower 
ground on the slave question. Aside from the principle in
volved, they maintain that since aU congressional conte.~ts on 
the subject result uniformly in compromise, it was bad policy 
to set the claims of liberty on the. lowest possible ground, that 
of the non-extension of slavery. They judge that a vigorous 
and bold push for the aboliticm of slavery (at least where it is 
confessedly under jurisdiction of Congres.c;) would have cut 
out other work for the pro-slavery party than opposition to 

the admission of California as a free State I They have no 
doubt that its prompt admission, together with the adoption 
of the Wilmot proviso, would have been eagerly proposed as 
a "compromise" to stave off the· abolition of slavery in the 
Federal District, and the prohibition of the inter-state slave 
trade-to say nothing of the still higher ground of the aboli
tion of slavery in the States. Instead of act.ing merely on 
the defensive, and on their own territory, they would push 
the war into the citadel of the enemy. If" compromises" 
must needs be submitted to, they think a position should be 
chosen that should not inevitably result in placing all the 
concessions on the wrong side. More than all this, they be
lieve in the moral obligation of a practical conformity to all a3CeT

t"ined truth, believing that the God of truth can control "con· 
sequences" and bring to pass results which no human sagacity 
could calculate or foresee beforehand. Though they were 
glad to see whigs and democrats leave their old parpes, to 
take the advanced ground of the Free Soil party, they deeply 
deplored that Liberty party men, especially those who be
lieved in the unconstitutionality of slavery, should have 
abandoned the ground indicated by their own convictions, for 
the sake of co.operation with those who held lower views. 

It is questioned by many others, whether the organization 
. of the Free Soil party produced all the results attributed to it 
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in the above extract from the National Era. The questions 
that, of necessity, came before Congress, produced great ex
citement and drew forth earnest debate. The position of tho 
ultra Southern members rendered it inevitable. And many 
members of Congress, not belonging to the Free Soil party, 
were quite as efficient in their advocaoy of Northern interests 
as some who did. Among these are to be reckoned such men 
as William H. Seward, whig Senator from New York, and 
several others, though their party connections naturally tended 
to cripple them. 

It should be noticed that some statesmen in Congress and 
the State Legislatures, who were elected as Free Soil men, or 
by help of the votes of that party, have found their way out 
of the Free Soil party into one or the ot~er of the old parties. 
Among these are some who were formerly in the Liberty 
party, and who exerted themselves most strenuously, first, in 
favor of the "one idea" policy in opposition to the Liberty 
League; and, soon afterwards, to merge the Liberty party in 
the Free Soil party. 

In the State of Ne\v-York, where the" Buffalo platform" 
was erected, it seems to have fallen down entirely. The Free 
Soil party is extinct in that State, having been absorbed by 
the old Democratic party, and that too, upon a basis which 
unites the "Old Hunkers" and the "Barnburners,"-tbe 
pro-slavery and the anti-slavery sections of the party. It is 
not seen that that party, since the re-absorption, is at all in 
advance of the Whig party, on the slave question. The 
friends of Mr. Seward, in the Whig party, appear to be rather 
in ad vance of them. 

In .Massachusetts and in Ohio, where there are yet some 
signs ·of life among "Free Soilers," their activity chiefly con
sists in temporary and local coalitions with one or the other 
of the old parties, or with portions of them, as circumstances 
may seem to require. It has, in fact, become a question, 
whether, as a. national party, the" Free Soil party," as organ
ized at Buffalo, in 1848, may be said to exist 

Party ties, even in the old parties, are, to an increasing ex-
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tent, held loosely. At one time, there were indications of a 
division in both of them, by the organization of a new " Union" 
or Slavery party, to maintain the fugitive slave bill. 

On one point, the Free Soil party, if it exists, is now in 
unity with the remnant of the Liberty party, anel the plat. 
foml of the late Liberty Lengue. It repudiates the ., one 
idea" policy, insisted upon, in 1847-8.* This bone of con
tention is now removed. If the members of the Free Soil 
party perceive that the time (if there ever was one) for a ral
lyon the low ground of the "Buffalo platform" has now 
passed away-if they feel that the name "Free Soil "-indi
cating non-extension, is too narrow to describe their present 
·position, as friends of liberty, they would do well to study 
the constitutional question, and the measures of political 
economy that. harmonize with the principle of equal rights. 
Such a course, on their part, might result in a re-union or 
all the friends of political action against slavery. 

* See editorial in NaliotuU Era, Haroh " 186S. 
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CHAPTER XL. 

ANTI-SLAVERY CHURCH AGITATION-NEW ANTI-SLAVERY 
CHURCHES AND MISSIONARY BODIES. 

Conaideration, among abolitionists, of their Church relationa-ConRulmtiona at 
Albany, in July, 1889-Pre\"ioua .. Anti-8lavery <.'onfercncoand Pl'I1yer. Meetinp" 
-" ChristiBD Anti-Slavery Conventions," 18jO and onward-Paper devoted to 
tho Bubjcrt-Organimtion of Independent Anti-Slavery Chllrehea-u Wesleyan 
Church," a I!Cccssion f'rom tho Meth. E. Church-" Free Presbyterian Church" 
_" Free M.lssiona"-Several etII'ly Mi8slonary organizations-u Union Missionary 
800."-" W. India Committoe"_U Amismd Committee"-U We~tern Mi8l'. ARao." 
-Mergod (18j6) in .. Am. Mi8l'. Al!8ociation"-Chllrch agitation .t the We~t
Large Conventions at Cincinnati and Chicago-Papers devoted to thOlle movements 
-Church agitation among Haptista-Correapondence with Englu.h Baptista
Mission of Cox and Hoby-Orgunimtion of a .. Bnptist Anti·Sla\·ery Convention" 
(118 a pennanent body), in Is&o-Panie among Sollthem Bapti.la-Renowed oppo
.ition by Northern Baptista-Record. of pro-slavery action among them-" Com
proloiae Artic1e"-Expul~ion of E10n Oalu~hn and others f'rom the Mi8l'ionary 
Board, in obedience to Southern demands-Baptist II Free Miss. Soc." OrgAnized 
1MB, by abolitionists-Old Boards, Sla\'eholdlng Missionmetl-"'I'riCllDial Con
vention" dil5l101ved-A new U Baptist Miss. Union" lueceedll it-1m ehaJ'l1cter ...... 
1m anti-fllavery profcssion~ examined; aloo other Baptiot organizationa-Mioaiona 
of the" Am, Bap. Freo Mission Soe."-N. Y. Celltral CoUege. 

IT would be interesting to trace the history of anti-slavery 
CHURCH agitation, for the last sixteen years. The items lie 
so scattered among different sects, and in various localities, 
that it would be a great task to collect, to classify, and to pre
sent them. There are materials sufficient for volumes, but we 
have room for only a few pages. 

It was seen by many, at an early day, that the same prin
ciple that required political secession, required, in like cases, 
ecclesiastical secession i and the more especially as the Church 
is naturally expected to be purer than the State, and to con
stitute the guide and teacher, by which, on great moral ques
tions, the legislation of a country must be moulded. 
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This was seen and felt by many who attended the National 
Anti-Slavery Convention for political discussion at Albany, 
commencing July 31, 1839. A large portion of those in that 
Convention who were church members, and who were then 
looking forward, though vaguely, to some new modes of po
litical action, assembled each morning before breakfast, during 
that Convention, for mutual prayer, and for a free considera
tion of their ecclesiastical relations.* The result was a gen
eral determination among those present to push the slave 
question in the churches, to "abolitionize II them if possible, 
and if not, secede from them. A resolution was adopted and 
afterwards published, recommending" Christian Anti-slavery 
Conventions" for this end. Even before this date, something 
of the kind had been done on a limited scale in the region of 
central New York, where" Anti-slavery Conferences and 
prayer meetings" had been frequently held, attended by abo
litionists from a few adjoining towns. 

The same connection was perceived by some at the Albany 
Convention just mentioned, who were opposed to political se
cession, and who urged, as an objection against an anti-slavery 
party in politics, that it would lead to similar schisms and 
difficulties in the Church. The right course, we were told, 
was to ,. abolitionize" all the sects and all the parties in reli
gion and politics, and then the work would be done. The 
question, nevertheless, recurred, "What shall we do when we 
find it impossible to reform them? Shall we continue to sus
tain them, to be corrupted, perhaps, by them, and to become 
a partaker of their sins 711 

"CHRISTIAN ANTI-SLAVERY CONVENTIONS" were accord
ingly notified and held at various points in the State of New 
York,-at Auburn, Penn Yan, Clinton, Syracuse, and a large 
number of other places,-beginning soon after the rise of the 
Liberty party. They were attended by many of those who 

• The prominent exceptions to this BtAtement, should we specify them, would be 
tbund to be thOle who are Dot now (1852) in tbe lIIDb of the Libert1 party. nor 
active In political earorta againlt slavery. 
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have been active in the Liberty party,-Smith, Birney, Stew
art, Green, Chaplin, Torrey, GoodelJ, and others,-and were, 
some of them, among the Inrgest and most interesting anti
slavery conventions ever held in the State.* A little paper, 
conducted by Wm. Goodell, devoted mainly to this object, 
was commenced in 1841, and was published occasionally till 
the beginning of 1843, then monthly till the summer of 1848. 
It was circulated ill all the free and some of the slave States, 
and was supported mainly by members of the Liberty party. 

INDEPE....'ljDENT CHURCHES. 

As a result of all this, a large number of local independent 
Ohurchea havc been gathered by secession from the old 
Churches of several different sects, and holding no ecdesiasti
cal connection with them. This movement is chiefly in tho 
State of New York and farther west. ' 

WESLEYAN METHODIST CHURCH. 

From an early period o( the present anti·slavery discussion, 
there has been an efficient body of Methodist abolitionists, 
the denomination has been extensively agitated, and the re
sult has been a secession from the M. E. Church and the or
ganization of a new ecclesiastical connection, known as the 
" Wesleyan Methodist Ch urcb." 

In the latter part of the year 1834, a number of ministers 
and members of the New England and New Hampshire Con
ferences, addressed an appeal to their brethren on behalf of 
the anti-slavery cause. This drew forth a "counter-appeal," 
signed by the late Pres. Fisk and others. Earnest discussions 
and debates followed. The cause of anti-slavery made pro
gress; and an anti-slavery delegation from the above confer
ences to the General Conference (with exception of one dele-

• A pamphlet, entitled" TA, Anu,.ica,. ChvrcllM 1M Bulw/J,.I:. of .Ame,.lca,. Sla
..,.," (the first publication of the kind that we know of), was published by Jamea 
G. Birney, the Pre!identiiU CIIndidate of the Liberty party, while in Euglnnd, where 
he attended the " World's Anti-Slavery Convention." Ita republication nnd circu
lation In America did much to forward the church agitation of the sla,'e 'lueation. 
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gate} was secured. The opposition was however 80 strong, 
even at the North, and the course of the General Conference 
was such, that a secession was deemed unavoidable. Local 
secessions commenced in Michigan in 1839. Three ministers 
-Jotham Horton, Orange Scott, and La Roy Sunderland,
signed an act of withdrawal from the M. E. Church, dated at 
Providence, R. I., Nov. 8, 1842. At a Convention held for 
the purpose, at Utica, N. Y., May 31, 1843, the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church was regularly organized. Its polity is not 
Episcopal, but provides for an itinerancy under a modified 
supervision of conferences, recognizing the rights of congre
gations, and the participancy of laymen. At the South and 
West, E. Smith has been an effective pioneer in the enter
prise. The Wesleyans have made an inroad into North Caro
lina, and gained a promising foothold, though some of their 
ministers have been ejected. The connection now (1852) em
braces "twelve annual conferences." The" General Confer
ence, which is the rule-making body, meets once in four years, 
and is composed of an equal number of ministers and lay
men." Churches may elect their own pastors.-Vide" Ground" 
of Secession "-Matlack's Hi8tory-and MS8. by Luther Lee. 

FREE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH. 

This chnrch was organized, a few years ago, during the 
sittings of the General Assembly at Cincinnati. It embraces 
Presbyterians of both the Old and New School in Theology, 
who agree ill respect to the necessity of separation from slave
holders. Among the pioneers of this movement is the Rev. 
John Rankin, of Ripley, Ohio, formerly of Kentucky, who 
wrote and published in favor of immediate emancipation, in 
182-1 or '25, before the commencement of Mr. Garrison's la
bors. In the connection there are about fifty Churches, and 
three Presbyteries, extending through portions of Pennsylva
nia, Ohio, Indi:mia, and Illinois, the whole comlJosing the 
" Free Synod of Cincinnati." 
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FRIENDS. 

A division among the Society of Friends in Indiana, has 
grown out of the slave question, and the manner in which 
active abolitionists in the Society had been treated in their 
yearly and annual meetings. 

Exccpt the Wesleyan secession, there has been but little 
Church secession and re-organization in New England, but 
abolitionists of the Congregational sect in that quarter, extend 
a pretty liberal support to the new II American Missionary 
Association," in preference to the II American Board." 

FREE MISSIONS. 

An Anti-slavery Missionary Committee was organized at 
Boston at an early day, in principal reference, we believe, to 
operations in the British West Indies. The II Amistad Com
mittee," having in charge the captives taken in that vessel, 
provided missionaries to accompany them home, and estab
lished a mission among them. A II Union Missionary So
ciety" was formed by a number of white and colored minis
ters and others, in New York and Connecticut. The Western 
Missionary Association, at Oberlin, Ohio, was also of an anti
slavery character. All these were afterwards merged in the 
II American Missl~nary Association," which was formed by a 
Convention of delegates at Albany in the autumn of 1846, on 
a new' and broader basis, encouraging the local efforts of 
Churches and auxiliaries to sustain and superintend their 
own missionaries. The Executive Committee, instead of be
ins a II close corporation," like the American Board, is chosen 
annually by the contributing constituency j they exercise limited 
functions, and their proceedings are subject to examination 
and revision at the nnnual meetings of their constituents, the 
members of the association. The association has mi8sions in 
Afri~ in Siam, in the West Indies, among the Ojibue In
dians, at the Sandwich Islands, and in Canada. It also occu
pies, to a considerable extent, the field of Home Missions, 
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which nre included in its plan. It has a. missionary in Ken
tucky, where two new Churches have been organized that 
exclude slaveholders. An important auxilinry to this asso
ciation has recently been organized in Ohio, carrying on its 
own operations in thnt region, in n manner provided for in 
the Constitution of the American Missionary Association. 

CHURCH AGITATION AT THE WEST. 

The subject of Anti·slavery Church Reform has recently 
received a fresh impulse in the Western States. In April, 
1850, a large and influential Christian Anti·slavery Conven
tion was held nt Cincinnati, Ohio, invited by n committee re
presenting several religious denominations. Members were 
in attendance from most of the Middle and Western States. 
A similar convention was held at Chicago, Ill., in July, 1852-
At these conventions, after long and earnest discussions, reso
lutions were adopted in favor of withdrawing from churches, 
ecelesiastical bodies, and missionary organizations, connected 
with slaveholding. Among the active members of one or 
both of these conventions were Rev. B. P. Aydellotte, D. D., 
late President of Wood\varo College, Rev. C. G. Finney, 
President of Oberlin College, Rev. Asa Mahan, President of 
Cleveland University, Rev. Jona. Blanchard, President of 
Knox College, Illinois, Rev. John Rankin, Rev. Dr. Wilson, 
of Pittsburg, Rev. E. Smith, Rev. J. B. Walker, Rev. E. H. 
Nevin, Rev. Samuel Lewis, Rev. Dr. Brisbane, Rev. C. B. 
Boynton, Rev. E. Goodman, Rev. John G. Fee of Kentucky, 
&e. &c., and some from the more easterly States. 

"The" Christian Era," Chicago-the" Christian Press," 
Cincinnati-and the "Free Presbyterian," are journals de
voted to Free Missions and Anti-slavery Church Reformation. 
The "Free Wesleyan," New York, is the organ of the Wes
leyan connection. Baptist abolitionists have had their" Chris· 
tian Reflector," "Christian Contributor," II American Baptist," 
&c. &c. 
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BAPTISTS. 

The history of anti·slavery agitation among Baptists con· 
nects itself 80 closely with the history of pro.slavery move
ments in the same sect, that we must present them together. 

The position of the Baptist denomination, Northern and 
Southern, concerning slavery, was shown in a former chapter,* 
so far as it could be done without distinctly anticipating the 
account of the struggle between abolitionists and their op
posers in that sect. Some further particulars are in place 
here, connected with the anti-slavery Church agitation among 
them. 

The leading influences in this sect, I1S in the others, were 
brought to bear, at I1n early day, against all agitation of the 
subject. The violent denunciations against abolitionists, by a 
Baptist Association in Virginia, in 1880, has been noticed 
already.t A spirit of servility, as in the other sects and in 
the political parties, was already manifest among Baptists at 
the North. 'fhe Baptist Magazine, as early as 1834, like the 
leading periodicals of the other principal sects, was closed 
againsi the discussion. 

The" Board of Baptist Ministers, in and near London," 
Dec. 31, 1838, addressed a fraternal letter, signed by Eld. W. 
H. Murch, their Chairman, to "the Pastors and Ministers of 
the Baptist denomination throughout the United States of 
America." In this letter they gave an account of their o\"n 
strug~le in England against slavery in tbe British West In
dies, and made some very modest suggestions respecting 
slavery in the United States. It was directed to "Rev. Spen
cer H. Cone, President, the Board of Managers, and the Dele
gates of the Baptist Triennial Conventioll," supposing this to 
be the most ready method of access to Baptist churches in 
America. Eld. Howard Malcom, afterwards a slaveholder 
in Kentucky, though then a Northcrn man, was clerk of the 
convention. The letter was kept at Boston several months, 

• Chapter xv. t Chapter xxxv. 
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then sent to Elders Cone and Somers, New York, and by 
them returned to the Board at Boston. 

By Sept. 1, 1834, an answer W08 prepared by a Committee 
of the Board, accompanied wit.h a series of resolutions. The 
tone of these was apologetic of slaveholding, yet disclaiming 
responsibility for its existence, declining to interfere with the 
subject, and adducing the "consideration" that" there is now 
a pleasing degree of union among the multiplying thousands 
of Baptists throughout the land." '1'0 this was added a warm 
eulogium of "our Southern brethren" who" are generally, 
both ministers and people, slaveholders," yet "liberal and 
enterprising in the promotion of every holy enterprise fo~ 
the extension of the gospel." This reply, 08 well 08 the let
ter from England, were kept secret. And it was not until 
t.he publication of both documents in England, and their re
publication by the editor of the (Presbyterian) New York 
Observer, (who was gratified with the American answer) tha~ 
the editor of the Baptist " Christian Watchman" in Boston, 
after request by Eld. Grosvenor, gave them to his Baptis~ 
readers, thirteen 'fIwnths after the date of the English letter. 

Another answer, and of an opposite tone, "with more than 
one hundred and eighty signat.ures," was however sent to the 
II Baptist Board in and near London," by a Baptist Conven
tion held in Boston, May 26 and 27, 1835.-Facl8 for lJaptial 
Churches, p. 15-29. 

1/ Soon after (this) correspondence, }<~Ids. Cox and Hoby, delegates frolh 
the Baptist Union, (England) visited this country. The inlluence of the 
Triennial Convention was employed to keep them 88 silent as possible ill 
regard to the enormous sin of American slavery:'-lb. p. 99. 

The delegates were sent to America, charged by the Eng
lish Baptist Union with the following mission: 

"We send our deputation to promote most zealously, aDd to the utmoet 
of their ahility, in the spirit of love, of discretion and fidelity, BUT STILL 

MOST ZEALOl'8LV to promote the sacred cause of negro emancipation." 

The delegation attended the Triennial Convention at Rich
mond, Virginia, but said not a word in public concerning 
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slavery. One of them, Elder Cox, declined an invitation to 
take part in the proceedings of the American Anti.Slavery 
Society in New York. He also declined a similar invitation 
at Boston. But soon afterwards, at the Free·Will Baptist 
Yearly Meeting in New Hampshire, he adventured to speak 
against slavery.-lb., pp. 296-302. 

This was in 1835. On the return of the delegation to Eng· 
land, and their report to the English Baptist Union, in June, 
1836, resolutions against slavery were adopted, and it was 
voted that the committee take an early opportunity to address 
a letter to the American Baptist Triennial Convention on the 
subject. This was accordingly done, under date of London, 
Sept. 13, 1836. 

From this letter it appears that the English delegation, 
while in this country, "although they did not mention the 
subject of slavery in the public proceedings of the Conven· 
tion; yet, at a private meeting assembled for the purpose," 
they made known the import of their errand. 'rhe letter 
argued against slavery at some length. 

It was answered, Jan. 7, 1837, 1I0t by the Board, to whom 
it was addressed, but by one of the members, Elder Baron 
Stowe, of Boston, informing that" the Board, under existing 
circumstances, will not, in any way, intermeddle with the sub· 
ject of s1:wery." 

A number of English Baptist Associations adopted resolu· 
tions on the subject of American slavery, and expressive of 
their deep mortification and regret at the position of Baptists 
in America. 

The English Baptist Union, May, 1837, adopted a resolu· 
tion of sympathy with American abolitionists, and addressed 
a letter "to the Ministers and members of Baptist churches 
in the United States," entreating them to "listen to the cries 
of the oppressed, at whatever cost." Fraternal correllpond. 
ence, between American Baptist abolitionists and Baptist 
bodies in Englanc1, was continued, afterwards.-lb., pp.30-44. 

Thus encouraged, Baptist abolitionists in America, a few 
weeks after the organization of the Liberty party, and simul. 
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taneously with similar movements, in some form, among abo
litionists of other sects, assembled in a general or National 
Convention. It was held in Macdougal.Street Baptist Church, 
New York, April 28, 1840, "for the purpose of considering 
the connection of the denomination with slavery, and inquir
ing, 'What could be done ?' " 

An organized" National Baptist Anti-Slavery Convention" 
was the result. An address was issued to the Baptist churches 
of the North, and another to "Baptist slaveholders in the 
Southern States." 

This was the signal for renewed opposition. The slave
holders threatened. And influential ministers at the North 
sent forth their" Counsels and Cautions."-" Facts," &0., pp. 
44-45. 

"In 18U, the Triennial Convention was to hold its appointed meeting in 
Baltimore. All parties, North and South, looked forward with deep interest 
to this session."-n., p. 49. 

The Savannah River Baptist Association 

1. "Resolved, That we deem the conduct of northern abolitionists highly 
censurable and meddlesome, and request our State Convention to instruct 
their delegates to the Triennial Convention to DEMAND of our northern bre
thren WHETHER THEY CAN ACKNOWLEDGE THOSE FANATICS AS TREIR CO

WORKERS IN THE GREAT WORK OF EVANGELIZING THE WORLD, and to state 
fully to them the impoaibility of our further co-operation, UNLESS THEY 

DISMI88 SUCH FROM THEIR BODY." 

2. "Resolved, That the State Convention be requested to retain the funds 
seut by this Association until the Triennial Convention shall publish their 
repudiation of the whole spirit and conduct of Baptist abolitionists. "-16 .• 
p.49. 

The Camden (S. C.) Baptist Church unanimously 

" Rellolvetl, That we recommend to our Association to nse their influence 
to have Elon Galusha EXPELLED from his office of Vice-President of the 
Board of Foreign Missions; that they have a right to REQUIRE it, and should 
make his EXPULSION the condition of their future connection with tho 
Board." 

"Relloilled, That ,ve extend to Nortbem Baptists opposed to the aboli
tionists our warmest affection and fraternal regard. Tbey will ever hue 
an interest in our prayers. "-lb., p. 50. 
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The editor or the (Baptist) Re~.J Herald, Richmond, Va •• after da
aeribing the Baptist Anti-Slavery. Convention and its doings, in connection 
with the rol't'going action nr the Camden Church, says: .. In North Caro
lina, South Carolina, Georgia and Alabama, Conventions, AaaooiatiOllll .. d 
Churches, hlne noticed this Address to Southern Baptista. "-n. 

About this time a correspondent of the (Baptist) ReOOrvier t! 
Watc1muln (N. C.) stated that the President and seven of the 
fifteen Vice-Presidents of the Board of Foreign Missions live 
in slaveholding States and District of Columbia, &c., adding, 
"It is also well known that the Acting Board in Boston are 
decidedly in opposition to abolition measuTes."-lb., p. 51. 

II Tile Oircular of the Boston Board," (Dan;el Sharp, Presi~ 
dent, Baron Stowe, Secretary,) as published in the Ohristi,., 
Reflector, Dec. 2, 1840, manifests great soliCitude to exch.:le
II t'rreZevant subJects." It describes the one exclusive object 06· 
the Association, the promotion of Foreign Missions, and de~ 
precates the withdrawal of support by contributors. The 
Board must not be held" accountable for things done and not 
done, in "elation to all tVlnell, alike, the Board lias done 'lWtMng; 
because t't Itad not/ling to do." 

This was an elaborate effort to retain the support of both 
abolitionists and slaveholders, and it satisfied neither party. 
The Georgia Baptist State Convention expressed their dis~ 
satisfilction ; the Board replied, and sent out their Treasurer, 
Mr. Heman Lincoln, to explain, verbally. But aU in vain. 
The Chairman of the Georgia Executive Committee said: 

" Ir the object or the Board in sending their delegate to U8, is to try to 
steer between U8 and the abolitionists, they might have spared them8elves 
THE EXPENSE AND TROUBLE. "-Ib., p. 57. 

Tlte Amerzean and Foreign Bible Society, Feb. 3, 1841, sent. 
out an address to its members and supporters of a similAr 
character, signed by S. H. Cone, President, C. G. Somers, Cor. 
Secretary. 

A kindred" Circular of the Executive Committee of tho 
Americatl B.lptist Horne Missionary Society," S. H. Cone, Chair· 
man, Benj. M. II ill , Cor. Sec., was issued a fC\vdays after, 
Feb. 16th. r.I.'his was addressed " to the Churches." It has less 

32 
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the appearance of neutrality than the preceding documents. 
It alludes to II the action of Anti-Slavery Societies formed at 
the North." II Our brethren at the South, with great una
nimity," says the Circular, " deprecate the discussion as unwar
ranted, the measures pursued as fatal to their safety, and 
complain of the language occasionally employed as cruel and 
slanderous." But the Society could not act on the subject. 
" lYe 11eea union," say they, "as a denomination.- And as 
patriots, we must cherish religious union, as one amorlg ti,e strong
es~ alllwugl, not the most prominent, of tile bands that hold toge
tiler the Union of these States." Thus" the churches" were 
exhorted to shape their religious union, for the promotion of 
political enrls, though, in the same Circular, the 8.'\me churches 
were warned not to II furnish an armory for the secular con
fiicts of the times," but to say with Nehemiah, "I am doing 
a great work, and I cannot come down I "-lb., pp.61-71. 

Such were the teachers under which northern Baptists were 
trained for the Triennial Convention, which assembled at Bal
timore, in April, 1841. In a secret caucus, a so-called II Com-

,'promise Article," drawn up by Eld. S. H. Cone, was adopted 
and signed by 74 persons, including prominent northern men. 
Like all other" compromises" on the slave question, it gave 
all to slavery. It discouraged II innovation" and" new tests." 
This would be understood as a censure of abolitionists who 
contemplated a separation from slavery, or who refused to 
commune with slaveholders. If any should think of iLq possi
ble application to the southern" demand" of excluding aboli
tionists from office in the Missionary Board, the illusion would 
soon be uissipated by the action of the Convention. 

In the election of officers, those "demands" were substan
tially complied with, to the full satisfaction of the South, as 
was afterwards expressed. All known abolitionists were left 

.ollille Board of Foreign Jlisswl1s. Eld. Baron Stowe was not an 
exception. lIe had been obnoxious to the South, but in II: 
letter to the Foreign Secretary, read at the meeting of the 
,Southern Delegates, he expressed his unwillingness" to deny 

Digitized by Google 



SLAVERY AND FRODOll. 

any courtesy to a Christia.n brother because he is a slave-
holder." . 

Elder Elon Galusha, whose expulsion was demanded by 
name, was accordingly ostracized. Eld. Richard Fuller, of 
S. Carolina, a slaveholder, and a Biblical defender of slavery, 
was elected in his room.-lb. p. 82-3. 

The delegation from the South held a meeting before leav
ing Baltimore, and addressed a letter to their constituents, in 
which they sny-"'fhe election of the Board of Managers re
sulted agreeably to our wishes." Signed by F. Stocks, Chair
mon, J. B. Jeter, Sec. pro. tem.-lb. p. 85-6. 

But the Baptist abolitionL'lts were not discouraged. The 
anniversary of the American Baptist Anti-Slavery Convention 
was, soon after, held in New York City, and another Conven
tion was held in Boston. 

The extreme solicitude of the northern Conservatists to pre
serve II union" only precipitated the inevitable rupture. And 
the II Compromise article" of 1841, like the later "Compro
mise measures" in Congress, instead of settling" the vexed" 
question, only opened the controversy afresh. The excind
ing of the abolitionist.'l, like the Fugitive Slave bill, only served 
to sho\v the North its degraded position. The continued em
ployment of slaveholding missionaries was too glaring an out
rage to be tolerated in the free States. The proposed change 
in that policy would be equivalent to open war on their 
II brethren of the South." The two Missionary Boards, (the 
Home and the ]j~oreign) were placed in no enviable position. 
The slaveholders on the one side, and the abolitionists on the 
other, like the upper and nether mill-stone, were likely to 
grind them to powder. 

'I'he Baptist Anti-Slavery Convention and its labors resulted 
in the permanent organiZation of II The American Baptist Free 
Missionary Society," ill Boston, May 4, 1843. It was a timely 
and deci;;ive step, forming an era in the history of American 
Baptist Mission8.-lb. p. 384. 

The old Boards met again, at Philadelphia, in April, 1844. 
" The chief theatre of discussion was the Home Mission So. 
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,ciety j yet as the same individuals constituted both societies, 
the influence told with equal power on the Triennial Conven
.tWn." The point in debate was the employment of slavehold
iog missionaries. In neither society was any definite action 
reached, further than t.he' adopt.ion of resolutions evading the 
question, disclaiming any- action for or against slavery, and 
leaving each member free to be a slaveholder or an abolition
'iat, as he pleased. In the Home Society, this passed by a vote 
121 to 61. In the Foreign (from which abolitionists were, per
haps, either displaced or had withdrawn,) it was said to have 
been adopted unanimously. But neither abolitionists nor 
slaveholders could be conciliated or sat.isfied, for both were in 
earnest, and wished for some decision of t~e matter. A mo
tion, in the Home Society, for a Committee to report on 
" an amicable division," was also adopted unanimously I-lb. 
p.87-94-

Similar action was had by the Foreign Board, at a meeting 
at Providence, in 1845. 

The division was, in. fact, rendered inevitable, by the posi
tion in which the Acting Board, at Boston, found themselves 
. placed. Determined to maintain a neutral position, they were 
reluctantly driven from it, by the action of the Alabama Bap
tist State Convention. By this body a letter was addressed to 
tbe Board, Nov. 25, 1844, transmitting resolutions, in which 
they" demand the distinct and explicit avowal that slalle/LOld
er, are eligible and entitled to all the privileges and immuni· 
ties of their several unions, and especially to receive any 
agency, mission, or other appointment which may fall within 
the scope of their operations and duties." This was a test 
which could no longer be evaded. Abolitionists as well as 
slaveholders were watching them. In their reply, dated Bos
ton, Dec. 17, 1844, the Acting Board said-

.. Allow UII to expresl our profound regret that they" (the ResolutioDs) 
"were addressed to UII. They were not necessary, We· have Dever, as. 
Board, done, or omitted to do, anything which requires the expJ:1nationl and 
.t'Oftll that your lellOlutiuna' demanded.' They also pt.ce UI in the Dew 

.&Del kJiDr poaWoD. or beiDg compelled to answer byputbeLica1' queatiou,." 
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&c. They fDrther eaid that they bad" Qeyer called "' qUeeUDIl- y4lUr _(the 
alavebolder's) social equality, as to all the privilegea and benefits of the F., 
reign Missionary Union." "Nor," say the Board," bave we ever em
ployed our official inftuence in impeaching you." 

.After much ingenious circumlocution, ,they, however, pro
ceeded to say: 

"If, however, anyone should off'er himself as a mieaionary, having 
alaves, and should insist on retaining them as bis property, we could not 
appoint him." * • * "We disfellowship no ODe." * • C "Hear 
brethren ill Alabama, with thia ellpoeitico of oDr-priDciples aDd feeliDgB, caD 

co-operate witll us, we shall be happy to receive their aid. If they -caDn~ 
painful to us as will be their withdrawal, yet we shall submit to it, as beiD, 
-neither caDsed nor sought by us." 

Of the consistency of this we say nothing. The read .. 
will judge of it, and whether a principle of disfellowship 
with slavery, or only a reluctant compliance with a northern 
sentiment avowed by abolit.ionists, occasioned the refusal to 
appoint slaveholding missionaries. 

The decision produced of course a great sensation at the 
South. Conventions and Associations recommended a gene
ral Southern Convention to form a new Missionary Board. 
The Tennessee Baptist Foreign Missionary Society, however, 
at a meeting in Nashville, April 2, 1840, expressed their 
regret that the Acting Board at Boston should have been sus
pected and interrogated i yet they said, the Acting Board, by 
its answer, had " rendered themselves justly olmoxioU8 to the em
lUres of the whole clturcll," and they " Rtsolued, that, in our opin
tOn, the OonvenRon will not 8U8tain the post"tion of tlte prtM/llt 

.Acting Board in regard to IJlavery." 
These proceedings were transmitted U to the Board of the 

Triennial Convention soon to convene in annual session at 
Providence, R. L," and the closing prediction was then veri
fied. The neutral position there assumed (as already seen) 
was a virtual reproof of the Acting Board. Resolutions ap
proving their course were offered by' Eld. B. T. Welch, but 
being warmly resisted, were withdrawn.-lb., pp. 104-18, alto 
1~,&Q. 
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Bat nothing could now save either the II Acting Board" of 
Foreign Missions, or the" Triennial Convention." Their dis-
101ution was manifestly inevitable. 

" Tie Home MiuWn Board was subjected to a similar test. The Georgia 
Baptist Conyention sent to this Board the name of Mr. James E. ReeYe, 
IITATI!lG THAT H& WAS A SUnSOLD&., and requesting the Board to appoint 
him as a milaionary." 

It was also stated explicitly tbat this application was made 
to test the position of the Board. The Board declined making 
the appointment, not because the candidate was a slaveholder, 
as they were careful to explain, but because the Board, having 
taken neutral ground, would not permit that neutrality to be 
disturbed by the mode of requesting appointments. In this 
respect they placed abolitionists and slaveholders upon pre
cisely an equal footing. They said : 

II When an application is made for the appointment oC a slaveholder or 
aD abolitionist, or an anti-slaYery man, tu meA,lIr for appropriations to fielda 
where the design of the applicant is apparently to test the action of the 
Board in respect. to the subjects of slayery or anti-slavery, 'heir official 
obligation either to act 00 the appointment, or to entertaio the application, 
ceascs. Therefore, 

II Re601DtJ, That in view of the preceding considerations, it is not expe
dient to introduce the subjects of slavery or anti.slavery into onr delibera
tions, nor to entertain applications in which they Grt introduced . 

.. Re8oltJH, That, taking into consideration all the circumstances of tl18 
case, we deem ourselves not at liberty to entertain the application Cor the 
apppointment of Rev. James E. Reeve."-I6., pp. 124-26. 

The action at Providence was adapted to soothe and appease 
the slaveholders, but they bad already committed themselves 
extensively to a Southern Convention. "The South antici
pated the co-operation of the North in entering into their 
organization." The North, too, (equally opposed, as the lead
ing men were, to abolition,) would also be compelled to re-or
ganize. On both sides it was an amicable as well as a reluctant 
separation. 

THE SOUTHERN BAPTIST CONVENTION assembled at Au
gusta, (Goo.,) May 8, 1845, and formed a new missionary 
organization, of the same name. A sympathizing letter from 
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President Wayland was read, in which he said: "Your·rigbts 
bave been infringed." "We" (of tbe North) "have show~ 
how Christians ought not to act. It remains for you to show 
us how they ought to act." Mr. Burroughs, of Pennsylvania, 
was present, and said: "The Middle States were opposed to 
the action of the Boston Board, and were at a loss what 
course to pursue." The address put forth by the Convention, 
said: 

" Let not the extent of this disunion be exaggerated. At the present time 
it involves the Foreign and Domestic Missions of the denomination. North
ern and Southern Baptista are still brethren." 

A correspondence with the Boston Board was immediately 
opened for negotiating a convenient" transfer of a portion of 
the missions under their charge to the patronage of the South
ern Baptist Convention." The project was fraternally enter
tained, and the object was ultimately effected. Columbian 
College, also, was given to the South.-Ib., pp. 163-169, &0., 
also 2l4. 

"THE AYERICAN BAPTIST MISSIONARY UNION" is tbe 
name of the new organization at the North, which takes tbe 
place of the old. The time and circumstances of its forma
tion are as follow: 

A special meeting of the Baptist General Convention was 
held in New York City, Nov. 19, 1845. Eld. Francis Wayland, 
President, Eld. R. H. Neale, Assistant Secretary. Eld. Spencer 
H. Cone presented and explained the Constitution of "'I'he 
American Baptist Missionary Union," wbich, after discussion, 
was adopted i and a committee appointed "to inform the 
Trustees of Columbian College that the Triennial OonventlOn 
is now dissolved, in order that they may take such measures as 
in consequence may be necessary." 

" 'I'he Baptist General Convention" was a delegated body, 
responsible to those who appointed them i and were neither 
authorized to "dissolve," nor to form a new organization. 
But they did both, and in doing it they constituted themselves 
life members of the new" Union," free of cost, providing that 
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:C'other persons" might become life members by paying one 
hundred dollars. " This Union shall be composed of life mem
berS." . The representat.ive prinoiple was thus set aside. The 
"Union" of jl life members" is neither responsible to the COD

tributors, nor to the churohes. 
Eld. Cone, in explaining the Constitution, snid : 

"They did not want a Missionary Convention to be divided either by 
Mason and Dixon's line, or any other line; and under the proposed Con
stitution, no extraneous question of slavery or ANTI-SLAVERY, or TEIllPER
ANCE, or anything else, apart from the one great queRion for which they 
were organized. Any member may purllue hill private predilections as he 
lists, BUT HE CANNOT BRING THEM FORWARD III THE' AMERICAII BAPTlBT 
UJCION .FOR FOREIGII MISSIOIIB.' " 

It was objected that the terms of Union would admit 
either Universalists or slaveholders, but the article was no' 
changed. 

Eld. M. D. Miller, of Vermont, moved to add to the" Qual
ifications of Officers," the words, II and not SlaL'elto'lders"
thus excluding such from office. The amendment was lost. 

"Eld. J. W. Sawyer, of Maine, presented a communication on the sub
Ject of slavery, from Ute American Baptial Free M~ion Society, which 
... uaanimoualy laid OD the table." 

Eld. B. T. Welch offered a resolution in commendation of 
the" Acting Board" at Boston. It was opposed by Elders 
J. M. Peck, Turnbull, Cone, Stowe and Neale, and :finally 
withdrawn. [The" Acting Board" had refused to employ 
slaveholding mi8flionaries.] 

A communication presented by Eld. Sawyer proposed the 
following: 

''Re601vcd, That in tho secession of Southern Baptists from the Baptist 
Triennial Convention, we recognize a division between free and alavehold
ing missions, which we wish, on the grounds of Cbristian principle, to 
remain perpetual, as to &be American Baptist MiuiODary Union." 

The Resolution was not adopted. 
II Many have blamed the Free Mission Society, because it 

did not disband at the formation of this Union." But why 
'should it disband? Should it do 80, a re-union of the North 
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with the Soutb, in support of slaveholding missionaries, would 
DOt, probably, be long delayed. 

II Ever desirous of union with their brethren of the N onh, the Free Mil
aionists Bent an address to the' Union,' at its second Annual Meeting d 
Troy, May', 1848. It was with difficulty that an opportunity was gained, of 
presenting it to the Body. When it had been presented and read, immedi
ately a motion waa made to lay it on the table. The motion prevailed, one 
or two voting in the negative."-I6. p. 171-180. 

"The Union," by a vote, constituted tbe members of tbe 
Triennial Convention life members of the Union: and this in
cludes some slavebolders.-1b. p. 201. 

I, At the first anniversary of I the Union' at Cincinnati, five 
members are set down from Kentucky. The Banner and Pio
Deer (a Southern Baptist paper,) calls them 'our representa.
tives.' "-lb. p. 207. 

Eld. J. G. Binney, formerly pastor of the Savannah Churcb, 
Georgia, and highly eulogized in tbe address of the Southern 
Convention, is sustained by the A. n. M. Union as Superin
tendent of the institution for training native Missionaries.
lb. p. 168. 

"Fina])y, the I Union' has maintained slaveholding in its 
Indian Missions, up to the present time (1850). "-Ib. p. 216. 

The fact that the Baptist Cherokee and Choctaw Churches 
were slaveholding, was alluded to, in the proceedings of "the 
American Board," at Worcester, in 1844, and again at Brook
lyn, in 1845. Thus countenanced by Baptist example, they 
felt sustained in their own position.-Ib. p. 249-253. 

These churches came under care of the "Union." 

At the anniveraary of the A. B. M. Union in Philadelphia, May, 1849, 
"Eld. Colver rose and declared in the preaence of the whole Board, that the 
Cherokee churches were sanctioning 81aveholdiDg. "-16. p. 252. 

After much effort, a Report of the Committee was obtained, 
touching lightly on the subject, speaking of it as a rumor, and 
saying ~ho.t they were "taking measures to ascertain the facta 
of the case." But the facts appear to have been su1liciently 
ascertained I-Ib. p. 258-268. 
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THE BAPTIST HOllE MISSION SocIETY sun-ived the Tri
ennial Convention and the Foreign Board, notwithstanding 
the secession of slaveholders. But its character, like that of 
the newly organized" Union," seems to run in the old chan
nel. Like the .1 Union," it is controlled, mainly, if 110t wholly, 
by the northern leaders of the Baptist see~ who are in close 
fellowship with slaveholders, but have nt) sympathy with 
abolitionists-except with those who co-operate with them, in 
pref~rence to the" Free Mission Society." 

"In New York, 1846, a new Constitution was presented. 
and adopted. 1.'he chief change was the casting off of the 
auxiliaric.q," the northern as well as the southern. In a. cir
cular to the Baptist churches and associations, composing the 
Baptist Missionary Convention of the State of New York, 
written by Eld. Wheelock, agent of the society, tile reason as
signed for this change was, that attempts had been made" in 
some quarters to control the parent society, about matters of 
local policy, concerning which there were difl'~rent opinions. 
That whi('h brought the evil to a crisis was the Slave Contro
versy." By cutting off auxiliarie.q and delegations, the Board 
became independent of the people, and their voice was hushed. 
In other respects, the new Constitution took no new ground 
on the slave question.-Ib. p. 807-818, 19 . 

.. Elder N. Colver gave notice, that at the next annual meeting he shoulcl 
move, so to alter the Constitution as to instruct the Missionaries IIf the So
ciety not to administer baptism to adhering IIlaveholders, nor the ordiDaDCC8 
to a slaveholding church." 

In 184,1 the matter was called up, and la.id over again, till 
1848, when, it was indefinitely postponed. 

And yet, it is asserted that "the society has cut looso from 
slavery l"-lb. 808. 

The Society and its Reports maintain studied silence on the 
subject of slavery. It has a large number of slaveholding life 
members or life directors, whose names are given in the" Facts 
for Baptist Churches." "The number of members in the 
Slave States is two hundred and eighty-five."-lb. p. 816-18. 

Mr. J. Finch, a slaveholder, was a missionary of the Society, 
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in 1846, and the term of his nppoifltment did not expire till 
1st Feb., 1847. From the Report of 1848, it is evident that 
the Society was in the receipt of slaveholders' funds.-Ib. p. 
311-13. 

THE AMERICAN AND FOREIGN BIBLE SOCIETY nlso continues 
its former position. It receives slaveholders to membersbip, 
and says nothing against the laws or the usages which with
hold bibles froln slaves. 

The" Baptist Banner and Pioneer," or Kentucky, one or the moat bit.
ter and vindictive or all the aouthern religiuulI papers. in 1846, eaid-

" The Am. and Foreign Bible Sociely may now be regarded as the only 
ligament that binds the North and the South in union, and we trust that thia 
bond will not be inrraeted." 

It was not the" only"ligament, but it was II. prominent one. 
In 1848 the annual report showed the receipt of $6,753 53 
from the slave stlltes.-lb. p. 833, 4. 

In 1849, while the choice of officers was pending, II. motion 
that the Nominating Committee should report no names of 
slaveholders, was negatived, and slaveholders were accord
ingly elected.-Ib. p. 337, 8. 

THE AMERICAN BAPTIST FREE MISSIOS SocIETY, organized 
in 1843, admits no slaveholding members, nor any who do 
not possess "an acknowledged Christian character." It is 
"amenable to the Churches, and earnestly invites them to 
control its affairs by its annual delegations." It recognizes no 
distinction founded on color. Its plan embraces both Foreign 
and Domestic MisSions-also Bible and Tract operations. It 
has a Mission in Haiti, another in Canada., others at the West, 
and contemplates missions in several portions of the South.
President of the Sooiety, Harvey Hawes, Maine i Correspond· 
ing Secretary, Eld. C. P. Grosvenor, McGrawsville, Cortland 
Co., N. Y. i 1'reasurer, George Curtiss, Utica, N. Y. 

THE NEW·YORK CENTRAL COLLEGE, at McGrawsville, (N. 
Y.) incorporated in 1848, is an institution "pledged to the 
morality of nnti-slavery," knows no distinction of color,* and 
-----.. ---.~----. 

• In another connectioD, similar mention might have been mad, or th, eou...a 

Digitized by Google 



GUA.T STRUGGLE BllTWJ:El'l 

welcomes accomplished colored Professors, as well as stude. 
It originated with the founders of the' Free Mission Society, 
as a part of their movement. 

Whether Baptist abolitionists will be able to maintain these 
free movements without separating from pro·slavery inflllences 
in local churches and in associations, remains to be seen. But 
they deserve much credit for their efficient labors, hitherto, in 
the cause of Free Missions. If the other Baptist Missions 
should ever be divorced from slavery, it will be ill consequence 
of their efforts, and especially of their persevering support of 
the Free Mission Society. 

----- ----, --, 

A'r OBEJILDI, but the Institution ill of too long lte.ndiDg to need a pruticular notice. 
OJIBIDA IIfIm'1l'I'E, at Whitellboro, N. Y., while it exilted, and under ~ Pruidenq 
of Beriah Green, was thorough11 anti-sblV8l1 in ita ~. 
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CHAPTER XLI. 

THE ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETIES-THEm RELATION TO POLITI

CAL AND CHURCH ACTION. 

Limited, yet Ill'proprilltc labor or the Nlltional Anti-Slllvory Soeietica-Reasons whr 
their opeJ"lltions became more circumscribed-AImIIOAII .L"fD FOUlGlf A. 8. So
OI&1T-Itll courY and polloy-AXl:JuC411 AIITI-SUVIIBY SOCIItTY ainoo the diviaioo 
iu 1840-ltll excln~ive clailOll and proscriptiou or other organizations-Early indi
CIltions of its policy, political and eeclcaiasticnl-Albany Convention or 1889-
TOIle or the Liberator in Jan., 1MO-OCthe NationW Anti-Slavery Standard, after 
the division~oIution oC an enigma. 

WHILE these political and ecclesiastical agitations were in 
progress, it will readily be seen-as might have been antici
pated beforehand-that the two Anti-Slavery Societies and 
their auxiliaries could occupy, in respect to those agitations, 
only a subordinate position. Each political and each ecclesi
astical movement would be carried on by those more immedi
ately interested in it, while the Societies, as such, were not 
prepared to recommend, nor adapted to carry forward, any 
particular measures of political or ehureh action. 

And yet, they were not left; altogether without a field of 
appropriate and beneficial action. 'I'hough moral considera
tions were by no means out of place, in a political movement, 
(as politics should be founded on ethics) and though the moral 
bearings of slavery would, of course, come directly under ra. 
view in a discussion of the Church question, yet an appeal 
having no direct reference either to the religious sects or to the 
political partielt, would be of great service, and be well adapt
ed to exert an influence on many minds undllly sensitive 
when the course of their sects or parties is called in question. 
The Anti-slavery Societies, therefore, in the measure of their 
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limited means, and in proportion to the wisdom and efficiency 
of their management, continued to urge forward the general 
cause. Yet, owing to their dissensions, and other causes, their 
usefillness has been, in a degree, circumscribed, and the State 
and local auxiliaries of the two rival national societies have 
either become extinct, or have fallen into a state of compara
tive decline. 

THE AMERICAN AND FOREIGN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY-ITS 

COURSE AND POLICY. 

Since its organization, in 1840, this Society has pursued a.n 
equable and steady course. If it has not been a pioneer of 
new aggressive movements, ecclesiastical or political, it has 
not chosen the policy of interposing obstacles to them. It 
has been conducted by tholle who honestly consider themselves 
in occupancy of the original ground, and in the practice of 
the early usages of the American Anti-Slavery Society, at its 
organization, in 1833. Though this will be controverted by 
the leaders of the rival Society, an examination and compari
son of documents would perhaps exhibit as near an approxi
mation to that ground as could be exhibited elsewhere. If 
the strict letter of the old Society's Constitlltion does not de
scribe their course on the position of females, the early usages 
of the Society may be pleaded as tbeir precedent. Its leading 
members would not, perhaps, claim, tbat they bold precisely 
the same views that they once held, concerning distinct politi
cal action. As a Society, or, as a Committee, they have had 
little or nothing to say, pro or con, in respect to distinct po
litical or ecclesiastical organizations of abolitionists. Yet their 
annual reports, from time to time. have embodied important 
political and ecclesiastical records, with interesting and valua
ble statistical information connected with slavery, and with 
the progress of tbe anti-slavery cause. However vil>lently 
they mny have been denounced by another class of abolition
ists, whatever they may have failed to undertake or to accom
plish, whatever differences of opinion may be entertained in 
respect to the division in 1840, or in respect to their COllrse 

afterwards, impartial history will give them an honorable 
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place among the sincere and laborious friends of the enslaved. 
'rhe writings of William Jay will ever retain a high place in 
the anti-slavery literature of his age and nation, and the 
ceaseless ,,-igilance and untiring activity of Lewis Tappan will 
leave their marks upon every year and month of anti-slavery 
progress. No power of partY'prejudice, no narrow bigotry, 
not even connected with the most signal services and brilliant 
exploits in the cause of freedom, will ever be able successful
ly to write down such names, along with those of their asso
ciate~, Rev. Simeon S. Jocelyn, Rev. Theodore S. Wright, Dr. 
J. W. Pennington, &c. &c., as recreants to the anti-slavery 
cause. As there are limits to the dissensions of earnest re
formers, so there must also be limits to their power of crip
pling aud illjuring one another, by unjust accusations. 

AlIEIUC_\'N ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY-ITS COURSE AFTER THE 

DIVISION OF 1840. 

This Society, after the division of 1840, retaining the same 
Constitution Ilnd the SIlme name as before, claimed to occupy 
its original position, as at its organization in 1833, and not 
only regnrdt!d the new Society as "schismatic" but stigma
tized it a~ untrue to the cause. More than this. The Liberty 
party, distinct in its origin and in its peculiarities, as has been 
shown, from the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, 
has been perseveringly identified. with it, in these representa
tions, and both together have been characterized as " a hateful 
form of pro-slavery," originating in a desire to shelter the 
pro-slavery churches, to cripple" the only efficient abolition
ist.'l," and to crowd off woman from the sphere of anti-slavery 
activity_ 

lInd these things been said only by a few individuals, on 
their own responsibility, or on the spur of an exciting mo
ment, the circumstance might need little or no notice in our 
recorus. But it is not so. The repetition of these charges 
has been incessant, on both sides of the Atlantic. It bas been 
the theme of lecturers and agents, has been embodied in reso
lutions, addresses, and annual reports, and has occupied 

Digitized by Google 



GREAT STBUGGLE BETWEEN' 

columns upon columns of periodicals devoted to the interests 
of the Society. So prominent a part of the Society's oper. 
tions, has it been, to propagate and repeat these representa
tions, that the historical view of the Society that should fail 
to give this feature of it a corresponding prominence, would 
fail to record truthfully ita history. 

And since this leading feature of the Society must needs be 
noticed, including the corresponding claim that the American 
Anti·Slavery Society and its auxiliaries represent "the only 
genuine abolitionists in the country," it becomes needful, as a 
matter of historical integrity, to record more minutely than 
would otherwise be requisite, the course of a Society setting 
up such exclusive claims.* While we give due credit for the 
important anti·slavery labors of Mr. Garrison nnd his ass0-

ciates, before and since the divillion, we shall be compelled to 
record some particulars-both in respect to their political and 
ecclesiastical position-which may thro\v light on the validity 
of their exclusive claims. 

Their course since the division of the Society, and the or
ganization of the Liberty party, in 1840, should be studied 
in connection with the position held by them at that time and 
for some time previous. 

It has already been seen that Mr. Garrison and his friends 
had taken their stand against voting, not on account of the 
pro·slavery character of the Federal Constitution, but on ac
count of their principles as "Non· Resistants" in respect to 
compukory civil government and penal law. 

• The very last" Annual Report of the Massaohusetts Anti-Slllvcry SlX'iC9," 
dated Jilnunry, 1852 (page 4.8), designatea its partisans Il8 "the only efficient anti
alavery O11on" in AmeriCil-llnd repreRents the "New orgllnization" (~eaning the 
American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society) as hllving "8prnng into elti~!cnce for 
the protection of pro-slaver), eharchell." It L'peaks of "tho Apcl'Itacy of 184.0." 1\ 
UIIeS t'tilllDoro oll'enNve language, which we will not repeat. and applies opprobriolll 
epithetd to distingnished abOlitionists on both sides of the Atlantic, by nnmo. Since 
tho Report reached a!', we bavo hCllrd a leetarer of the Amcrie.m A. S. Society use 
aimilar language, expr_Iy including in hi. remarks" the Liberty PlIrty," and boaat
ing toot ho and his lIl'8ociates had" broken it down"-threatening Illso that the7 
wooM brcllk duwn an Anti-Sla.-er), Society then in proccsa of organizing, unl_ i' 
would become auxiliary to the American A. 8. Society. 
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It wns about the same time, if we correctly remem ber, tbat, 
in connection with his new views of the Sabbath, Mr. Garri
son tllrewout llints in disparagement of the commollly re
ceived ideas of the Ministry and the Church. f}'he pro.slavery 
position and tile authoritative tone of leading ministers in 
Massachusetts nnd elsewhere, must doubtless be charged with 
no smnll share of the responsibility of giving rise to these 
views and occasions for the manifestation of them. To somo 
extent, they may have grown out of corresponding cstimntes 
of civil government. Be this as it may, the di:ltuste appears 
to have been entertained against the institutions themselves, 
and not merely against pro-slavery influences and action in 
tbem. 

At an Anti·slavery Convention in 1889 or '40, Stephen S. 
Foster,-n Garrison abolitionist, introduced into an Anti.slavery 
Convention a resolution denominating the American Churches 
a "brotherhood of thieves." 'fo" come out" from pro·slavery 
churches was soon insisted upon by Mr. Foster and others as 
tbe duty of the abolitionists connected with them. We do 
not remember that Mr. Garrison expressed any dis'3ent, and 
the general tone of his paper was in harmony with it. 

Yet, at the Albany Convention, in July, 1839, as before 
noticed, the partisans of Mr. Garrison, in his presence, and 
witbont bis dissent, objected to a distinct political party, 
that it would lead to similar divisions in the churches, and to 
new ecclesiastical organizations by abolitionists. 

Again, January 81, 1840, (before the organization of the 
Liberty party or the division of the American Anti·slavery 
Society) Mr. Garrison, in his Liberator, in reply to "Gerrit 
Smith on political action," held the following language: 

"If we must have a new political party to abolish slavery, must we not 
alan have a new religious sect for the same purpose 1 Is the neceaaity 
greater in the one case than in the other 1 YET, WHO, AMONO ABOLITION

ISTS IS PREPARED FOR SUCH A MEASURE 1- As to the RIOHT of abulitionisw 

- The .. mlWlure" had already been a 811bjoot of enm~t oon~ultntion in Albany, 
&he JDly previoUB, in the morning praycr-meetinp, u beforo noticed. 
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to withdraw from the emun, eecta and start a riYal one to them all, it is .. 
indisputable as it is to organize tbemselyes into a III!parat.e political party. 
But such a COllrse, we are perauaded, WHETHEa PUasUED POLITICALLY oa 
BELIGIOI:SLY. WOULD BE PRODUCTIYE or SERIOUS MISCHlEr TO THE Al!ITI
BLAVERY CAUSE. Nor is it demanded by anything in the history of that 
cau!!e. The progress of abolitionism is strong and Bure; and, by ita OWII 
inherent power MUST AND WILL OYEaCOXE, Eaa LOKG, BOTH CHURCH .um 
STATIC, AS If OW ORGAlfIZED." 

Comparing together these apparently conflicting positions 
of Mr. Garrison and his f.·iends, we can reconcile them only 
by supposing that they wished abolitionists to "come out If 
from the pro·slavery churches, but were not pleased with the 
prospect of their organizing anti·slavery ones. 1'he non
voting policy, and the absence of a distinct anti·slavery party 
in politics, would harmonize with this. "The progress ot 
abolitionism" would then "overcome the Church and State 
as now organized," but without producing any new organiza
tions of them. We are bound in all charity to believe, on 
their own testimony, that such earnest reformers would seek 
to guide and shape reformations in accordance with their own 
views. 

'l'he II National Anti·slavery Standard "-the organ of the 
American Anti·slavery Society, soon after the division in 
1840-held a language equally revolutionary-equally con
scn"ative. The very foundations of society were to be over
turned" Yet the political parties must not be disturbed I 

" See if the calise of the division be not closely conne('!ted with the na
ture of the refurm itself. Anti-alavery is a word of mighty power. Oh! 
IT STBlIU:S AT THa VERY CORKER-STOIIES AIID KEYSTOIIBS or SOCIETY. It 
aims a death-blow at long cherished habits and opinions. It robs life of all 
facutinus honors; but aboYe, and more than all, IT WOULD PUT AN BIID FOR
aVER TO THE UIIRIGHTEOUS DOMIIiATIOIi or • THE CHURCH.' IT WOULD UK
BUT POPULAR THEOLOGY FROM ITS THaOlfE, break down the barriera 
of Boet, and, in short, RESOLVE SOClaTY IIiTO ITS If.l.TURAL ELJtME1fT8, aaving 
all the real progress that haa bt>en made in the scale of improvement. Here 
is the true iaaue on which division in our ranks is made up." 

But in the same pnper there appeared also the following: 
.. The GRUTEII1' dangar, in our opinion, is the organizing of a third potii

ical party, BTRIVING TO BREAK DOWN political organizations." 
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At this same time, and afterwards, the Standard condemned 
auti-slavery church secession and re-organization, as being a 
part of the same policy that organized t.he Liberty party. It 
repeated this in particulnr reference t.o the forming of an inde
pendent anti-slavery church in Utica, of which Alvan Stew
art, a pioneer of the Liberty party, was a member. 

Now, how' are we to decipher,and harmonize all this 7 Anti
slavery, after the model of the "Standard," is to It strike at 
tbe keystones of society," but it dreads, as the" greatest dan· 
ger," the breaking down of the old pro-slavery political 
parties I It is to "unseat popular tbeology," and "put an 
end forever to the unrighteous domination of the church"
but there must be no secessions with a view to organize anti
slavery and reformatory churches I 

We see only one solution of the enigma. If it were deter
mined to " put an end forever" to ALL civil and ecclesiastical 
institutions, and if their unhappy and unholy connection in 
this country with slavery was to be improved as the excuse 
and occasion for doing this, then the course of the official 
" Standard" becomes at once intelligible and consistent. For 
nothing could so effectually defeat the desired operation as 
the united and successful efforts of abolitionists to redeem 
those institutions from disgrace and subversion by divorcing 
them from slavery, and wielding them for its overthrow, 
which could only be done by organizing new churches and 
political parties, if the existing ones could not be reclaimed. 

A resolution of Mr. Garrison, adopted by the Middlesex 
County Anti·Slavery Society, about this time, demanded that 
" the alliance that now subsists between the religious sects and 
political parties of the North and South, be INSTANTLY 
BROKEN UP." 

'l'he pnnciple here laid down would require abolitionists to 
secede" 11lstantly" from the existing parties and sects. And 
if organized political and church action were to be, for any 
purposes, continued, it would require them to re-organize. 
But Mr. Garrison was strongly opposed to the efforts making 
in that direction. It seems to follow, that he required of all 
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abolitionists that they should act in accordance witb his prin.
ciples concerning politics and religion, by tnrtuaUy wil1ulmlD
ing /I'om tile (J/lurch and the Stale. 

n Here," according to the I Standard,' "is the true issue on 
wbicb division in our ranks is made up," or ita language has, 
to us, DO intelligible menning. 
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CHAPTER XLII. 

'l'HE AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY-ITS FURTHER COURSE 

ON POLITICAL ACTION_ 

Political element in tbe diviRion of tho Societica-Facts in iIIu.tration-P~ition or 
.. Non-ResiBtnntR"-Position of abolitionists in the old parties remaining 1Iith the 
8ociety-Coul"8e of Mr. GArI"iROn-u 10101'111 Bnasion" abolitioniatlO-RlOIIolutionl • 
. Worcester and Springfield-Presidential election of 1840-Snbeeqnent develop
ments-Opposition to tho Liberty PlIl'ty-Stato Election in New York-Political 
ethics. 

Two resolutions of the Quarterly Meeting of the Old Mas
sachusetts Anti-Slavery Society, some time beforehand, were 
understood to portend a revolution of some sort in the Amer
ican Anti-Slavery Society, in May, 1840. The previous 
annual meeting had decided in favor of women's voting, yet 
the officers had not resigned, and the business of the Society 
was going on as usual. What elements then, or what indica
tions of a revolution, were foreseen? 

At the World's Anti-Slavery Convention in London, soon 
after the division in America, the question of admitting women 
to participate in the proceedings, w~ introduced by some of 
the Aml!rican delegation. The proposition, being accounted 
an innovation on the customs of British abolitionists, including 
"Friends,"* did not succeed, whereupon Mr. Garrison and 
Borne others declined taking seats. 

During the discussion of the question, Wendell Phillips, 
- - .~--.-.-- - -------~--.--.-- --------

• It will be rempmbered tllBt U FriendR," both in Ameriro nnd I-:llglnnd, trnnaaet 
their IIC<'le,iutical bll»inCM in aepnrale meetillgtl of males nnd femlliell-llot by organ
Izing them together. This usage probllbly gll\'o rise to the Beparato organl2ation of' 
male aDd. f'eIIIale Anti-Slavery Societies in both hemiolpherea. 
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Esq., of Boston, a delegate associated with Mr. Garrison, 
"denied that the WOMAN question had occasioned the late 
division in New York. He said that it was POLITICS that 
occasioned it. n 

Without denying, with Mr. Phillips, that the II woman ques
tion" was one occasion of di vision, we may agree with him 
that "politics" had a large share in the transaction-the politics 
of those who wished in some way to wield civil government 
against slavery-the politics of those who foresaw in this the 
disturbance of their political parties-and the politics (perhaps 
we should say the anti-politic.q) of those who desired no com
pulsory civil government at all. 

The combination, for the time being, between the two lntter 
against the first, appears to have presented the political ele
ment of division, and their union in the American Anti-Sla
very Society, after the division, furnishes the key to the 
political manifestations that fullowed, including the bitter 
hostility towards the Liberty party for which that Society was 
distinguished. With a "rank and file" of whig and demo
cratic abolitionists, wedded to their old panies, the Society 
was" officered," to some extent, with Non-Resistants, who 
would have preferred to witness in their ranks no voting at 
a11, but who were unfortunately led to regard with more for
bearance the pro·slavery voting of the whig and democratio 
members of their own Society, than the rigid anti-slavery 
voting of the members of the Liberty party. 

The division in the Society at New York, and the organi
zation of the Liberty party, took place, it will be borne in 
mind, in the spring of 1840, on the eve of the Presidential 
election (If that year, and in the midst of stirring preparations 
for the contest. The resolution adopted by the Garrisonian 
mnjority, plncing the support of the pro-slavery and the anti
slavery candidates on equal grounds of disapprobation, bas 
already been mentioned. 'I'bis was the beginning of a polit
ical course for a long time pursued by that Society. It was 
the beginning. but not tbc consummation j for before election 
day arrived, it was openly taught that the securing of votes 
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tor Harrison and Tyler was Jess to be deplored than the seeur
ing of votes for Birney and Earle. This was the language 
of N. P. Rogers, one of their leading editors, and of the agents 
and lecturers of the Society. 

The annual meeting of the Massachusetts Anti·Slavery So· 
ciety, in January or February, 1840, had said nothing against 
the support of Harrison and Tyler, though there was known 
to be a strong tendency of the majority of abolitionists in that 
State to support tbem. After the nomination of Birney and 
Earle, by the Liberty party, in April, the American Anti· 
Slavery Society, as we have seen, could impartially dissuade 
from pro·slavery and from anti·slavery voting, in the same 
breath. But now, a decided preferent::e, as a choice of evils, 
was given to tbe political support of a slaveholder over an abo
litionist wbo had emancipated his slaves. 

The action of the great majority of the society and its sup
porters was in accordance witb these teachings. Non·Resist
ants, who, on the ground of their peculiar views of civil 
government, abstained from the polls, were admitted to be (as 
we have seen) but a small minority of the society and of its 
leading men-" less than an hundredth part of the society" in 
Mnssachusetts,.at the time of the division, there, in 1839-
It not exceeding," in 1841, or '42, " one or two hundred in 
all New England," and still more sparse in the other States. 
And nothing, at lI,at time, was heard of abstaining from the 
poll~, on the ground of the pro-slavery character of tbe Fede
ral Constitution or the Fedel'al Government. The vast ma
jority of the society claiming to embody" the only true aboli
tionists of the country" voted either for Van Buren or for 
Harrison and Tyler, opponents of abolitionism, while the Li
berty party, designated by them as "apostates," voted for Bir
ney, the emancipating abolitionh;t. 

Some of their active and official members were earnestly 
engaged in electioneering for a slaveholder. A member of 
the "l>U!liness committee" of the meeting oftbe Massachusetts 
AntiSlavery Society just now mentioned, having assisted to 
shape its proceedings, was found, not long afterwards, 8,' pro-
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minent speaker at political meetin~, in support of IIarrison 
and Tyler. 

The Executive Board of the same Massachusetts A. S. S0-
ciety, during the pendency of the same presidential election, 
addressed n letter to the abolitionists of the United States, 
against indepenrlentanti-slavery nominations, but said nothing 
against tlle flupport of the pro·slavery candidates. Like the 
"Standard," they seem to have felt that" the greatest danger 
was the organization of a third party, striving to break down 
political organizations." 

Soon after the nomination of Birney, in April, 1840, the 
same Massachusetts State A. S. Society, held a quarterly meeL
ing, and adopted six labored resolutions, deprecating the sup
port of Birney and Earle, but uttering not a word ngainst the 
support. of the pro-slavery candidates. Nothing was said, (as 
formerly) of" scattering votes" nt State or National elections, 
nor in favor of staying away from the polls. Of this meeting, 
the same prominent supporter of Harrison and 'J.1yler* was 
chairman. The proceedings of the meeting were published in 
the Liberatur without dissent, accompanied with snrc:lstic men
tio() of the nomination of Birney, which was spoken of as "the 
Albany f:lrcc."-See Libemtor, of April 17, 1840. 

Some time before this, (March 13) Mr. Gnrrison labored, in 
his Liberator, to show that." it is most unphilosophical for abo
litionist..'l to expend much time, expense, or thought, upon the 
approaching presidential election, "-that "it matters very liltk 
wlw 18 PI"t~8idellt," because thcre is no probability that within 
four years therc will be a Congress who will votc for the abo
lition of slavery in the District of Columbia. Yet he would 
have abolitionists bear their testimony against elevating either 
of thc candidates. 

• Mr, 'r~'ler ",nil Il .. l:Iveholdor. lIe WIlS olectod Vice-President, nt thi .. eloction, 
and, in conl'Oqoenee, beonme I'reeident by tho demi8e of Pro..ident Harrison, }Wi 

eoO!'l<e, Ill' l· ...... ident, wo h&\'8 lCen. Hell. lIarrisoll, by his pnblio ~peeehes nt Vin
cenne~ Imd Cho~iot. Imd been one ohhe eurliellt and moot violent "pro.era of nOOIi
tioniRt.~, By thi~ I1IC:III', amI by hi. lottera to 1'Olltbem polilicbns, ho IlIld gained 
lIOuV)em tin'or, and thus h. becnmc the Prellidential c:andidute of bis pau't)'. 
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In all this, we heard not.hing of the wickedness of voting 
under the pro-slavery constitution. \V tl saw nothing of the 
motto of " no union with slaveholuers." A close union with 
the SUPPQ/"feI's of slaveholders WIlS quite evident, nevertheless. 

rl'Le previous policy of" questioning the candidates" of the 
old parties, WIlS now, by general consent, laid aside. Liberty 
party men Lad candidates of their own. Non-Resistants de
sired none. And other abolitionist.c;, (whether of the" Old It 
or the" New" organized anti-slavery societiep,) appeared to 
be tolerably well content with the candidates furnished them 
by their old. political parties. Except the seven thousand 
votes polled for Birney and Earle by the Liberty party, and 
perhap:i two or three hundred non-voting Non-Resil.tants,* 
excepting, also, the sect called "Covenanters," who never 
vote, there were not, probably, any considerable numbcr of 
abolitionists who did not, at that election, cast pro-slavery 
votes. 

Now was the noon-tide glory of" moral suasion" abolition
ism, as it was called_ "\Ve must nbolitionize tllO people," 
said the advocates of this doctrine, and nIl will come right. 
And again, "Do not bring down our 1101y cause," said they, 
"into the dirty watcrs of politics." These had a holy horror 
of the Liberty party. They preferred the" Old. orgnnization," 
and hastened to vote for the pro-slnvery c.'\ndidntcs of their 
old parties. 

Let it. not be inferred that Mr. Gamson and those of his 
associates who were thorough nbolitionists, could silently wit
ness all thi~, to the close of the contest, without a. woru of 
rebuke. It was not so. 'l'he Old Massachusetts Anti-Slavery 
Society, though late in the season, at \Vorcester, October 6th, 
and at Springfield, October 8th, adopted the following, from 
the pen of Mr. Garrison: 

.. ReSOllllld, That no man can vote for William H. Hanison, or Martia 

• Some WilD cmlled themfte!\'es NOD-Re~i.tl\nl' were ~CIlrcely reftlmilled from tb, 
ptllLo, when elocli"n day came. It ia contldenlly Fnid IhnL Romo of them did \'ote. 
Be tbill .. it 1I1l1Y, tho politilllli pref"reuces IlIld iutlDeuce of lome or them .... DO 

MClet. 
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Van Borea, without Toting directly toaaataiD alaTery, and be who To1ea Cew 
IlaTery, RU .0 TlTLJ: TO TBI: NAIII& OF "'" ABOLITIONIST." 

Mr. Garrison was himself again. He here repeated the old 
anti-slavery doctrine, held before the division-the doctrine 
of ISS8-the doctrine that compelled voting abolitionists to 
form the Liberty party. Its severe but just censure lighted 
upon not one single adhering member of that party, accused 
as that party was, of apostacy from genuine abolitionism. 
But it fell, like a thunder-bolt, upon seven-eighths, if not nine
tenth!! of the members of the American Anti-Slavery Society 
and its auxiliarie.'l, to which Mr. Garrison himself belonged, 
and which claimed then, and still claims, to embody or repre
sent all the genuine abolitionism in America. 

If it fell equally upon a portion of the rival Society, (the 
"Ne\v Organization ") it fell only upon that portion of it that 
faill!d to come into the Liberty party, thus revealing the dis
tinction between them, and also the affinity of political ethics 
between portions of the Now Organization and the Old. 

The language of the Resolution justifies the estiml.lte we 
have already made of the advice previously given, in the op
posite direction. 

Such a Resolution, at the meetings of the Society in the 
winter and apl'ing, consistently carried out, and Dot neutral
ized by contrary teachings, would have hnd a salutary effoot. 
though it would have swelled the vote of the Liberty party. 
As it wn.q, it came too late to prevent the mortifying result 
already described. It had scarcely reached central and west
ern New-York, ere those who needed it had either deposited 
their votes or had committed themselves too deeply to retract. 

Nor did the infatuation die with the Presidential contest. 
It was publicly stated and never denied, that two lecturing 
agents of the American Anti-Slavery Society, professing to 
be non resistants, boasted, afterwarps, that they had saved 
thousands of votes for the whig party i in other words, for 
Harrison and Tyler. It is known that~ in their travels they 
80ught out whig committees, and made such representat.ions 
to them as induced them to subscribe for packages of the c. Na· 
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tional Anti·Slavery Standard." II No union with slavehold
ers " was- not, then, the motto of that paper, nor of the Society 
of which it was the official organ. 

A great convention of "old organization" abolitionists waa 
held at Le Roy, N. Y., JanuDry 6th and 7th, 1841, under the 
auspices of the Corresponding Secretary and General Agent 
·of the Old American Anti·Slavery Society. The proceedings 
were published in more than nine columns of the NatioDal 
Anti.Slavery Standard . 

.. The largest and most spirited anti.slavery Convention" (say the editors) 
"ever held in the State of New York." .. Several hundred delegatee were 
in attendance, and acted without distinction or sex. 1'he third party move
ment was voted down by a very large majority, .. it had been in row Slate 
Conventions previously in tbat State." .. We publiala the proceedinp 
entire." "Send it t.o tho {our wiud., that it may do the work or PIUIlITIQ 

ABOLITIOHI8111 !" 

In this Convention, as appears in the proceedings, a Res0-
lution was introduced, discussed. amended, and put into vari
ous shapes, upon the suhject of voting for slaveholders, but, 
finally, the Resolution waslost. In rejecting it 1M lhnwntion 
REFUSED to say, in any form, fi,at it was inconsistent to vote for (J 

SLAVEHOLDER I In all the proceedings, there was no expres
sion of regret in view of the course of vot.ing abolitionists, 
except those who voted for the abolition candidate, Mr. Birney. 
Among the letters to the Convention, read and published as 
from .. distinguished abolitionists," deprecating the Liberty 
party, were several from zealous supporters of Harrison and 
Tyler. 

The proceedings of this Convention were hailed in the Lib
erator as a signal triumph of the American Anti·Slavery S0-
ciety over the Liberty party and .. new orgnnization." 

By the Liberator and the National Anti·Slavery Standard 
it was apparently assumed as a settled AXiom, that politics, of 
necessit.y, must be impure-that they must be conducted on 
principles of mere expediency, nnd that moral principle, for 
the time being, must be laid aside. They derided the eft'orta 
of tbe Liberty pany, its lect.urers and ita editors, to raise dle 
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toRe of political morality, to teach the duty of honest, consci
entious, political action, to be performed religiously, in the 
fear of God, and looking to him for assistance and direction.* 
Moral action and political action were spoken of, as antago
nisms, that cannot exist together, or be reconciled. 

It was not strange that those who thought thus'of political 
action, and then undertook to direct it, should realize, in the 
results, the appropriate effects of their own theory. He is not 
to be regarded an unsuccessful operator whose work comes up 
to his ideal-his model. 

In the Autumn of 1842, an important State election took 
place in the State of N ew York, and the agents of the Ame
rican Anti-Slavery Society, with the" National Anti-Slavery 
Standard," were again in the field, in opposition to the Liber
ty party, its editors, its lecturers, and its candidates. 

The" Standard" of July 7, took the ground that abolition
ists should not insist on the" genuine" abolition of those for 
whom they were called upon to cast their votes. They were 
not to insist on " filling the State House with true anti-slavery 
men." Instead of this, they were advised to make calcula
tions whether or no" fifty men who have a strong motive for 
obliging abolitionists," would not do us more service than a 
few abolitionists who are anti·slavery to the back-bone 7" 

The comparison here instituted describes and concedes the 
distinction between the candidates of the Liberty party, and 
the candidates of tbe old parties, whom other voting aboli
tionists would have to support. The choice was between the 
two, and the suggestion was in favor of the lat.ter. 

In the Ilame paper, of Sept. 29t.h, an effort was made to per
, suade abolitionists to vote for a gubernatorial candidate who 
was a partisan of Henry Clay . 

.. Politics is a gnme or expediency, its scIence consists in a nice calcula
&ion or present auilability. Those skilled in such calculations can decide 

• II • Under eertain circnm.tsnllel',' Mr. GoodulJ thillk~, • thllt the dny~ of appl'OllCb
ing the ballot~box, aDd of preparing for itR ~olemD dutiell, might be Nt .port l1li de,. 
or ruting DOd prayer to Almighty God, by thf'llll "ho arc nCCII.tnmed tn 0""',,"0 
.-appolatmenta.' PardUD u., It .8lmile 11& thia ... -LWtralOl". Murch 20. 1S40. 
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tor themselves, whether LuUler Bradish, al Goveroor, would be likely to 
do more to support Henry Clay, than Luther Bradish, 81 a pri7ate citizen." 

It might have been added, thnt those abolitionists who 'had 
openly supported Harrison and Tyler, could have no consci
entious scruples against supporting Henry Clay. 

In the same paper, of the same date, was inserted, without 
comment or dissent, a long letter from a Whig statesman, 
William Slade, of Vermont, in which he justifies the policy 
of making the tnritr question the paramount one, for the time 
being, instend of the slave question j and then adds as 
follows: 

.. May not abolitionists better subserve the cause of abolition by thua 
aiding to secure the election or men who are willing to take IIODKIU.Ta 

ground ag-olinat Ilavery, than to lose their inflnence, as to present PRACTICAL 

PURPOSES, by Ihutting themlelvel up within the Itraightened enclosure of a 
third political party 1" 

Such was the political morality inculcated and exemplified 
by the official organ of the American Anti.Slavery Society, 
up to the autumn of 1842, on the eve of an importnnt State 
election, and looking forward to the Presidential campaign of 
1844. Posterity will compare such political ethics with those 
of the Liberty party, and decide upon the claims of the former 
to represent the only true abolitionism of America, and whe
ther the latter gave evidence of npostacy from the anti-slavery 
cause, in not acting with them. 
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CHAPTER XLIIL 

SECOND REVOLtTTION' IN THE POSITION AND POLICY OF THE 

AMERICAN' ANTI·SLAVERY SOCIETY, IN 1844. 

A !I'D Uaioa witb 81avebold8l'll"-The Federal Colllltitutioa U a covenant with death 
aDd an agreement with bell"-Import of the .. No Ualou" motto-Some ad,VIIII:

tapa of tJU Dew poeitioa-lta oriliD and hilltol)'. 

P ASSIN'G over an intervening space of about one year and 
a half, we find the American Anti-Slavery SoCiety, at its 
annual meeting in May, 18-14, raising the flag of "No Union 
wit.h Slavehoiders,"* demanding a dissolution of the Union, 

• It haa not alwaya been 8I!Iy for other abolitionist.~ to understand prccill8ly what, 
aDd how much, is included by Mr. GlIJTi80n and his uaoeiates, under the pbnae, 
"No union with elaveholders." It tbey mean only a IIIp11ration of the DOa-fl1ave
holcliOl Stataa from the alave States, the meaning would bo sufficiently clear, and 
the proposal dOllerves ntteation. But 8uch II ..epaJ'lltion would not bo a !IepIIrBtioll 
between the pro-alavel)' and the antioalavery portion. of the nation. n would 
leave the alaves, free colored people of the Bouth, and many of their white frienda 
0lI the Boath aide of the line; while many of tho' moat deapotic Ktllt08men and ller
vile voters wonld remain on the North toid!'. It would leave the" blllck law" Iogia
lation of the free Stataa in full force. Neitber morally nor politically woald tbe 
pog1'IIpbica1line of division de80ribe tbe true Mperation. Appeals 80metimes tnade 
ia favor of "no union witb alaveholdcrs," teem to overlook this. It seerna to hav. 
been .. ~umed that the relation of 1\ common citizenahip between a slaveholder and 
a friend of liberty is, ",. N, a sinful rolation-that it is wicked to ait III the Mine 

Congress whero a lIaveholder sita, or to go to the lame ballot-box with him. Thi. 
idea would eocord with the tbeol)' of no oivil government. Ita adoption would 
render civil goverotl\ent impoeaible, 80 long AI thero remained a wicked la"l_ man 
in tbe nation; In other words, 10 1001 .. a civil governmeat, to repl'88s crime, ia 
needed. ThiB idea a1~ _umes that civil go\'emment IB mensly a voluntary 1MOOi .. 
UDn, into whieb the citizen DIlly enter, or not, lIS he ploasea. This too accords witll 
the non-gDvernment tbeory. And its edvOClltoe doubtl_ andrratand tb_lves .. 
holding DO political connectlon~ .itA" witll Ilawltoldlr., or ",itllall, W, tIM. The 
IIIp11ration, on their part, involves no IIIIt-denial, and consists in no new or die
arimlnative act. To thOlA of other views, who hold tbemaelves ill /II1II, "hether 
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denouDcing the Federal Constitution as pro-slavery, "a cove
D.ant with death, and an agreement with hell," under which DO 
abolitionist can consistently hold office, or vote for another to 
hold office. This was a memorable revolution in tbe Society 
and its policy. 

In many respects there was an advantage gained by the 
Society in taking this new ground. The favorite policy of 
fWt voting could now be placed on an anti·slavery basis, and 
openly urged .1 on the anti·slavery platform," with the aid of 
anti-slavery funds, instead of depending upon the still mod
erate number of "Non-Re.'1istants," who were consistent 
enough to abandon the polls. The experiment of keeping 
other abolitionists altay from the polls had proved, thus far, 
a manifest fll.ilure.* The anti-slavery reputation of the S0-
ciety, as well as the interests of the cause, had suffered severely, 
and the lost ground must be regained. The startling doctrines 
and measures thus propounded would arrest attention and 
excite discU8.'1ion. Instead of lagging behind the Liberty 
party, and hanging on to the skirts of the old pro-slavery 
parties and their slaveholding ca.ndidates, they could now 
claim to outstrip them in the march of separation from slave
holders, and retort upon them the charge of inconsistency in 
their political associations.t How far, or whether at all, these 
considerations had weight, we pretend not to say. They 
naturally suggest themselves on a review of the history. '!'he 
reader will judge. 

thoywiU or DO, a part of the Dntion they re~ide in, _of their nppeals hnve there
fore no force. But when they urge tho duty of di~"olving the Union between tho 
tree and alave StateR, nn the ground that the Union upholds ~Iavery, they propound 
&lIIIriOO8 and intelligible qu~tion, and one thnt comes home to the col1~cience and 
Interests of every northorn citizen. 

• So well known and almOl\t nnh·ersal WOII the detlire to vole, that Stephen S. 
Fo~ter and some othe~, It is nndcl'l'tood, proposed amonll their 8880ciatllll IIOme 
mode of ftnti-.lllvery voting, distinct from the obnoxioll8 Liberty pnrty. But either 
the proposnl WDB overrllled, or no other pInt form of anti-slavery voting could be 
devised. 

tIn OctobeT', 1842, 0 Liberty Party C.onvcntion at Syrncuso, N. Y., had iMucd a 
oirclllar dlll'CTibiog the political influence of the Americon Anti·Slavery Society, 
which Willi not to be conveniently answered till the course of the Society WIll 

chanced-
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So radical a change could not have been effected in a mo
ment. A strong under-current mllst have been at work during 
the enactment of the scenes before described. The particulars 
are not fully before us, and we have little space b)r them. 
We are told that Wendell Phillips, Esq., first affirmed tho 
pro·slavery character of the Federal Constitution and the 
inconsistency of voting under it, at a Cunvention in Dover, 
N. n., in October, 1841.* Mr. Garrison is said to have 
expressed in conversation, at that time, his dissent. It is be
lieved that he once held the anti-slavery character of the 
Constitution, along with N. P. Rogers and S. J. May. 

But at the next anniversary of the Society in Ne\v York, 
May, 1842, the proposition was brought forward by Mr. Gar
rison himself. His annunciation of it beforehand, caused 
lOme excitement, and the Executive Committee in New York 
were alarmed. A note of dis:l.vowal was sent by them to the 
pro-slavery editor of the N. Y. Courier and Enquirer, stating 
that the committee did not approve the annunciation-that 
Mr. Garrison was not the Society, &c., or words of that 
import. 

Two years afterwards, May, 1844, after an earnest debate, 
a majority of those present at the annual meeting adopted the 
new policy, and many withdre\v from the Society.t The 
change in the course of the Society thenceforward was strongly 
marked, and the tone of the" National Anti·Slavery Stand
ard," under the charge of other editors, also changed. 

'I'he political history of the Society, however, does not end 
here. But we must digress a little at this point to notice 
another schism in the Society. 
---. --_.-. __ .. _--------

• We are not quito certain of the ACCnracy of some of these dates, but think thelD 
BnmciontlYeArly. . 

t Whetber it WDI on this OCCo'L.ion, or before, or lI1\erwardll, we cannot ~ay. but at 
ODO period two or more lecturcl'll of tbe Society fonnd it difficult to pronollnce tbe 
Dew shibbolC!tb of a "pro-Rh"'ery Constitution" having boen 80 long _tomed to 
prolllnlguto tho contrary doctrine, nalearncd from N. P. Rogeni and Samoel J. MAy, 
In 1886. The Federal CoUN were cited on the other aide, but theirs was wtoroated 
&eltimony, Bnd ought Dot to hllve boen receh·ed. 
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CHAPTER XLIV. 

FURTHER DIFFICULTIES IN THE AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY 

SOCIETY. 

Natural working or the new theories ooncerning Church and StAte-No P_ Bogen
Hi, inll.exiblo adherence to his theol')'-Tha CoUision. 

THE particulars that follow' may illustrate the effects of ex
cessive exclusiveness among reformers. They lliay also throw 
light on that phase of attempted reformation tl1at seems to 
look in the direction of displacing all organized control ill 
human society. 

Some of the leading minds in the American Anti-Slavery 
Society, after the division of 1840, were understood to repu
diate the ideas commonly expressed by the term "Church," 
and the term" State," as regularly constituted organizations. 
It seemed to many, however, that their cherished organizations, 
the Non-Resistant Society and the Anti-Slavery Society, to
gether or separate, constituted, to them, both a Church and a 
State,-the union of Church and State being of the most in
timate kind, amounting to identity; the discipline and polity 
being of the most rigorous and stringent character-the ana
thema tremendous-the infliction precipitate and unsparing. 
The absence of any other Church or any other State, would 
naturally tend to concentrate and vitalize, at this central point, 
whatever of the governing propensity in human nature (if 
there be any) that remained in them. This was believed to 
be the case. 

If it were so, the fact would be likely to develop itself 
among the subjects of this government. Attracted within its 

34 
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jurisdiction by perhaps an excessive dread of subordination, 
they would be likely to feel it the more keenly, if it should 
ever happen to be exercised upon themselves. The contin
gency was not long lingering. 

Nathaniel P. Rogers, Esq., of New Hampshire, was a man 
of genius-of strong mental powers-an original and rapid 
thinker-a racy and vigorous writer-a non-resistant-and an 
abolitionist of the Garrison school. For a time he edited the 
National Anti-Slavery Standard, N ew, York, then again the 
Herald of Freedom at Concord, N. H. In energy of purpose 
and weight of talent, he was second to no man among his 
associates, except Mr. Garrison-perhaps not second to him. 
He held himself subordinate to no man. There may have 
been a latent and unconscious rivalry between the two. To
gether, and with the concurrence perhaps of one other, a 
lady, the Society was easily managed. Pitted against each 
other, Greek against Greek, there must be schism. 

With N. P. Rogers, his phase of abolition and his theory of 
non-government were no empty abstractions. At)easi he 
could not consent to be governed. He had not abjured the 
Church, to recognize a Bishop, nor the State, to bow before a 
Throne, or to any power, male or female, behind it. He 
spurned, as instinctively, and as indignantly, the rules of 
order observed in Anti-slavery Conventions aDd annual meet
ings, as he would those of Senates or Synods. When he 
spoke, as he often did with great power, he would Dot confine 
himself to reported resolutions. In Executive Committees 
he saw Sanhedrims, in Presidents of Societies, Popes, in re
corded minutes, precedents, in Constitutions of voluntary as
sociations, forms of government. These, as a consistent Non
Resistant and lover of liberty, he abjured. He became" a 
disorgallizer" in the view of some who had beeD stigmatized 
as disorganizers themselves. In meetings of the Society, these 
points became matters of earnest debate. On one occasion 
of the kind, at Concord, in 184:1, we were incidentally a wit
ness, while Stephen S. Foster maintained against Rogers the 
claims of order, organization, and official prerogative. 
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The same sentiment forbade tbat Mr. Rogers should re
cognize the supervision of bis II Herald of Freedom" by the 
Executive Committee of the New Hampshire Anti·Slavery 
Society, that claimed it as their organ. "I have to edit the 
Herald," said he, "and what I have to do, nobody else is to 
do or direct for me." A dispute arose concerning the con
trol and the proprietorship of the paper. The merits of the 
case we do not know i but botb sides had their warm parti
sans. The controversy was carried to Boston. Mr. Garrison 
was among those who took sides against Mr. Rogers. The 
paper went out of his hands, but he started another of the 
same name, and maintained a controversy while he lived, for 
bis health declined and he died, but not until the breach had 
extended beyond the boundaries of New England. Where
ever there were supporters of the American Anti-Slavery So
ciety in central and western New York, there were found 
some who sympathized with Rogers. The denunciations of 
his opponents against bim were quite as severe as anything 
that had ever been fulminated against the "new organization" 
and the Liberty party. How the breach in the Society was 
healed-if it. be healed-we cannot exactly say, but the pen
alty of insubordination and" schism," under the administra
tion of the American Anti-Slavery Society, is now well un
derstood. Its governors have evinced their capacity to bear 
rule. 
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CHAPTER XLV. 

\ POLITICA.L COURSE OF THE AMERICAN ANTI·SLAVERY SOCIETY 

SINCE ITS REVOLUTION OF 1844. 

The SOIlIety not wholly compoaed of "Non-Reliatanta"-P08ition of ita polltici_ 
Welcomed .. membera of tho Society-Commonly connectod with the old politioU 
parti8l!-Conseqnent atlinJard of their political action, .. compared witb tbl' Lib
erty party, or with tbe motto of" No Ullion with Slaveholdera"-On a level with 
the mere" Wilmot Proviso" politicians, or the platform of tho Free Soil puty
Their reception of tbe nomination of Mr. Van Buren, in IM8--Chargee of apos
talC)' agaillst tbose Liberty Party men who came into the aamo me8llure-RclaliOD 
of" Non-Resistants" In tbe Society to this politicalatllndard of tbelr lIII!'ociat_ 
Their policy read in the light of thoir thoory-FactII in coDfll1lllltion-Embanua
menta of political abelitionista in consequonce of this opposition. 

IT may, perhaps, be inferred, from the features of the revo
lution of 1844, that the American Anti-Slavery Society was 
afterwards or is now composed wholly of abolitionists who 
decline political voting-some on the principles of the Non
Resistance Society, and some or all on the ground of II no 
union with slaveholders," and the "pro·slavery Constitution 
of the United States." 

Such 0. conclusion would be wide of the mark. The society 
that, on the ground of these features, (so recently acquired,) 
claims to be and to 'lave been, 8ince 1840, the only true Anti
Slavery organization in America, contains political voting 
members still. How numerous they are, or what proportion 
of the entire body, we say not, now:-but it contains them. 
It welcomes them. It chooses to retain them. By its agents 
it invites the co-operation of such, assuring them that the 
"anti·slavery platform is as broad as ever-broad enough to 
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receive those who vote under the Federal Constitution as well 
as those who decline doing so. ,,* 

And this is not all. It has no rules and it desires none, for 
excluding those who vote for slavery, and even for slavehold
ers. We have the authority of Mr. Garrison in his Liberator, 
for saying tbis, although he declared, in his Springfield and 
Worcester Resolutions, in 1840-before cited-that such a 
voter "/la8 no title to t~e name of an abolitwni.'Jt." 

When reminded by a Liberty League correspondent that 
the American Anti-Slavery Society, as well as other anti-sla
very societies, contained pro-slavery voters and members of 
pro-slavery cburches; he denied not the fact, and pleaded that 
the original Constitution of the Society, which remained un
changed, did not exclude them, but only excluded slavehold
ers. He went furtber, and vindicated the policy, even at that 
late day, maintaining, in Bubstance, that assent to the anti
slavery pn·'lciples of the Society was the proper test of mem
bership, nnd tbat each member must be left free to judge 
whether or no he honored his principles in his p,·acti.ce, so long 
as he did not become a slaveholder. lie might vote for slave
holders, and hold religious fellowship with them, and remain 
in the Society. 

In the light of this avowal, the exclusive claims of the 
American Anti-Slavery Society to purity of membership may 
be tested. The relation of the Society to politics, since 1844, 
may also be underStood. 

The Society is not a Society of self-disfranchised non-voters, 
after all, as the" Covenanters" are. While some of its mem
bers hold tbat position, others of tbem do not. In the matter 
of membership, it is not a test. To the merits of that posi
tion, whatever they may be, the Society, as such, has no valid 
claim. 

Still further, the test of membership in that Society-as in 

• This language was lately beld, in our bearing, at Rochelter, by Mr. S. S. Foaler, 
agent of tbe Society, wbo WI\.. laboring to persuade an Anti~la\'el')' Society then 
organizing, and COlDpoHd chielly of politioU TOtera, to booonle auxilia'1 to tho 
.AmeriCllll A. S. Society. 
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others-opens the door to those voters who, in Mr. Garrison's 
view, II have flO title to the flame of abolitionists." How then 
does he ascertain the claims of the Society to the name of 
abolitionist, in contrast with the claims of other societies? He 
need not institute a comparison with the Liberty party, which 
contains no such voters. 

The Society is composed, to an unknown extent, of politi
cal voters*-perhaps of pro·slavery voters. In the &ciety 
they have an equal right with Mr. Garrison and faithful abo
litionists. How then does the motto of II no union with slave
holders" expurgate the Society? Is there no union with 
slaveholders in a. voluntary and fraternal union with those who 
vote for them? 

Being composed, to a. certain extent, of political voters, the 
Society must have a standard of political ethics and action. 

It has one. How does it compare with the standard of 
other anti·slavery societies, and with the standard of the lib
erty party? 

No anti-slavery society that we know of has a. lower stand
ard, in this respect, than the American Society. The Liberty 
party has a. much higher one. 

Political voters connected with the American Anti-Slavery 
Society, since 1844, it may be presumed, with possible excep
tions, have not voted with the Liberty party. The dread of 
being branded II apostates," if nothing else, will have restrained 
them from that. . 

For whom, then, have they been casting their votes? And 
what tone of political ethics has been indicated by their 
voting? 

The candidates of the Liberty party, before its incipient ab
sorption into the embroyo Free Soil party, in the autumn of 

• It i. not known that the number of non-voting Non-Resistants baa Increueci 
Binee they were estimated at "one or two hundred in all New England." Some 
prominent ndvocntell of the doctrine have resumed voting. WebOW' or raw who 
abstain from the polla on account of the .. pro-slavery Coaatitutiou," bot there &1'11 

BOme. If politiClil voters do not oompoee a majority of the IIUPportenl of the Society, 
it mWlt be foebler th8ll we have auppoeed it to be. 
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1847, were n.lways pledged to the abolition of slavery in the 
District of Columbia, and Territories, the prohibition of the 
inter-State Slave trade, and the non-extension of Slavery. 
This was the old demand of abolitionists. The Liberty 
League, and the Df the Liberty pDrty th«:7 
,&YrDrption, have demanding thr Df 

in the highest standard 
rbolitionism. 

Have the the votes of 
dIBericn.n Anti-Slooeey since 1844, be¥~YA 
the measures of even the old Liberty party? 

To ask such a qUeRtion is to answer it. Though the tone 
of anti-slavery feeling in portions of the Whig and Demo
cratic parties has been rising, their oandidates have not been 
pledged to these meaaures~ 

'1'he measures of 
eerbidates, have 

the Old Massz:,ebmsette ebeti-Slavery Societ'l 
m'l(}]'ds a similar It designates thc, 

party as fallinh demands of <or""""""" 
tionism. It is so, precisely at those points wherein it falls 
short of the position of the Liberty party, as just now re
corded_ 

But the very highest standard indicated by the votes of 
members of the American Anti-Slavery Society, even since 

is that of th" p"rty, or that of 
of the Whig parties. To 
of voting collld himself poins; 

'"'if,''''',''' them to vat" m"cfictzzW of the Liket,p 
nut this he has follows that the 

ard of political action countenanced by the American Anti
Slavery Society, even since its revolution in 1844, has been 
lower than that of the old Liberty party. 

Since 184-1, as truly as in 1842, the influence of that S0-
ciety upon its political voters has been to lead them not to 

imiist" on the" obolition of those 
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cast their votes, but to prefer voting for those who "have 
a strong motive for obliging abolitionists." 

The lowel' standard of political abolitionism has uniformly 
been prefel-red by the Society and its leading members to the 
higher. And the voting members of the Society, when voting 
with any reference at all to the slave question, have voted ac· 
cordingly. Let facts testify. 

When certain" progressive" whigs and democrats espoused 
"the Wilmot proviso," they constituted the only political ele
ment then in the country adverse in any degt;ee to the as
cendency of slavery, except the Liberty party. For this 
these statesmen deserved due honor, but they did not come 
up to the higher political ethics and demands of the Liberty 
party. The leading influences and the voting members of 
the American Anti·Slavery Society supported the former 
(though standing in their pro·slavery parties, and sometimes 
voting for slaveholders) in preference to the laller. 

Did this course honor their new flag of " No union wi~ 
alaveholders ?" 

Measure the distance between the platform of mere "Wil· 
mot proviso" and that of the Liberty party, pledged to the 
abolition of slavery, and you have the distance at that period, 
between the political ethics of a voting Garrison abolitionis~ 
and a voter in the Liberty party. The former voted only 
against the extension of slavery-the latter against its exten
sion and in favor of its aboZitwn. 

The lower standard was again preferred to the higher, when 
indications appeared of the organizing of a "Free Soil party." 
That measure encountered none of the virulent opposition 
that had been manifested against the formation of the Liberty 
party. 

And yet again, when the question presented itself, of the 
absorption of the Liberty party in the Free Soil party, the 
same preference was again witnessed-though amid some con· 
fusion of tongues, as different; aspects of the transaction pre
sented themselves. The leaders of the American Anti·Slavery 
Society could not fail to see that in such a movement the 
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members of the Liberty party would lower down their stand· 
Q,rd of political abolitionism, and the first impulse was to re
proach them for their defection. "Leading Liberty party 
men" said they" are preparing to desert the slave. Have we 
not always said they would prove untrue?" A second glance 
revealed to them the fact that in such a movement the mem
bers of the Liberty party would be coming into close political 
affinity with the "Wilmot proviso" voters in the old Ameri
can Anti·Slavery Society. Above all, the troublesome Liberty 
party would be crippled, perhaps disbanded. " Liberty party 
men" said they "are coming to their senses." " We have 
strong hopes of this new movement." 

We may filiI to recall the precise words, but the import of 
both tllese conflicting comments came close on the hecls of 
each other in the Liberator and Standard. 

At tIle Free Soil nomination of Martin Van Buren at Buf
falo in 1848, Rev. Samuel J. May, a 1/ non-resistant" aboli
tionist, a leader from the beginning of the" old organization," 
gave his approbation of the movement in a speech, and in
voked upon it the blessing of Heaven in prayer. At no 
Liberty party nomination that we know of, was his approving 
voice eVE'r heard 'or his prayers offered. TIIlI8 deep into "the 
dirty waters of politics," he could not have descended. Yet 
Samuel J. May is one of the most liberal minded men, one 
of the most earnest abolitionists, in the Society to which he 
belongs. 

And after all this, at a convention of all descriptions of 
abolitionists at Syracuse, (the residence of Samuel J. May) 
an abolitionist of the Garrison sc;hool vehemently insisted 
upon the rottenness of the Liberty party, and adduced, in a 
way of evidence and illustration, the fact that so large a por
tion of it had lowered down the high and holy standard of 
abolitionism, by becoming absorbed in the Free Soil party I 
TIe seemed to forget that in this transition-however it was 
to be described-they had come upon the highest platform 
of political action ever sanctioned by the" old organization" 
-that the high and holy standard of abolitionism apostatized 
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from, was that of the old "one idea" Liberty party-though 
even this was not deemed as utopian and ultra as that of the 
Liberty league. 

The question forces itself upon our attention: How can 
such radical abolitionists as Mr. Garrison and his associates 
undoubtedly are, prefer that those who 00 make use of the 
ballot box, should espouse a lower instead of a higher stand-. 
ard of political abolitionism? 

It seems hardly compatable with their known sagacity and 
characteristic dread of compromise to suppose that they fall 
in with the shallow policy of attempting to achieve great ends 
by temporizing expedients. 

Their views of the Federal Constitution and of the limited 
powers of the Federal Government, cannot account for it. 
Though they decline voting themselves, they willingly and 
without conscientious scruple, make political suggestions for 
the guidance of those who do vote. They have not ques
tioned the constitutional powers of Congress over the slavery 
of the Federal District, the Territories, and the inter-state 
slave trade-as well as the non-extension of slavery_ Yet we 
have seen them steadily prefer that voting abolitionists should 
rally on the latter issue alone, rather than that they should 
include likewise the former and the more important. Politi
cally, they are non-extensionists, rather than abolitionists. 

If it be said that they had hopes of accomplishing the one 
and not the other, we repeat that such compromises and ex
pedients do not come within the scope of their accustomed 
activities and methods. 

It must be remembered that they are non-resistants as well 
as abolitionists. They believe that slavery is wicked i hut 
they believe, too, that the compulsory abolition of slavery 
by the strong arm of civil government, would also be wicked_ 
How then can they consistently or conscientiously advise efli.
·cient political action for the compulsory abolition of slavery? 
An incident or two will show the pertinency of the question. 

When the platform of the proposed Liberty league was 
published, it encountered, of course, the searching scrutiny 
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of'Mr. Garrison. He evidently saw that it was free from 
some of the objections that bad been made against the Liberty 
party, and that it was adapted to find favor with the most 
radical class of such reformers as make use of the ballot box. 
It was equally plain that he did not wish them to fall in with 
it. He found no fault with its proposed objects-abolition, 
free trade, &0. It became necessary to state his objections. In 
doing this, the key-note of all his political advice was clearly 
revealed. He objected distinctly to the compulsory action of 
civil government, even for the abolition of slavery. And, 
with some seeming warmth he affirmed, that if the penman 
of the document, his old friend, were placed in the position 
of Chief Magistrate, he could not carry out the measure with- ' 
out a practical rejection of Christianity in usil'lg physical 
force. 

The same sentiment was again uttered distinctly, by Mr. 
Garrison and Henry C. Wright, at the anniversary of the 
American Anti·Slavery Society, May, 1801, at Syrncuse. A 
discussion with Liberty party men concerning political action 
agahlst slavery, drove them, at last, to that posit.ion. 

If this had been understood on both sides, and kept in mind, 
from the beginning, much angry and misdirected altercation 
might have been spared. ' If it can be remembered hereafter, 
it may prevent similar wranglings, in time to come. 

Non-Resistants do not seek to suppress crime-not even the 
crime of slaveholding, by the strong arm of civil government. 
Their appeal is rather to the slaveholder. They would have 
the slave-laws repealed: but they understand that, under a 
compulsory civil government, such a repeal would be followed, 
if needful, by the forcible suppression of slaveholding. For 
this t.hey are not prepared, and cannot be, while they remain 
Non-Resistants. They are shut up (if consistent) to mere mo· 
ral suasion. This is t.heir field. Let them occupy it without 
being reproached. They have a right to their own principles 
and to corresponding measures. 

Abolitionists believing (as most abolitionists do) in a com· 
pulsory civil government, have an equal right to their own 
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principles and measures. If they understand themselves, the,. 
will not follow the political ad vice of those who do not seek 
the compulsory suppression of slaveholding. For refusing 
such advisers, they do not deserve to be denounced as untrue 
to the slave i nor denied the honorable name of abolitionists 
because they do really seek the abolition of slavery, * and not 
merely the emancipation of the slaves. 

Among the obstacles which political abqlitionists in Ameri
ca have been called to encounter, one of the most formidable 
and perplexing (because, by many, unperceived) has been the 
influence of political advisers, earnest emancipationists, who 
have believed it wicked to 8Uppre88 slaveholding by a government 
'WiJ!lding physiCal force. Had they al ways and steadily exhibited 
the ethical foundations of their political advice, that advice 
would have been understood, and there would have been no 
occasion for complaint. 

If the boast, already begun by lecturing agents of the 
American Anti·Slavery Society, Non·Resistants, that they 
have broken down the Liberty party, should prove well
founded or prophetic, the reader will see how, on what prin
ciples, by what methods, and with what auxiliaries, the work 
was, or will have been, accomplished. And posterity will 
judge how much the exploit fncilitated the abolition of Ameri
can slavery, or vindicated the claims of the victors to the title 
of "the only true abolitionists in the country." 
. Those who would understand the history of political aboli
tionism in America-its origin-its nature-its objects-its 
obstacles-its future prospects-will find no occasion to com
plain that we have detained them too long on this topic. Its 
study will furnish them with a key tG-many intricacies other
;wise inexplicable. 

• The phrase "lJIiolilioA 'II ,laM'Y," in ~trictnC8S of speech, lIS wellu in popnlu 
uaage, esproaaea the act of repealing the slave rode, 11M enpproaaing the practice of 
e1avllholding. Thill wu the" abolition of NaVllry" in the British West J ndiee. If 
all the slaveholders in America shonld emancipate all their slaves to-<lny, that would 
DOt be tbe abolition of American 8lavery. Slaves migbt be held again to-molTOw. 
Nou-Reailltanlll opposed to IIlavory, are properly _iptIUom.u. We will call 
them lJIiolilioA",., if they prefer it, but in doing 10 we must 1110 the word In a DOW' 
'lAd __ OdBtOd aigni!catioll. 
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XLVI. 

OF MR. GARIs;IIOlI, 'IHE AMERICAN 

SOCIETY AND ITS MEMBERS, SINCE THE DIVISION IN 1840, IN 

RESPECT TO ANTI-SLAVERY CHURCH ACTION. 

Sympathizers with the" CleriCIII Appeal"-an inconsidtlmble and low mInority of 
the Liberty party-Unhappy ecclesiastical connections (no\'ertheleNI>, ora majorltJ 
of ita memben-Samo incooailltency found in tile Americun A. S. Society-Anti-
llew,ry Church agitetion" ""crlookcd by the JOl".y""""!Ey"",, 
,,,~ytle-Anti-Slllvery Chuw?" we-organization little 
PY",.l"lon of tile Amer. 80,l,,,y wywleera who dcsire no 

which repul~ed mY"mbera from thnt 8ocEdi'~.i':".,d"i,,,Ll,,,d 

},'ttEon orthose mcmbe" 
with pro-slavery ""'!r~' 

end-Other !lide of 
Mr. Gumson. 

WE have seen that Mr. Garrison and his associates in the 
American Anti-Slavery Society, at an early day, discounte
nanced withdrawal from pro-slavery parties and churches, with 
a view to the organizing of new ones j-that thtEg ,,,,·,,,,..,.n.', .. 

dt the same timtE, dnd raised the Cleg" 
of pro-slavery then, and sin}ltE" 

time, they have charged upon 
Foreign Society (with whieS 

the Liberty party), eprung into exiett,'Yl('t.; the 
protection of pro-slavery churches"-claiming for themselves 
and their Society the exclusive credit of fidelity to the slave, 
in tbis particular. 

Here are claims to be scrutinized, charges to be examined, 
apparent discrepancies to be reconciled, or accounted for, 

The facts of the CeetE impartially present4;5,l 
way can these solved, or T\no,,,,,·,,,, 
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possession of any trustworthy history of the anti-slavery move
ment in America. This we shall endeavor to do, so far as our 
limits will permit. 

We have already said that those abolitionists in New Eng· 
land, who sympathized with the "Clerical Appeal,"in its ten· 
derness towards pro·slavery ministers, took ground ngninst Mr. 
Garrison and were drawn into the "Ne\v Organization"-per· 
haps some of them iuto the Liberty party. Hence the claims 
and representations to which we have referred. But thue 
were only a small pnrt of the New Organization-a very small 
part, certainly, of the Liberty party. 

We have also said that a large portion of the Liberty party, 
including, of course, a considerable number of those who pre
ferred (on the whole) the "New" to the "Old" Society after 
the division, continued in their old Churches, (many if not 
most of them pro-slavery,) and that this, in our view, was 
among the causes why the mnjority of the Liberty party could 
not perseveringly maintain the high standard of political ethics 
which gave rise to that party. 

With this full and free statement concerning the party with 
which we have acted, we must be permitted to connect another 
concerning those who stood aloof from that party, who oppo
sed it, and who belonged to " the Old Organization" with Mr. 
Garrison. 

According to the best information we have ever been able 
to collect, the portion of the American Anti·Slnvery Society 
who wish to sustain any OImrch relations at al~ are quite as com
monly and as extensively (in proportion to numbers) connected 
with pro·slavery churches as abolitionists connected with the 
"New" (the American and Foreign) Anti-Slavery Society, or 
the Liberty party.* 

---------------------------------
• It may be said (811 it bas been,) that thoso who withdmw from pro-&1avOI')' politi

cal parties, and yet oIing to pl'CHOlavel')' ChuroheA, are 1_ consistent than those thd 
cling to both. And it may be retorted, that those who withdraw from pnHllavlII7 
political parties, exhibit, ~ least, OM more phase of progress than th08e who cline to 
boa. It may further be said, tbru. in sects maintaining Bome degree of local Chorch 
loderendenO)', yot remotely related to large eco1eaiastioal bodies, the oharacter of the 
body. the nature or the relatioD, and the prospect. ot a lillotal")' challge, are DOt • 
ftIMlIJ1 _rtained as ill !.he two great political parties. 
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Our own strong impression is, that, in respect to the Liberty 
party, (especially as it now stands) the difference is greatly on 
the other side. A large portion of its members are members 
of anti.slavery churches. 

The agitation in the churches has been a very important 
part of the anti·slavery movement, especially where Christian 
abolitionists, to so wide an extent, and for so long a time, 
have associated themselves for the purpose of holding Chris
tian Anti.Slavery Conventions, sustaining lecturers, circu
lating books, papers, and tracts, with a direct view to bring 
the churches into an anti·slavery position, or, in case of fail
ure (a.'1 has been the general fact), to secede and gather new 
churches. The extent to which this has been done (as briefly 
recorded already), has been sufficient, one would think, to 
deserve some approving record in the official organs and other 
leading journals of "the only" trustworthy Anti·Slavery S0-
ciety in America, the Society that claims to be distinguished 
from all other organizations for fidelity on the church ques
tion; and that charges its rival with having "sprung into 
existence for the protection of pro·slavery churches." Com
mon justice would seem to have required at the hands of such 
a Society and such journalists, that so dark a picture should 
be relieved by a presentation of any important facts of a more 
encouraging character. The readers, in Europe, of their Lib
erator, their National Anti·Slavery Standard, and their Annual 
Reports, might have been interested to know that among the 
proscribed and anathematized class of abolitionists, some such 
manifestations had been witnessed. But so far as we have 
been able to learn, this class of important facts have been 
almost wholly ignored or overlooked by them. 

When General Associations, General Assemblies, General 
Conferences, smaller ecclesiastical bodies, Mjssionary Boards, 
&c., &c., embracing a majority opposed to abolitionists, have 
met, and debated, and taken action, or refused to take any, 
the facts have not escaped due notice from them. But when 
abolitionists connected with those bodies have banded them
selves together for efficient anti·slavery agitation and action 
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among the constituencies of such bodies; when new mission
ary boards, new churches, and extended ecclesiastical bodies, 
have been organized on anti-slavery principles, very little, it 
any, recognition or notice has been taken of such facts by the 
leaders and organs of the American Anti-Slavery Society.* 
The historian must look elsewhere thnn to the columns of 
their joumnls and the pages of their annunl reports, for infor
mntion concerning this movement. He must seek it in the 
papers of the Liberty pnrty, and in the religious papers con. 
ducted by those engaged in these enterprises. It if. be said 
that the records of these extensive movements were too 
voluminous for the Liberator and Stnndard, and similar jour
nals, it may be asked, whether there could not have beea 
found room for occasional notices and recommendntions of 
them, even if some of the discussions in the Liberator con
cerning the Sabbath and the Bible, and proceedings of con
ventions on those topics, had been somewhat curtailed or 
abridged. If it be so that even a condensed record of these 
movements (which were before them in their "exchnnge 
papers") would inconveniently encumber their columns, it 
would seem to follow that the sweeping chnrge against other 
anti-slavery bodies, of "having sprung into existence for the 
protection of pro-slavery churches," requires essential modifi
cation. ~'or, with very inconsiderable exceptions, if nny, 
these movements have been carried on by active members of 
the organizations thus censured. And no anti-slavery move
ments have been more bitterly assailed by the leaders and 
organs of the pro-slnvery churches and missionary bodies. 

We now inquire, more pnrticular]yand directly, concerning 
the relation of the Americnn Anti-Slavery Society to pro
slavery churches, and the efforts of its members in respect to 
anti-slavery church reformation. 

It may be true that a smnller proportion of the members of 

----------------------------------------------
• The only exception we remomber to have met with, was • fayorable notice, in 

the National Antl-SIa,"ery Standard, of the organization of • lingle 10eal anti-eIaYeJ1 
chureh, .. though it were a llew tbinjl, Bomo yeara after hundreds, probably, of 
aimilar churchea had been organized, and after. chango of editors or that paper. 
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t~e American Anti-Slavery Society nre connected with pro· 
slavery churches, than are to be found in the" new" organi
zation (or were in the Liberty party prior to 1848), because 
it may be true that a much smaller proportion of them (espe
cially leading members, editors, and lecturers) are, or desire 
to be, members of any organized ·churches whatever. 

If this be so, it may be remarked, that while abolitionists 
who rejected all church organization had an equal right to 
their own views and usages, it must be remembered that their 
separation from pro-slavery churches may have had other 
grounds than their abolition principles i and that it was com
paratively easy for those who, on such other grounds, had 
.. come out" or remained out of the churches, to raise an out
cry against those who remained in them. This zeal may pos
sibly have sprung, in some mensure, from another source 
besides their superior fidelity to the slave. It is not to be 
assumed that they were free from the common infirmities of 
human beings. Nor is it quite clear that they gave evidence 
of greater self-denial in the anti-slavery cause than did the 
many thousands (unrecognized as tr\le abolitionists by them) 
who, with strong nttnchments to long cherished church insti
tutions and loved associates, severed these strong ties, and 
with great sacrifices of social feeling and of pecuniary expen
diture, established new church relations, in accordance with 
anti-slavery principles, amid opposition and scorn. 

If large numbers of anti-slavery church members, particu
larly those called 1/ orthodox" or "evangelical," separated 
from Mr. Garrison, and conscquently from the American 
Anti-Slavery Society, on the division, some facts already 
stated may suggest reasons for their cQurse, aside from the 
derelictions that have been imputed to them. Men seldom, if 
ever, ret:tin organized religious or moral co-operation and 
affinity with leaders who deride their rcligious principles and 
the institutions to which they have attached themselves. This 
may be accounted con$istency and sagacity, or it may be 
accounted bzgotry and weal.;ness. The gene.rnl fact, neverthe
less, remains. The cause existed, nnd was sufficient to pro-

35 
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duce the effect; and there is no occasion, in the absence of 
evidence (with the exception of those favoring the" Clerical 
Appeal") to impute additional ones. It would be thc extreme 
of bigotry, in such a case, to assume that their withdrawal from 
a particular anti-slavery society, and joining another one of 
the same anti-slavery creed, where their religious predilections 
would not be outraged, gave evidence of unfaithfulness to the. 
anti-slavery cause. 

Similar causes, after the division, continued to produce and 
perpetuate similar effects. Conventions werc held to discuss 
the Sabbath question. In March, 1842, if we correctly 
remember, a Convention was held to discuss the divine inspi
ration and authority of the Bible. These Conventions were 
invited and attended by leading abolitionists in the American 
Anti-Slavery Society, and ground was taken by them, and 
language used, in those Conventions and in the columns of 
the Liberator, adverse to the principles of "orthodox" or 
"evangelical" Christians,and highly offensive to them. We 
say nothing here of the merits of these discussions. 'Ve s:I.Y 
nothing. against their rjght of free expression. We only 
record the facts along with the effect which they naturally 
and evidently produced-the alienation of many abolitionists 
from that Society, on other grounds than differences of anti
slavery principles, or even of anti-slavery measures-unless 
to "unseat popular theology from its throne" (in the language 
before quoted from the National Anti-Slavery Standard), and 
the overthrow of commonly accredited religious institutions, 
are to be recognized as anti-slavery measures. 

It wns said that the Liberator, at that time, was not the 
official organ of the Society. But its editor was the recognized 
leader of the Society. It was said that these conventions were 
not Anti·Slavery Conventions, and that the sentiments ob
jected against were not promulgated" on the Anti-Slavery 
platform," nor by" the Society as such."* But some feared 

• A certain Colonization Society, "M Roch," may not have forcibly expcned the 
«I1ored people, bor onaoted the Fugitive Sla"e bill, Dor advOOIIted either of th_ 
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that the society would not be guided right, if its leaden 
refused to be guided by the Bible. 

Sometime after this, similar conventions were held in dif
ferent parts of the country, and as far west as Ohio, in this 
manner. Anti-slavery lecturers, agents of the SoCiety, sus
tained by its funds, and hulding the new views of civil gov
ernment, 'of penal law, of church institutions, of the ministry, 
of the Sabbath, and of the Bible, had their appointments for 
anti-slavery conventions published in their papers, before
hand, under the head of "One hundred Anti-Slavery Con
ventions." How many of them were held we do not know, 
but in several places where these appointments were fulfilled, 
the same speakers, by previous arrangement, would remain 
in the same place long enough to hold another convention on 
one or more of the other topics. Thus the funds of the Anti
Slavery Society appeared to have sustained the lecturers on 
the other topics, and the notices of anti-slavery conventions 
drew together hearers for tIlem. If this was not the promul
gation of their other sentiments, "on the anti-slavery plat
form" and by " the society as such," it so nearly resembled 
it that many simple-minded people were so dull as to fail of 
perceiving the wide distinction. 

It will be seen from all this, that causes remote from pro
slavery and anti-slavery, withdrew many anti-slavery Church 
members from the Anti-Slavery Society conducted by Mr. 
Garrison and his associates-whether wisely or unwisely, on 
either side, is not the point to be here examined. We are 
recording the facts. 

And the facts being so, it might be inferred that this with
drawal of so many Church members from the American Anti
Slavery Society, (or this withholding them from joining it,) 
might possibly leave it in a position in which only a small 

_ures II on the Colonization platform." But when thOM who hated thOM ma..u ..... fOllnd the leade .... or the Colonizution Society .upporting tbpn., tbe,. were led 
to identify them witb tbe Colonization Sociel,.. We intimate DO futher parallel in 
the __ thaD the natural workings of cauae and eir'at. on. commDDity, whenl"
era in • greal Boeiet)' give olfellM by their position. . 
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proportion of its members, in comparison with those in the. 
other society, would have any Church relations to be attended 
to, especially when it is remembered that some of the leading 
members neither held nor desired any such relations. 

It is evident that in any equitable comparison of the two 
societ.ies, in respect to their course on the Church question, 
the comparison must be inst.ituted between the ministers and 
Church members and their supporters, in the two societies. 

For some time after the division it was however claimed 
by the friends of Mr. Garrison that a considerable number of 
respectable orthodox ministers and Church members remained 
in their Society, whence they inferred that all genuIne aboli· 
tionists among the 'I orthodox" wou.ld do so. We remember 
some prominent names of ministers and others who did re
main. And they also remained, so far as we know, in their 
old ecclesiastical connections, without being spurned by Mr. 
Garrison as "apostates." We never heard of their making 
any attempts at new Anti-Slavery Church organizations. If 
any of them did afterwards break off their connection from 
" pro-slavery Churches," it must have been, we think, by dis· 
carding all Church organizations. As for the rest, they stood 
in the same pro-slavery ecclesiastical relations with the memo 
bers of the "New" organization, who were and still are 
denounced as untrue, for standing in precisely the same 
ecclesiastical relations. The historical evidence seems not. 
quite clear that the one deserved a welcome place in "the 
only" true Anti-Slavery Society, while the other came justly 
under the condemnation of seeking "the protection of pro
slavery Churches." 

But, in addition to the "orthodox," there was' probably a 
much greater number of ministers and Church members con
nected with the Old Society, who belonged to what are called 
"the liberal" denominations, as Universalists and Unitarians, 
to which we may add Swedenborgians, not to mention one 
branch of "the Friends." If' to these we add numbers who, 
though not technically Church members, ,nssisted ill sustain
ing Churches, and ministers, and religious sects of ,some sort, 
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we shall find, if we mistake not, a large body of men con
nected with the American Anti·Slavery Society, who were, 
and still are, Impporters of the different religious sects. We 
should not be surprised to be assured that they still constitute 
a considerable mnjority of the members of the Society. 

Except in the case of the" Friends," it will not probably 
be claimed that the sects just mentioned are more free from 
the imputation of being pro·slavery than the sects denomi
nated "evangelical" or "orthodox." As being more recent 
in their origin, they may have extended Jess into the slave 
States than some others. 'fhey may be, from the same cause, 
less easily controlled by their leaders. There is the less ex
cuse for their being pro-slavery, but, as sects, they nevertheless 
are so. Of few of their local congregations, perhaps, could 
it be said otherwise. As sects, (most commonly as local 
churches,) they have deprecated Anti-slavery agitation, de
nounced abolitionists, fostered prejudice against color, and 
by the votes of the majority of their members, maintained 
slavery at the ballot-box. 'fhis last item alone, according to 
Mr. Garrison, decides that they" do not deserve the name of 
abolitionists." Under this count, if not some of the others, 
we must reckon most of the "Friends." In the" Hicksite" 
connection, Charles Mariott and Isaac T. Hopper were "dis
owned" for their activity in Anti-slavery Societies. Yet 
abolitionists in the American Anti·Slavery Society continue' 
in that religious connection. 

Now then, if the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery So
ciety deserves censure, for its support, through its member
ship, of pro·slavery Churches, the American Anti·Slavery 
Society, under the guidance and with the consent of Mr. 
Garrison, deserves the same censure, and for the same reason. 

If a majority of its members sustain the old existing sects 
and Churches-then a majority of them sustain pro·slavery 
Churches, and the position of the Society is thus defined. 

If, on the contrary, a majority of its members, including 
most of its leaders, support no c/turches at al~ either pro-slavery 
or anti·slavery, most of them not desiring to support any, 
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then their complnint against those who sustain pro-slavery 
Churches can have comparatively little weight, with those 
who understand their position in respect to aU churches. 

Still farther, if a controlling majority of the Society (in 
either c.'\se) regard it rcgular and proper to receive and retain 
members who support pro-slavery Churche.'!, then it is evident 
that no Anti-Slavery Society in the country has a lower 
standard of membership, so far ILC; the Church question is con
cerned, than the American Anti-Slavery Society. 

And this is the fact of the case, as before shown. The So
ciety has no rule for excluding such members, and Mr. Garri
son says it ought to have none. Thus much for its exclusive 
claims. 

But the comparison invited by those claims may not end 
here. Among those charged with having separated from Mr. 
Garrison, and re-organized "for the protection of pro-slavery 
churchcs," we have' witnessed a long protracted and widely 
extended anti-slavery church agitation, resulting in a series 
of sccessions, and ecclesiastical and missionary re-organiza
tions, on an anti-slavery basis. It is nntuml and proper to 
inquire after similar manifestations among the members of 
"the only genuine anti-slavery society" that sets up such a 
high standard for its neighbors. 

And where shall we look for any such manifestations? It 
hns been seen that there has been, and still is, sufficient room 
and occnsion for them. For the Society (on any estimate that 
can be made) contains not a few, ministers and others, con
nected with and sustnining pro-slavery church organizations. 

On some occasions we see names of ministers'enrolled among 
the active friends and members of the Society. Some of them 
we know as earnest and long-tried laborers in the cause, and 
under that banner. We thank and honor them for their anti
slavery labors. But what nre the ecclesiastical connections 
that they sustain? To what churches are they ministering? 
Is there one of them, or are there many of them, that can 
claim connection with an anti-slavery church? With a 
church that, at best, can be more favorably described than a 
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church tolerating an anti·slavery minister and a few anti·sla
very members, who, on their part, agree to hold fellowship 
with pro·slavery members? Are the" liberal" churches often 
in lldvance of this position? Is" the negro pew" an abomi· 
nation wiLh them? 

We ask these questions without being able, with confidence, 
to answer them, or being able to specify an exception to the 
position indicated by them. There may be exceptions. We 
think there c.'mnot be many. 

We have known of scores, and have heard of hundreds of 
ministers, who have conscientiously left their pro-slavery 
ecclesiastical connections to join or establish anti-slavery ones, 
or whose enrnest anti-slavery preaching has driv~n them from 
their churches, or subjected them to persecutions from eccle· 
siastical bodies. Among all these we can recall to mind only 
two or three that we think may have been connected with 
the American Anti-Slavery Society since the division. It. is 
to be presumed that there are others, but they are not proba
bly very numerous in the comparison with those not belong. 
ing to the Society.* 

'1'here hns been a division, in some form, among II Friends" 
in Indiana, on account of the slave question. A small seces· 
sion from IIicksite Friends, perhaps partly on anti-slavery 
ground and partly for the enjoyment of local church inde· 
pendency, hns tnken place in \V estern New York. In both 
these movements there Dlust have been members of the Amer
ican Anti.Slavery Society. These are the only instances we 
know of, with exception, perhaps, of a few individuals, belong
ing to that Society, who Dlay hnve come into the general 
church secession movement,the \V esleyan, the Independent, or 
the Presbyterian, originated by and almost wholly composed of 

• Since writing tho abovo paragraph, ""e have ween a ~tntement of Rev. Thoodoro 
Parker, of Bo~ton, thllt ""reraZ Unitarian c1ellryman have been driven from their 
pariahe" in oonBOquepee of opposing" "tbe Fngitive Slllve bill." W. think it verr 
probable that BOllle or all theso may have been membo", of tho Amerirun Anti
Slavory Suciety. There mlly be many othertl, of whom we have no knowlodge. 
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Liberty party men, and of those who held what are called 
"evangelical" views in theology. 

We have yet to bear of the first Convention among minis
ters and church members belonging to the" old" Society, to 
consider their pro·slavery church connection!1, and with a 
view to withdraw and re·organize, if a reformation could not 
be effected, or to form an Anti·Slavery Missionary SOciety. 

In at.tending more than fI. hundred such conventions, we 
have met very few known to us as members of the old S0-
ciety, or called Garrisonians. We can remember still fewer 
of them, if any, who seemed disposed to assist in gathering I' 
anti·slavery churches, or to favor anti·slavery missionary 
societies. 

These are negative statements. They arc presented for 
want of information of fI. positive character. We can teU less 
of what hQ3 been done, than of what (to our best knowledge) 
has not. The Liberator, the National Anti-Slavery Standard, 
and other journals of that class, and of the "liberal" sects, 
have not afforded us the information, as they should have 
done, if it were accounted important. 

It is in the same category that we must place the inquiry, 
How many, in the old Society, have "come out" from their 
old church organizations, without organizing new ones? We 
have no means of forming an estimate. But we suppose they 
can by no means equal the numbers of those in the other S0-
ciety and in the Liberty party who have left pro-slavery 
churches and organized anti-slavery ones. If the class of 
abolitionists who repudiate aU church organizations are not 
far more numerous than those who repudiate compulsory civil 
governments, their number cannot be great. And it is 
known that a very considerable number of those among this 
class of abolitionists, who reject such civil governments, are 
church members and pastors of churches. 

It is but proper and just to add, tbat if Garrisonian aboli
tionists who are church members, and who desire to sustain 
church relations, have not, to any extent., adopted the mea
sure of separation and rc-organization, as such large numbers 
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of other abolitionists have done, they have nevertheless their 
own way of agitating the subject, and no one questions their 
right to mark out their own course of operations. 'Ve have 
noticed the preceding facts merely to correct the erroneous 
statement that Garrisonian abolitionists are exclusively or pecu
liarly free from the inconsistency of supporting pro-slavery 
churches. Though we should be glad to see Garrisonian 
Universalists and Unitarians adopting the more stringent and 
radical measure of separation and re·organization, of which 
other abolitionists have set them an example j yet we love to 
see them at work by voluntary associations of a denomina
tional character, calculated to have a beneficial influence upon 
t.heir ecclesiastical associates. We record the following speci. 
men with much pleasure: 

II BOSTON, May 27, 1852. 
"At the session of the Universalist Moral Refurm Society, Lo-day, com

posed io part of leadin, Universalistulioi~ters, the following resulutiunwaa 
olrered, and after discuaaion adopted without opposition: 

.. Re801lled, That we view with deep concern the present attitude of our 
country on the subject of slavery, believing, as we do, that earnest elrurta 
must be made for the overthrow of slavery, or the just judgment of God 
will descend 00 uur land; and seeing, with great pain, a dispositiun on the 
part of those called statesmen Lo patch up Compromises, which merely 
hide, but cannot cure the evil, we feel called on, as Christians, Lo testify 
agaiost the unrighteousness of slavery, and Lo request ollr felluw-Christians, 
of every sect, Lo unite with us in striving Lo break down that loathsome 
institution."-N. Y. Daily Tribune, May 28,1852. 

SWEDENBORGIANS, or members of the" New Jerusalem 
Church," who are abolitionists, have done effective service in 
the cause, though we have not heard of any movements 
among them for severing religious connection from those of 
the same faith at the South, who are slaveholders. And 
numbers of abolitionists of this sect, as among others before 
mentioned, belong to the American Anti·Slavery Society. 

From the preceding statements it must not be inferred that 
Mr. Garrison has regarded it consistent for the members of the 
American Anti-Slavery Society to continue their support of 
pro-slavery churches. They would learn otherwise from his 
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general writings on the subject,·ns well as by his rebukes of 
the" new organization." What was "apostacy" and" hypo
crisy" in the one case, could not be less than" inconsistency" 
in the other, and as such it has been mildly censured. 

The •• Society as such "-whatever may have been the p0-

sition of some of its officers and leading members-bore a 
similar testimony. Its resolutions and the speeches of its 
lecturers, were in conformity with the language of Mr. Garri
son. 'l'he question remains whether either the Society or Mr. 
Garrison were consistent or just in making so wide a distinc
tion between the supporters of pro-slavery churches in their 
own Society nnd those in other organizations-whether there 
has ever been, or now is, any proper foundation for their ex
clusive and extraordinary claims of being tIle only true and 
efficient Anti-Slavery Society, the only Society true on the 
Church question, while the other Society is to be spurned as 
"apostate" for its "protectJ.on of pro-slavery churches." With 
the preceding statements of facts before him, the reader will 
judge. 
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CHAPTER XLVII. 

GENERAL ESTIMATE OF THE AMERICAN ANTI'SLAVERY s0-

CIETY AND ITS LABORS, SINCE 1840 . 

. The Socletyan earnest and active olpnimtion against Slavery-Ene'l!'Y, talentll, and 
Jl8lM\'el'llnee of illt lelldillg memben-On lome points C8118llfed tI\lju~tly-No 

herc~y ill plucing Jtlstice and Liberty abo"e human" compllct$" anti the II Union" 
-Their orthodoxy to be di8tingnished from their he_y-Orthodox truth not to 
bo abjured beClnl., promulgated by them-Pro-aIavery Churobu and Mini.te", 
J'C!Ipon8ible for their aberration8-An noflLitbful church Ilnd mioi~try moat reap the 
fruillt of their tlofaithfuluC8S, 

DISMISSING the history of II the only" true Anti·Slavery So· 
ciety in America, we will proceed to consider the American 
Anti·Slavery Society as an earnest and active organization 
against slavery. As such, the Society (apal't from its connection 
with other topics, its exclusive claims, and its injustice to the 
Liberty party, and to the American and Foreign Anti·Slavery 
Society,) deserves honorable mention. Except in the instances 
and the particulars already recorded, and in which its exclu· 
siveness betrayed it into unworthy associations, or its fulse 
theorics withheld it from efficient political action, it has been 
doing good service to the cause of freedom. It has been one 
among several organized instrumentalities which Divine Provi· 
dence has been wielding against slavery. Its leading memo 
bers have been persevering and untiring. They have ex· 
hibited a fixedness of purpose, and an energy of resolution 
that challenge admiration. With talents of a high order, and 
a hearty hatred of slavery, they have struck heavy blows 
which have taken effect, in despite of all their mistnkes. Of 
William Lloyd Garrison it is needless to say much. As a 
writer, he will take a high rank among the strong men of the 
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age. As a speaker, (though less celebrated in that depart
ment) he has a simple, sober, solemn, straightforward earnest
ness that, with many minds, outweighs 11.11 charms of elocution 
and arts (If rhetoric. Wendell Phillips is among the most 
accomplished orators of New England. Charles C. Burleigh 
is little behind him. In power and tact he may sometimes go 
beyond him. Edmund Quincy hIlS a sharp pen and a ready 
tongue. When he is fortunate enough to direct his artillery 
against the enemies instead of the friends of the cause he 
loves, he is sure to do good execution. It would be pleasant 
to mention others, and to draw parallels between them and 
such men as Gerrit Smith, Beriah Green, Alvan Stewart, 
Myron Holly, Samuel R. Ward, William L. Chaplin, and 
others, of whose powers we might have spoken in our ac
count of the Liberty party-and Frederick Douglass and 
others who have made a trial of both platforms. But we 
must desist. Prominent abolitionists have been too much 
villi6ed and too much praised. They have too much lauded 
and too much censured each other. Mutual flattery (so seem
ingly necessary in the ranks of the persecuted) erects hierar
chies, and these occasion schisms, and -beget confusion of 
tongues. Divine Providence, in the meantime, vindicates its 
own claims to superintendency, and to the glory of every re
formatory achievement. 

On some points, respecting which Mr. Garrison has been 
much censured, even among earnest friends of freedom, we 
cannot, ourselves, join in the censure. 

Though he may have erred in swerving from our own "or
thodox" estimate of the divine inspiration of the Hebrew 
prophets, we cannot see that he has sinned against orthodoxy 
or the Bible, in repeating and in emulating the terrible de
nunciations of the Hebrew prophets and of Christ himseIJ; 
against a priesthood that strikes hands with oppressors. 

Though (rnisled,by the Federal Courts, the Federal Admin
istration, and the prevailing public sentiment,) he may have 
misinterpreted the Federal Constitution, as we think he has, 
we cannot say that he has erred in declaring such a consUtu.-
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tion, (U titus construed, in the'strong language of scripture, "a 
covenant with death and an agreement with hell." We should 
feel that we were putting the Constitution above the Bible, 
and above humanity, nnd above conscience, and above God, 
should we say otherwise. 

He may have erred in demanding, in unqualified terms, the 
immediate dissolution of the Union, as a means of abolishing 
slavery. It may be that the Union furnishes the best occa
sions of agitation, the best means of abolition, with a consti
tution rightly construed. It may be that our relations to the 
slave forbid our virtual desertion of him, by a dissolution of 
the Union. Here are things to be considered-perhaps to be 
determined by coming events. 

So far as Mr. Garrison and his associates; and their Society, 
have contributed to bring this great problem before the people, 
80 far as thcy havc rebuked the servility that dares not" cal
culate the value of the Union" at a time when the Federal 
Administration declares the price to be the surrendry of free
dom j so far as they have helped to expose the atheism that, 
in the name of religion, and from the pulpit, and by perver· 
sions of the Bible, has attempted to deify" the Union" in 
rivalry and in defiance of Jehovah, bidding us disobey Him 
by obeying the Fugitive Slave Bill, (by which it is said the 
Union is to be preserved) so far they have deserved well of 
their country, have done service to the cause of freedom, and 
have vindicated the first principles of true religion. 

It is said that some of these men have become infidels. If 
it be 50, under what influences have they become such? If 
It be so, what is the proper cure of such infidelity? If it be, 
ao, shall we repudiate the truths they utter because they have 
uttered t.hem? Should a Witherspoon withhold or blot his 
aignature from the Declaration of "self-evident truths" be· 
cause penned by n Jefferson, or vindicated by a Paine? 'l'hat 
must be a sickly, purblind, faint-hearted, half-doubting" or
thodoxy," that fails to recognize or fears to honor the essen
tials of its own creed, on the lips of a heretic. lIerc5Y lives 
upon its retained orthodox truthll. It drives its most brisk 
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and most lucrative business upon its capital of such truths, 
cast aside, forgotten, or unwisely relinquished to them, by the 
conservators of orthodoxy. The orthodox should learn to 
discriminate between the truths and the heresies of Mr. Gar
rison and his associates. There is no cause for alarm. Their 
orthodoxy will stand. Their heresy will fall. The Bible is 
in no danger. The Sabbath, the Church, the Ministry, the 
ordinances of the gospel, and civil government, are in no 
danger. 'I'hcy will come brighter out of the ordeal. They 
will be better understood and more highly valued, though 
those who have perverted them may be less esteemed, and 
hcld mainly responsible for their temporary disrepute. 

When the Church and the Ministry-Heaven's own ap
pointed organizations for promoting human progress-lag 
behind the necessities of a progressive age: when they do 
worse than this, and throw themselves as blocks under the 
chariot wheels of the Messiah, they must, of nel}essity, reap the 
fruits of their unfaithfulness. 'I'he work of human redemp· 
tion, if "orthodoxy" be true, must go on, in despite of them, 
and, though it crushes them. The sublime truths of their 
creed, in their practical form and extended social applications, 
must find utterance. And" if these hold thcir peace, the stones 
of the street" shall fnd tongues for the task, and \I shall cry 
out." We hold it altogether and distinctively" orthodox" 
to My this, and to add that" the eternal purpose of redeeming 
mercy" requires the chastisement, and, if 110t thus reclaimed, 
the removal of a church and ministry that cannot" open their 
mouths for the dumb." 'I'he true Church and the true minis
try, not yet extinct, (and already striking deep their roots) 
will survi ve. 

The same principle applies to abolitionists themselves. If 
untrue to their task, they must be displaced by a better 
instructed and more stable generation, who will come after 
them. 
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CHAPTER XLVIII. 

REVIEW OF THESE DIVISIONS AND THEIR RESULTS. 

No body of ILbolitionista free ft'om mi8t1Lk_NlLtuml tendenciea to division In an 
ago of progrcss-O\"crruling Pro\"idoncc of God-Good resulting from evil-Ton
dency of the divi~ion to reneh, with ILnti-~hl\"ery truth, opposite cl_es-An Dnti
dote to the feDr of centmlizod powcr-Democrutio phll8e of development-No 
cscape from IIbolitionism of _, phllM-Objection against anti-Rlavery "mtlUu,.,." 
becoming obsolete-A sufficicnt N,.irlU of mCIISurel to IICCODlmodate all eames' 
men-'rhe main question, now, a qu~tion of mClI8ores-This question rapidly 
narrowing down-A grent work to complete the enterprise, but an impoesibility 
to undo what hILS been dono-An inde1lnit~ amount of half-developed ILbolition
ism neediug guidDnce. 

IN a. review of the di visions among abolitionists, we may 
see much to rebuke human pride, and much to exalt the super
intending Providence of God-much to admonish, and much 
to inspire hope. 

No class or organization of abolitionists can claim exemp
tion from mistakes. None of them have been free from 
blemishes, inconsistencies and defects. To pretend it, would 
be to give evidence of partiality. If one of the societies has 
crippled itself by erratic progression-if the other has failed to 
make all the progress that the crisis demanded-if the Liberty 
party, except a handful, lost its hold upon its " one idea" by 
refusing to apply it in every direction, in the Church and in 
the State-if Liberty League men attempted a political organi
zation without the previous preparation and selection of mate
rials-if tho Free Soil party sought strength and comprehen
siveness in numbers, rather than in a lUgh tone of political 
ethics-tllere was nothing, in all this, out of the ordinary 
range of di versity, in times of revolution and progress. When
ever a mighty truth, vitalized and glowing, is thrown into a 
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community, like a mass of melted metal into running water, 
the commotion tends to separate the disturbing force into 
shapeless fragments. But the principle of unity is not thus 
destroyed. 'rhe parts may afterwards come together and 
adhere. The unity of truth, will, in the end, be revealed. 

Under the good Providence of God, the dissensions among 
abolitionists, however humiliating to them, and however mis
chievous in some respects, have been over-ruled, in other 
respects, for good. Abolitionism, before the division, was a 
powerful elixir, in the phial of one anti·slavery organization, 
corked up tight, and carried about for exhibition. By the 
division, the phial was broken and the contents spilled over' 
t.he whole surface of society, where it has been working as a 
leaven, ever since, till the mass is beginning to upheave. 

lIad abolitionists remained in one compact and well defined 
body, with a uniform mode of action, the whole mass of the 
community might not have been as soon reached, and as tho
roughly permeated by them. A powerful and growing 
National Anti-Slavery Society, before the division, with its 
affiliated auxiliaries, and its central committee, was already 
exciting jealousy against the cause. It was matter of fear 
among its friends. Dr. Channing was not alone nor singular 
in tIlis ft:eling. It was more operative in t.he mass of the 
community than most abolitionists supposed. Had the Society 
remained united, and had its means and operations increased, 
this element of resistance would have soon made itself felt. 
By the division of the great National Society, and the conse
quent dwarfing of the two rival divisions, this central point 
of dreaded influence was rendered almost invisible. Divided 
further and cut up by state, county, city, town, and village 
Commiottees, the work was going on, everywhere, without pre
senting. an alarming concentration of power anywhere. The 
democratic principl~ in abolitionism underwent a democratic 
phase of development, and propagated itself as Christianity 
did, \V hen the disciples, t.hat were scattered n broad, went every
where, preaching the word. Yet the element of power, what
ever it might be, in the principle of epjscopal sl1.pervisioll, 1wl 
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its medium left, for those who chose to employ i~ and they 
could look for this, to the centre of spiritual unity most con
genial to them. The division between Rome and Byzantium 
did not destroy Christianity or the Church. 

With the rise of the distinct political party, there were 
manifested other phases of development. There was moral 
sunsion abolitionism and political abolitionism. 1'hen came 
also Church Reform abolitionism-Missionary nbolitionism
Methodist, Baptist, Congregational, Independent, and Presby
terian abolitionism. Politicians were careful to supply a 
Whig and a Democratic abolitionism. No man knew where to 
go to escape the infection. He could not elude it in the reli· 
gious sect, nor in the political party. If he cried out against 
abolitionism as "bigotry, priestcraft, and PuritaJlism," beholdl 
there was the most rampant abolitionism, at his elbow, raili~g 
lustily against "bigotry, priestcrnft, Puritanism, nnd pro
slaveryism"-placing them all in a row. If one sough~ in 
view of this, to disparage abolitionism as heretical and infidel, 
behold t the gathering of an anti-slavery conference and prayer 
meeting met his vision, and on his ellTS came quotations from 
Isaiah, nnd Hopkins, and Wesley,lmd Edwards. 1'he sim
pleton who had but just learned from his political editor to 
curse the abolitionists, was puzzled to find the same editor, or 
perhaps his Congressional candidate, professing to be as good 
an abolitionist as anybody. 

And when earnest and even acrimonious debates among 
abolitionists themselves, arrested the attention of the commu
nity, displacing the controversy between abolitionists and 
their opposers, a remarkable effect was produced. Thousands 
now heard or read them for the first time. The issue before 
the public mind was soon changed. The question was not 
whether slavery ought to be abolished, nor when it should 
be-but, by what methods and motive.~ should the people be 
brought up to the work. The previous question was taken 
for granted, as not needing debate. A community could not 
long listen to able debates on such a question without uncon
sciously sliding into the idea that, in Borne way, the work was 
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to be done. The" duty and safety of immediate and uncondi
t.ional emancipation" had been settled, among intelligent mel!, 
by "the West India experiment." 

With all the varied modes of proposed and attempted anti
slavery agitation and action, arising out of these divisions and 
discussions, another objection against abolitionists has ~come 
obsolete-"We do not approve of your measures 1"-" Wh.tJa. 
of them?" might be the inquiry in return. It might be dif
ficult to conceive of any measure, which some class of pro
fessed abolitionists have not proposed. And no sma)) progress 
has been made towards a disposal of the rival claims \hus 
presented. 

It may be a great work to carry the enterprise forward to 
its coDSummation. But it would be a more difficult, nay, an 
impofiBible task, to carry it back to where it stood twenty 
years ago. There is an indefinite amount of latent, half.. 
developed, incipient abolitionism, in the country, needing 
guidance, that is not now embraced under any existing or
ganization. It seems waiting fur the solution of a few 
remaining problems, of which we shall treat in the nex1i 
chapter. 
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CHAPTER XLIX. 

DIFFERENT VIEWS OF THE CONSTITUTION, AND OF TBJ: 

LEGALITY OF SLA. VERY. 

Vital importance of the qUel'tionll-Alternatives presented by them-Almost th, 
only question~ remaining to be aettled-AII publlo bu.in.s Involving the Slave 
qnlllltion ma~t be thll88Cted on _ theory of tlte C0ll8titution, and of the ItIIOlit7 
of slavery-All anti-Ila"ery action mOAt Ul'ume some theory-Throe General VieWli 
of the Constitntion-l. The nltra Southern or Calhoun theory-i. The pTCnl8llt 
theory of the" Compromillea"--s. The oonstrnotioD ID favor of Liberty-Previoul 
que8tion of the lfgaliIy of alavery-References to the preceding history-PriDci
pIes of interpretatioD-Features of the Con8titution-Comporiaon of the three 
theoriea-Resnlta. 

THE relation of the Federal Constitution to slavery m\U!t 
have an important bearing on the Slavery Question in America. 

Whether an oath to support the Constitution be an oath to 
support slavery, is only one of the many important questions 
involved in it. 

If the Constitution requires us to support slavery, then the 
COBstitution requires us to overthrow our own liberties, to 
declare war against universal humanity, to rebel against God, 
and incur his displeasure. 

If the Constitution does this, it is to be either amended, or 
overthrown. Otherwise, we must submit to be slaves to one 
portion of our fellow-men, while assisting to make slaves of 
another portion of them-we must throw oft' our allegiance 
to God, for the sake of maintaining allegiance to the deadly 
~nemy of ourselves, our country, and our race. 

But if the Constitution be in favor of liberty and against 
Jlavery, then it is our duty and interest to wield it for the 
overthrow of slavery and the redemption of our country from 
the heel of the slave power. 
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In the one case, our line of march out' of Egyptian bondage 
lies through the bloody sea of Revolution-in the other, 
through the legitimate action of our government, as already 
organized. 

In the progress of the slave question we have now arrived 
at that point at which the legality and the con.~titutiona1ity 
of slavery are among the very f~w questions that remain to 
be settled. 

The inherent criminality of slavery and of slaveholding, 
their utter repugnance to natural justice, to Christianity, to 
the law of nature, to the law of God, to the principles of de
mocracy, to the liberties of the country-no longer present 
questions for serious discussion among the great body of 
intelligent citizens in the non-slaveholding States. Here and 
there a superannuated ecclesiastic (who has, perhaps, a son at; 

the South, or in a college seeking southern patronage) may 
thumb over his Polyglot, and pretend to find a justification 
of slavery. But nobody believes him. His disclaimers and 
self-contradictions prove that he does not-even in his dotage 
-believe it himselfl His friends shield him from the im
pending avalanche of public scorn, by saying-" Do let him 
alone-he can do no mischief-he is not worth minding I" 

The settlement of this question has disposed of nearly all 
the one hundred and one objections that, fifteen years ago, 
were confidently urged against the doctrines and measures of 
abolitionists. In most circles, it would be difficult to broach 
them without being voted II bore. 

Almost the only remaining exceptions are those that clus
ter around the supposed "guaranties" or "compromises of 
the Constitution "-the" legal rights "-the " vested immuni
ties" of the slaveholder. Take away these, and what is 
there left? 

The Church question, as well as the political question, as it 
lies in many minds, hinges just here. The Church must Dot 
speak against Cresar-must be in SUbjection to "the powers 
that be "-and that, too, without stopping to inquire whd/uJr 
t.hey be, or be not/ It may be said that the Church-with her 
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Bible in her hand-should be able to shape her course, with
out asking leave of the Federal Constitution. So she should. 
And in so doing, she should throw out principles before the 
world that would help us to definitions of "law" and "legal 
rights "-and enable us to expound Constitutions correctly, in 
the light of UNIVERSAL LAW. 

It is difficult to dispose of any public business in Congress, 
without involving the slave question, and this involves at 
once the question whether the Constitution sustains slavery
whether the slaveholder has a legal right to the slave. 

If there is to be any political action against Slavery, under 
the Federal Constitution, we must know what the Constitu
tion authorizes us to do in the premises. If it "guaranties" 
Slavery, then it forbids us to do any thing. If it has "com
promises," they limit our action, and we must know their 
extent. rrhe questions between Liberty Party (as it was) Free 
Soil Party, Liberty League or present Liberty Party, turn, 
very much, on the Constitutional question. 

If the Federal JUdiciary is to be used, either as a weapon 
of assault upon the Slave Power, or as a shield of defense 
against its attacks, the relation of the Federal Constitution 
to Slavery and the legality of Slavery become the main points 
at issue before the Courts . 
. In every view of the task before us, the assumed legality 
and constitutionality of Slavery thrust themselves directly 
across our path, and come under our eye. It is one cheering 
sign that we have traveled nearly the whole distance from 
our starting-place to the citadel, when so many familiar ob
jects and once formidable obstacles are distanced, and only 
two or three remain to be grappled with.-Overcome these, 
and the 'York is accomplished. 

The various views of the Constitution may perhaps be 
classified under three general heads: 

First, the idea that slavery, as a lawful and legitimate 
interest, in common with other rightful and legitimate inter
ests, is entitled to the protection of the Federal Government, 
and that it ,vas established for that end. 
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Second, the idea that, although slavery is not a rightful 
and legitimate interest, its existence is nevertheless tolerated, 
and the Government restricted from abolishing it. 

Third, the idea that slavery is an usurpation, an abuseftom 
the beginning, that it has never been legalized, that the Omsti· 
tutlon has not legalized it, that consequently it remains illegal, 
and that it is the duty of the Federal Government (as well as 
of the State Governments), in all its branches (legislative, 
judicial, and executive) to treat it as illegal, and repress i~ as 
any other crime or treason against the essential rights of the 
people is to be repressed. 

The limits of the present work will not allow of extended 
statements of the arguments upon which these conflicting 
theories are based. The most we can attempt is to give 8nch 
a view of tbem as may enable tbe reader to see what tky art, 
that he may examine them at his leisure. 

I. The theory first mentioned is the generally prevalen' 
one at the South. With the more ultra (the Calhoun or Caro
linian school) it would seem that slavery is considered DO' 
only a legitimate interest, but the leading, the paramount one, 
to which all other interests are to give way. The mildest, the 
most modified form in which this theory is held (or which is 
now represented by the Southern delegation in Congress~ is 
that of the border States, and is expounded by Henry Clay. 
It may indeed talJc of "compromises," but by Mr. Clay's own 
showing, they give everything to slavery, and nothing to 
freedom. The Fugitive Slave bill, defended by Mr. Clay, 
cOllllists with the mildest type of this theory. 

'I'his theory must repose, for its basis, either nJlon tbe idea 
of Calhoun, McDuffie, Dew, &c., that slavery is originaJ1Y8nd 
abstractly right, and that it presents the best state of. society; 
or else upon the idea of Mr. Clay, that" what the law makes 
property is property"-and that" two hundred years of Degro 
slavery have sanctioned and sanctified" the principle of pro
perty in man. To complete the argument, it must be ShOWD 
either tbat the Constitution affirms the original right of 
slavery, or the principle that involves it; or tbat it sanetioDl 
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and ratifies the process of its previous legality, as described 
by Mr. Clay. 

II. The second theory of the Constitution, that of a "com
promise" between slavery and freedom, is 80 vague and 
unsettled, and is exhibited in such a variety of shades, that it 
is difficult to exhibit it with much accuracy or order. The 
field is wide enough to accommodate Daniel Webster and 
Moses Stuart, on the one hand, shaking hands with Henry 
Clay over the Fugitive Slave bill j and the leaders of the 
Free Soil party, on the other, intent on "divorcing the Fede
ral Government from the support of slavery." However wide 
the chasm between thel>e opposing parties may be, they oceupy 
the common platform of the supposed II compromises of the 
Constitution," which have never been satisfactorily agreed 
.upon among those who recognize them. 

Whether the alleged "guaranties" of slavery should be 
assigned a place under this theory or the preceding one, may 
seem, at first view, uncertain. Perhaps they belong to both. 
The "compromises," as Mr. Webster understands them, 
involve a pretty strong" guaranty." And the compromises 
of those who would only II divorce the Federal Government 
from the support of slavery," would seem to involve a gua
ranty that-within a certain enclosure, however bounded
slavery should not be disturbed. It is not known to the 
writer that any of the friends of liberty who admit the doc
trine of the II compromises," and who yet adhere to the Con
stitution, would do otherwise than" guaranty" to the slave
holder the right of seizing his fugitive slave in the free States, 
provided that, by jury trial and other safeguards, due security 
be given that none except fugitives from slavery be given up. 
This is a II guaranty" that introduces slavery, in one of its 
most odious features, into the free States themselves. Being 
done by the conceded structure of the Federal Government, 
and aSll(lnted to by the free States, it seems not to consist with 
the idea of divorcing either the State or Federal Government 
from slavery. "The magnitude of this II guaranty" is seen in 
the contrast between the position of the Canadas, where the 
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fugitive is safe, and that of a non·slaveholding State of this 
Union, permitting, under any modifications, the re·capture of 
a fugitive from slavery. . 

Southern statesmen, of the school of Mr. Clay, understand 
"the compromises of the Constitution" to involve ample 
"guaranties." Those of the ultra Southern school, have some
times, we believe, disclaimed the proper idea of " guarnnties," 
because they conceived that it might involve the principle 
that the right of slaveholding was held under the ~'edera1 
Constitution, instead of the original and absolute State sover
eignty claimed by them. They hold the Federal Governmen~ 
to be the servant and instrument of the slave power, rather 
than its conservator and patron. 

The most that any of the friends of freedom, admitting 
"the compromises" and yet adhering to the Constitution, 
could claim under their theory, would perhaps be included in 
tbe following: 

1. The rightful power of Con8r~ to abolish slavery in the 
Federal District and Territories, including the idea that it is 
'unconstitutional in the Federal District. 

2. The right to prevent the extension of slavery into new 
territories, and to refuse the admission of new slave States. 

8. The right to abolish the slave trade between the States, 
constwise and inland. 

4. The right of the free States to insist on the jury trial 
and other securities, to prevent others than fugitives from 
slavery from being seized and carried back as slaves. 

5. The restriciion of the right to reclaim fugitives to the 
citizens of the original thirteen States now permitting slavery, 
to the exclusion of the right of citizens of the Federal Dis
trict, Territories, and States, admitted since the adoption of 
the present Constitution. 

6. 1'he right to refuse recognizing the legality of slavery in 
Louisiana and Florida where, by the terms of the Treaty of 
Cession, the" inhabitants" were to be received as "citizens of the 
UnifBl States." 

7. 'fhe right of the Federal Government to decline the use 
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of its diplomacy, and other powers, in sustaining directly or 
indirectly the institution of slavery, except in the case of su~ 
pressing a servile insurrection-another" guaranty" included 
in the theory of Hcompromise "-if we rightly understand 
that theory. 

Weare not aware that any abolitionists conceding the 
"compromises of the Constitution "-yet adhering to their 
allegiance to it-have claimed anything more under it than 
this. 

This leaves to the several slave states the right of main
taining slavery as long as they please, and yet remaining in 
the Union, with the right, under modifications, of making the 
free states their hunting-gronnd for fugitives. 

It concedes the duty of the Federal Government ano the 
free states under the Constitution, to assist in putting down 
insurrections of slaves. 

"The Almighty has no attributes," says Mr. Jefferson, 
"that could take sides with us in such a contest." Those 
who construe the Constitution as including such "compro
mises" and "gunranties," and who nevertheless cling to the 
Constitution and cry out against anti-slavery disunionists, 
would do well to "count the cost" of such a contest, which 
seems to be hastening, and ask themselves whether their 
forces are sufficient for the emergency, and whether it be 
quite safe and prudent to occupy their present position. Is it 
consistent for abolitionists-is it right or wise for the non
slaveholding states to adhere to the " Union" and to the 
" Constitution" as thus construed 7 

III. We come to consider the construction of the Constitu .. 
tion that acknowledges none of these compromises and guar
anties. 

This construction is connected with another idea lying back 
of it, of the illegality of slavery before the Constitution was 
formed. 

It is not commonly supposed that the Constitution originat6l 
legal slavery, or gave to it a validity that it did not possess 
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before. The two theories already described, do not include 
such an idea. The most ultra of the Southern expositors of 
the Constitution would most indignantly spurn it. And the 
theory of "compromises" supposes something already existing 
to be the subject of the compromise. 

If there was no legal slavery to be compromised or guaran
tied, then the Constitution, however constructed or designed, 
must have failed to effect any such purpose. Had the docu
ment recognized a certain river as a Western boundary, which 
was afterwards found to be only an imaginary one, so much 
of the instrument must have become obsolete and inoperative 
of course. Just so of any supposed State laws or institutions 
which should afterwards be found to have had no valid ex
istence.* 

The very first question, then, (as some contend) is, whether 
there was any legal slavery in the States when the Constitu
tion was formed. The fact of existing slavery is not to be 
confounded with its legality. The fact may have been only 
an usurpation, an abuse, a crime. The fact of slavery existed 
a long time in England, and the courts heldjt to be legal. 
But it was afterwards ascertained and decided that it neW7' 

had been.t 
It has lately come to light that leading lawyers and states

men at the South are apprehensive that Ihez'r slavery is not 
lega~that they are unwilling to have its legality tested in 
the courts-that this is the ground of their objection to a 
jury trial for fugitives-and that the Seriate of the United 
States, participating in the same apprehensions, has shaped its 
legislation accordingl y.~ 

• Thill prUu:ipu ia thus recognized by the Supreme Court of the United State.. 
"A lejrialative act, founded upon a mistakeD opinion of what Willi law, d_ DOC 
.ohaoge the act.WI1 .tate of the law, .. to pre-exiating -."-1 Crtme11, P .... ' 
Dig .. ,,678. 

t See Chapter VI. 
~ In the recent debate in the U. S. SeDate, on the Fugitive Slave biD, Mr. JIaIooa. 

of Virginia, objeoted to the aqtendmen\ of Mr. Dayton, providing for a jury trial, 
~u.e, !'aid he: 

II .A erW bf jur, .--il, __ riu fIIitA it" ,rial of 1M fllMU "'Ttl, IIJIII A TJUAL 
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If slavery was legal at the time when the Federal Consti
tution was adopted, when did it become 8O? When, how, 
where, and by whom, was it legalized? 

It will no' be said, except by the ultra slave party, that the 
right to hold slaves is a natural right, the same as the right 
to own oxen. If it were a natural right, then i' would be in
herent in all men, black and white, slaves and slaveholders. 
The confusion consequent on this assumpt.ion, seta it aside. 

The best writers on common law affirm that slavery is 80 

evidently contrary to the paramount law of nature, to justice, 
to fundamental morality, and the law of God, that it never 

OF THE RIGHT TO SERVICE will" fOM .,,10, al'COrding to .u. the rorma or the 
Collrt, in determining upon aft, otlur fact." 

And where would be tbe hardllbip of Ihla , Why IAovW ... the InveatlgatlOD tab 
PM' Mr. MIIBOU had told the Senate why. 

II Tben, again, it il propoeed, lIS a part or the proor to be adduced at the heariar, 
after tbe fugitive b .. been re-eaptured, tbat ~ .W H 1w11ll,,'" bU tM ela ........ 
10 _. dat _lawry" t.tabIN"ttl m d. Stat./rom fDA. d,,/vgil" AM'~ 
Now tbift very thing, in a recent _In tbe eity of New York, .... required by one 
of tbe judgea or that Slate, wbicb _ attracted tbe attentiou of the authoritiea or 
lbryland, and against wbich they protested," &c. II J n that Cll8e tbe State judge 
went eo rar ea to .. y tbat the only mode of proving It w .. by reference to the Statute 
book. Such proof is required in the acnator'. amendment; and ifhemeana by thIa 
tlat Foo/ .!&aU H 1w11ll"A' dat .la""., .. ut4lJliMttl by aUtift, la_, it .. imptWiIM 
10 compl, IDUl tM r~uielon, FOR NO SUCH LAW CAN BE PRODUCED, I 
apprehend, IN AlfY o~ no: BUVB STATa. I am not aware that there Ia A SINGLE 
STATE in wbicb the inlltitution is eatablishod by pMitiN laID. On a fonner_ 
aion, and on a dill'erent topic, it was my duty to attempt to ahow to the Senate that 
no ~nch law w .. ne_ry for ita etolablisbment; CERTAINLY NONE COULD BE 
FOUND, and none w .. required in any of the Slates of lhe Ullion."-Libwator, 
Sept. 6, 1850, copied from the WaMillgton UAUm. 

The protense ~t up by Mr. Mw>on, tbat slavery can exist nnder common law, 
without potIitive law, is contradicted by numerous legal authorities and declAlon8. 
Ouce, at leaat, in Loui8iana, it was decided that a Ilave carried to Enrope by hi. 
muter, and returned, was fret', because be had been carried ont of the jur\adiotion 
of the loeul laWII of LouillianL 

:Mr. Maaon enlarged on tbe topic, and aaid dlstinctl,. that he .... not willing to 
truMt the q uClltion with tbe Courts in the free Statea. TI. &Ita. ffIiIUtatl, partoGll 
of At. appre" ... ftinu. They atrnck out Mr. Dayton', amendment, lilt it dovW " 
tJ,diUd by d. Oov.v dtd dw. __ flO .' awr, til 1M 8ntMra BI«NI. Hence, 
a1IO, tbe peculiar structure of the inCamo08 Fugitive Slave hill, allowing DO 1It1gIllilOD, 
no conuter nidence, no llti11#a, corp .. , DO "due proct'IIII of law." If lI1a"e.,. _ 
believed by the a1aveholders to be legal, wonld they rear to ban the qUeition lldp1e4 
In the Conrta , 
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was, and never can be, legalized i and that no legialatnre nor 
monarch possesses the power to make it legal. 

But, not to insist on this, and coming down to the lowest 
possible standard of legality that can be made intelligible, 
that of positive enactment, we inquire-When was American 
slavery made legal, and by whom? 

Was it legalized by the permit of Queen Elizabeth to John 
Hawkins to import negroes with their own free consent? By 
the laws regulating the trade to Africa, but forbidding the 
forcible or fraudulent exportation of the natives? 

Was it legalized by the British Constitution? By the com
mon law of England? By the Colonial Charters which re
stricted colonial legislation to a conformity with English com
mon law? The very reverse of all this was the fact. 

Was it legalized by the acts of the colonial legislatures in 
direct opposition to the Colonial Charters? Or, are there any 
Buch enactments (whether authorized by the Colonial Charters 
or otherwise) creating the relation of slavery? Ir neither 
Mr. Mason nor Mr. Bayly could find any,-and if the whole 
course of southern argument concerning slavery in Mexico, 
unites in the testimony that there are none-may we not 
pretty confidently conclude that none exist ? 

Does not the decision of Lord Mansfield, in the Somerset 
case, (in 1772,) as clearly prove that there was, then, no legal 
slavery in these Colonies as that there was none in England? 

• During tho long debates of 1850, in Congress, it wu abundantly iDllisted by1lr. 
Bayly, Mr. Maaon and others, that alaves might DOW be 1uU ltgally in the terrltol1 
oonqutmld from Mexico, though there were no positive enllCtmenta there creatior 
the relation. And in proof they urged the fact that ala very existed In our own alan 
8tat.e11 without IlnYluch eoactment&!. The lame link of the logio wu the mODlltroaa 
_umption that Ilavery can LEGALLY exist tIIitAollt poIitiH latll, that ill, on the fOIlll
dation of natural right I After his return home to Virginia, Mr. Bayly addreuecla 
eircu1ar to hi. conaLituanta repeating the argument, in which he Mid: 

.. W, all __ t.iIU __ , 1l'1li introduced into t1u BrUNA a.lolllu of ..4-u. 
III ...-aa ow A ITA'I'VD, and IOlel)' under the protecLion of the t.bmMo" lou /" 

Bow the "Common law" proteola slavery ma)' be _n in the decLlion of Lord 
Jkna8e1d in the _ of SomeraeL But thl80 Bonthem tcetimoniee to the tioct thai 
"'"e.,.'ln America waalntrodllced in the ablance of anYltltute creating it, -1 be 
OODBidered conoll181ve on that point, and 10 ollbe whole quesLion. 
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If, as he decided, slavery could not legally exist in England, 
withoqt positive enactment, how could it exist in these Colo
nies, under the same jurisdiction, and the same common law, 
without positive enactment? 

W DB Slavery legalized by the Declaration of American In
dependence, proclaiming that "all men are created equal ?" 
On the contrary, if there had been any legal slavery then 
existing in the Colonies, would not that unanimous Declara
tion of the Colonies have abolished it? 

Was Slavery legalized by the State Oonstitutions that were 
framed soon af'ter the Declaration of Independence, and re
peating the same" self-evident truths "-in Maryland and 
other Southern States--the same as in Massachusetts, where 
the Courts decided that the Declaration had ABOLISHED Sla
very? II Not one of them RECOGNIZED Slavery," nor was there, 
in one of them, any authority conferred on the legislature to 
enslave any body. 

Was Slavery legalized by the Articles of Confederation, 
that made no manner of allusion to it? 

If Slavery was not legalized, at that time, how has it be
come legal, since? 

And if not legQ~ how can it have become Constitutional1 
Can it be Constitutional while it is illegal? 

The Constitution must either receive a'strict literal con
struction, or else it must be construed by the living spirit that 
pervades the instrument-its main design, its grand leading 
object. 

If construed strictly and literally, what becomes of ita 
II compromises" and ,I guaranties?" What does it say of 
II slavery "-of" slaves "-or of II property in man?" What 
could be made, even of the clause concerning II persons held 
to service and labor," from whom service is "due?" Is there 
any proper description of a slave in this clause? Can any 
thing be "due" from one who cannot even make a contract? 
The laws of the Slave States do not admit that a slave is II a 
person." How then can a "person held to service and labor" 
be a slave? 
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"Where righta are iafrinpci, where fund&lDeDtal principlea ani OYer

thrown, wbere &he geoeral.ya&em of lawa is departed from, the legislatin 
intention muat be expressed with IRRESISTlaLE CLEAIlNESS lo induce R Coun 
of Justice lo suppoae a design lo effect auch objects. "-Rule of Supreme 
Court of u. S., case United States IIof. Fisher and othera. 9 CrtJllCA, 390. 

The" intentions of the framers" (on this principle of strict 
construction) is to be gathered only by their words, strictly 
construed. Besides," the framers," as they are called, did not 
make the Constitution. They only proposed it. They sat with 
closed doors, and the people knew their intentions only by 
their words. It was the penple, and not the OmlJent,im, that 
formed the Constitut.ion, when they ratified it.* 

If, departing from this "strict. construction," we take the 
spirit, grand design, scope, aim, and object, of the Constitu
tion, then we are driven to the Preamble, to the Declaration 
of Independence, and to the literature of the times, the writ
ings of Jefferson, the doings of Franklin, the Ordinance of 
1787, &c., for a rule of interpretation. How much the claims 
of legal and Constitutional Slavery would gain by this pro
cess, the reader of the preceding history can inquire at his 
leisure. 

The Declaration of Independence, by-the-by, has never 
been repealed. It was, for years, the onl!J Constitutional law 
of the United States, and it is no less Constitutional law now, 
than formerly. Can there be either legal or Constitutional 
Slavery under such an organic law? Were the Courts in 
Massachusetts mistaken, when they decided otherwise 7 

" The firat act of our nation (tho Declaration of Independence) beiDg a 
IOlemn recognition of the liberty and equality of ALL MEN, and that the 
rigbts of liberty and happiness are inalienable-was tbe corner-slone of Gal' 

Confederacy, and is ABOVE ALL CONSTITUTIONS and all lawa."-JoAn C_ 
Spcnt:er. 

" The United States sball guaranty lo every State in tbe Union a ~ 
Jican form of goyernment."-Con.rtilution. An. IV., SecL 4. 

This is the only .1 guarant!J " in the Constitution. 

• The Iaogaage or the Constitution shows thla-u We, tho poopIe or \he UolMd 
B&a*," U do ordain," &0. 
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And what is a republican form of government? 

.. The true Coundation oC republican government is the equal right. of 
~'fI:RY CITIZEN in his person and property, and in their managemen$."
J.!fer'tnI. 

Yro Jefferson repeatedly speaks of the slaves as "citizens. It 
- VUle l!'oies on Vi·rginia. 

.. No State shall pass any bill of ATTAINDU," or cClaws impairing the 
obligation oC CONTRACTS," or cc grant any title of KOIILITl'o" The ciuzena 
of each State shall be entitled to all the privilegea and immuniuea of oiu
MII8 in the several States." 

How can Slavery in the States consist with all these prohi
bitions, describing its essential arrangements ? 

Does Congress possess the powers requisite to enforce all 
such sa~utary restrictions upon the States 7 

.. Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be nece88ary 
and proper Cor carrying into execution the Coregoing powers, and all other 
powers vested by this Constitution in !.he government oC the United State., 
or in any department or officer thereof."-Art. IF &c. 8, Clavi. 17 • 

.. This Constitution, and !.he laws DC the United States which shall he 
made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, 
under au!.hority of the United States, 8hall be the 8UPREME LAW or THI 
LAND, and the judge8 in every State 8hall be bound thereby, Al'IYTHING I" 
THI CON8TlTUTION OR LAWS or ANY STATI TO THI CORTRARY NOTWITH
aTANDING. "-Art. VI., 2. 

If this be not sufficient to make the Constitution, as origi
MUg framed and adopted, an Anti-slavery document, there is 
an amendment, afterwards added, which seems sufficiently 
decisive. Let it be borne in mind that an amendment to a 
Constitution, like a codicil to a will, overrules, controls, and 
annuls whatever in the original instrument is inconsistent 
with it. 

CC No person 8ha11 be deprived of life, LIBERTY, or property, without due 
proceu of law."-Ammdmmt' V. 

J "Due process of law" includes an indictment, trial by jury, 
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and judgment rendered in open courL* What slave has ever 
been" deprived of liberty" in this manner? 

Admitting that the orlginal Constitution contained all the 
II compromises and guaranties" ever attributed to it, does not 
this amendment sweep them all away by prohibiting Slavery? 

Slaves are either citizens of the United States or they are 
aliens. If citizens, they are entitled to the rights nnd privi· 
leges of citizens, nnd these are incompatible with slavery. But 
if they are aliens, then Congress, under the Constitution, has 
the power, by naturalization, to make them citizens of t.he 
United States. 

II Congress shall bave power to establish a unirorm system or naturaliza
tion. "-Conltitution, Art. I. Sec. 3, C14rue •. 

If the States may reduce to slavery the citizens of the Uni· 

• Jl7DCIX STORY, in his Commentaries upon the Conatitution of the United Statel, 
apeaking of this provision of the instrument, aays : 

II The other part ot the claulIII is but an enlargement or the language of Magna 
Charta, 'MC IVpu ,,,,,,, ihimuI, _ IUp''' tum mittimtl., Rift pu utak judU:lvm ,.rt
tim _uo,.vm M pt'I' utem Urrl8'-ndtUr ",Ul tH pall vpoA Aim or conakmltlim, ht 6r 
tAl 14"'lul.ludgment of A .. purl, or by tAl14t11 of tAl14rul. LoRD Coo: aays \bat the 
latter WOrd8, 'pt'I' k,,_ urrl8,' (by the law of the land,) moen ' by due procees of 
law,' that 14, d.fU p,.,untrtHnt 0,. irullcelMnt, and being brought in, to answer thereto 
by 'due process ot law" So that this clause, in etreot, a1Ilrma TUX RlQOT 0 .. TRIAl, 
IOCOrding to pr_ and proceedings of Common law." 

It haa, howe,·er, been alleged that "Due proceaa of law i8 proee!III IGIIdiontd _ by 
law; aa wben a juror Is fined by the Court for Don-nttendance, a apectator impris
oned .fur contempt, land and monoy taken by tax-gatherers and _nl, _ • 
IOlditr lAoe by ortk,. of IJ coun f7IIJreW.o' 

It nllY be answered that cuatoma and uaagea do Dot define or create law, ba& 
.honld be controlled by it. Convenience, in small matters, or where gross InjusUllil 
Ie aeldom perpetrated, may tolerate customs not Btrictlylegal. More than tbia: 
Grosl outrages, in open defiance of Magna Charta and Common law, have been ClOD

Linued through entire genorations. 'thDB, in England, the practice of home imp~ 
ment of merchant acaDlen for the Royal Na,·y-ill an admitted violation of Engliah 
law. Martial law supersedes Civil law, and hence the latter cannot be dellned by 
the former. The Turkish Sultan'. order to behead &Dysubject in hi~ dominions mar 
tbe "lIIInctioned by law," and the llame Congress and President that enacted tbe 
Fugiti\"8 Slave bUl might have conferre:i upon the President the prerogati\"f115 ot the 
'Tnrkish Sultan, with aa much re&1'On, or equal legality. The people iDBiRted upon 
this pro\'ooon in "Amendment V." for tbe pllrp0a8 of 18Cnring them!!8lvea ftgajnl& 
tDoh &ggI'8B1iOnl. But the precantion would avail them nothing, if the lnA~ II 
to be construed In conformity with tlMlfIU, instead of bringing Ulages to the test of 
Inhibition.. If this Amendment cannot protect us from alave'1, what ean it proteel 
U8 from' Or, or what use iai~' 

Digitized by Google 



IN THE UNITED STATES. 677 

ted States, then they may abolish. the Federal Government, by 
depriving it of citizens. If a State may reduce one man, un
der its jurisdiction, to slavery, it may reduce all men, under 
its jurisdiction, to slavery, and thus nullify the Federal Gov
ernment, so rar as the State is concerned. 

The organization of the Militia, of the Postoffice, and Mail, 
and Custom-house establishments, pertain, under the Constitu
tion, to the Federal Government, in its various departments_ 
In these, as in all other Federal appointments, no restriction 
is imposed, 118 to the persons to be organized, appointed, or em
ployed. If the States, by their legislation, (or if the citizens of 
the States, sustained by State authority,) ~ay clesirJnate the per
sons whom the Federal Government may not organize as mili
tia, nor employ in the Custom-house, P08toffice, and Mail 
establishments, or appoint to other offices, then the States, (or 
citizens of the States) may cripple if not abrogate the power and 
action of the National Government, in all these departments I 
If they may withdraw onejourth or one-half of the people from 
their allegiance and subjection to the Federal Government, 
and from their liability or capacity for military or other ser
vices under it, then they can withdraw three-fourths, nine
tenths, or ninety-nine one-hundredths, in the same manner, and 
thus overthrow the national government* in those States. 

Such is an outline of the theory that denies . the "com
promises and guaranties of the Constitution" in favor of 
slavery_ 

Those who hold this view, believe that every slave in the 
United States is entitled to the privileges of the writ of habeos 
corpus, and to the benefits of a judicial decision in favor of his 
freedom. And they believe that Congress and the Federal 

• In many or the slave States the militia is of no "nlue to the Fedeml Govern
ment from this CGnllO, and i. sOOl'OOly Ruftl.cient to keep ,la, IltJ~u in ~ubjeetion in 
time of peace I lIas the Federol Government no remedy for this I John Quincy 
Adams declared a truth in Congre~a when he Nlid that" the war power ofCongretl8" 
'Wall adoquate to the abolition of slavery. But is thiB the ,,/wk of the trllth' It 
Cougreaa lau 1ID1 II war power," mRy it not put the country in a lltate of preparation 
for deCenaa , 

37 
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Executive are bound to provide a judiciary that will discharge: 
its duty, and to protect, (if need be) the Courts, in thee1licient 
exercise of their functioD& 

COllP ARISON OF THESB THREE THEORIES. 

The first of these three theories of the Constitution seems to 
present the friends of freedom with no alternatives but sub
jection or revolution. 

It is too late in the day to dream of liberty for a portion of 
a people, while another portion of them are enslaved. 

Whatever may be said of" moral suasion," it cannot be 
expected that slavery will soon cease in this country, by vol· 
untary emancipation, on the part of all the slaveholders, or by 
the great body of them, while they are npheld by the action 
of legislative and judicial authorities. 

Nor can it be thought probable that the authorities of the 
Slave States will voluntarily change their position, in advance 
of their constituents, or while the Federal Government main
tains (as at present) a position very nearly in accordance with 
the constitutional exposition now under review. 

It is equally evident that the friends of liberty, so far as 
they shall receive this exposition of the Constitution as the 
correct one, can have no hope of any political remedy short 
of disunion or revolution. 

Nor does it seem clear that a dissolution of the Union be
tween the free and slave state.'I, without such a general revolu· 
tion as should render disuniun unnecessary, would do anything, 
directly, for the cause of freedom, further than to relieve ~he 
people of the North, and detach them from the SIIpport of the 
foul system. In such a case there would indeed be a still 
more appalling prospect than there now is, of that terrible 
remedy, at whicb humanity herself shudders, unless, by timely 
repentance, the South should avert the catastrophe. Yet the 
principle of self-preservation, not less than the duty of clear
ing their own skirts from the guilt of oppression, should impel 
all who fear God and love liberty, to choose, in sadness, the 
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only alternative presented to them. To remain voluntarily in 
the Union under a Constitution that must be thus construed, 
would be suicidal to ourselves, as well as treason against man
kind, and rebellion against God. Common prudence, to say 
nothing of principle or of piety, should suffice to direct, in so 
clear a case, a peoplo not judicially blinded. The" patriot
ism" and the "chivalry" the" honor" and the It magnanimity," 
the 1& sagacity" and the 1& prudence," that could deliberately 
plant themselves against every" attribute of the Almighty" 
and every instinct of human nature, in opposition to every 
principle of law, and 'every element of social order-and all 
this under the hallucination or the pretext of being" urderly 
and law abUlillg"-invite epithets which we are unwilling 
to use. 

The Second Theory-that of "the Compromises," may appear 
less appalling, at the first view, but it deserves serious inquiry, 
whether this be anything more than mere appearance. 

An attempted" compromise" between moral right and mo
ral wrong, results always in the ascendency of the wrong, and 
the overthrow of the right. In matters of civil government, 
in politics, in legislation, in jurisprudence, this is as certain as 
everywhere else. The history of the Slavery Question in 
America furnishes lamentable illustrations in point. 

The friends of liberty, adhering to the Constitution, yet ad
mitting its "compromises" and promising to fulfil them, admit 
themselves to be compromising with moral wrong! What, 
then, becomes of their moral power?' If anything deserving 
the name of success, is to come from the pursuit of this policy; 
the historical verification of it is yet future. The annals of 
the world, thus far, have not supplied it. The good Provi
dence of God, in spite of their moral obliquities and compro
mises, may have delivered an oppressed people. Dut their 
compromises have never deserved the credit of it, any more 
than the idolatries of the Hebrews deserved the credit (as they 
stupidly fancied,) of having supplied them with bread.* 
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If the "Compromises of the Constitution" include-as they 
are commonly understood to do-the" guaranty" of the right 
(under any restrictions) to reclaim fugitives, and the "guaran
ty" of northern assistance in suppressing a servile insurrec
tion, then the construction that concedes these compromises, 
concedes the most atrocious as well as the most eft"ecti ve 
supports of slavery included in that ultra southern construc
tion which the masses at the North so indignantly repudi
ate I Conceding these, very little more would he lost, in a 
moral view, by conceding the whole. 

And the extent of the moral concession is the measure of 
the political. An effort in Congress, or at the ballot box, 
against slavery, conceding the sacredness of the "compro
mises" with the" guaranties" involved in them, is an effort 
for victory after having relinquished the main controversy in 
debate. Such eft"orts must be abortive of course. By the 
operation of well known laws of human nature, they generally 
fail of reaching the low point at which they are aimed. And 
if reached, only an unsightly limb is displaced, leaving the 
root untouched and the trunk less otl"ensive and, perhaps, the 
more thrifty and vigorous for the pruning. 

That local and partial victories may sometimes be gained 
by this policy is not denied. But a wise general knows that 
a local victory may be purchased too dearly. A political 
victory is always purchased too dearly, when it is done by a 
moral compromise, or when the victor, by his compromises, 
concessions, nnd pledges, ties up his own hands, and fore
closes himself from doing his main work. 

If it be true that the Constitution does contain the" com
promises and the guaranties" commonly attributed to it, even 
at the North, then the main battle between slavery and free
dom cannot be fought under it, nor otherwise than by a re
pudiation of it, or the proposal of such amendments as would 
be regarded as revolutionary to insist upon. And however 
wise it might be for the friends of liberty to avail themselves 
of any advantages thrown in their way, to weaken or cripple 
the slave power, (taking care to avoid giving sanction to any 
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constitutional compromises) it would be evidently impolitic 
for them to expend their main strength and wear out their 
energies and dishearten their successors in labors which, if 
never so successful, would leave their main work unaccom
plished and even unattempted, after all. The longer the 
friends of liberty busy themselves in this manner, the more 
firmly will tbey establish the precedents which, sooner or 
later, must be rebelled against and spurned. 

If the Constitution be a II compromise" between slavery 
and freedom, then those who adhere to it, giving their assent 
to the compromise, yet expecting to II secure the blessings of 
liberty" under it for "themselves and their posterity," are 
only acting over again the folly of their fathers, but with less 
excuse, after having witnessed the experiment of the last sixty 
years. The fruits borne by the tree of "compromise" thus 
far, should warn us to expect nothing better of it in future. 

OJ tlle tltird theory of the Constitution, that which repu
diates all its supposed" compromises" and II guaranties," it is 
sufficient to say that, if it be correct, it is all that could be de
sired ns 0. basis of political action. In the words of another, 

II Those who believA that slavery is unconstitutional, are the only perBOna 
who propose to aboli8h it. They are the only one8 who claim to have the 
power to abolish it. Were the whole North to become abolitioni8ts, they 
would still be unable to touch the chain of a single slave so long as they 
mould concede that slavery is constitutional. 

II The maaa of men will insist on seeing that a thing CAlf be done, before 
they will leave the care of other interests to aaaist in doing it. Hence the 
alow progreaa of all political monments baaed on the admission that slavery 
it conatitutional. "-SPOOIfICR. 

These considerations should not tempt us to put an unwar
rantable construction upon our great national document. But 
they should induce a candid and thorough investigation of 
the matter, with 0. determination to take the position de
manded by a discovery of the truth of the case. If the or
ganic structure of our National Government does indeed cnst 
us at the feet of the Slave Power, bound hand and foot, let 
us know the worst of the case, and in view of it, determine 
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whether we have strength and resolution to cut the cords, or 
whether we will submit to be slaves, with our posterit.y, for
ever. But if we have in our hands the C~rter of Freedom, 
let us understand its use, and the responsibilities with which 
it invests U& 
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CHAPTER L. 

THE SLAVERY QUESTION IN AMERICA AND THE CBISIS.-WlUT 

SHALL BE DONE? 

EIfeeta ot Compromise thns tar-Shall it be repeated or continned f-The Slavery 
question, .. It noW' standa, lltated-.lllat be Bettled by the Chnl't'h and in the 
Stat_A qUl'8tion tor e/u peDpl4-CUI' the Church Ind tho Srato be reformed, 
and W'ielded against Slllveryf-Qne"tion" behind tbes_Wbat ia tbe organio 
.meture of the Church and the State '-Io'allacy 0' the idea that tbe Federal 
Government can ClCC.'upy I neutral pGIOition, divorced from the 811pport ot'Slavery, 
yet not W'ielded effectively again8t it-Fallaoy (If the idea that tho p«Iulia,' .,.vo
I",.. of our Government relieves na from re.opon .. ibllity in ""'peet to Siavery
S1IJrCI'tioDl concerning W'hat might be done. n. ClI.rd-Can tb .. politics of II 
people, or of rerormel'll, riH above the l"'el of their religion I-ReepollAlibillt7 of 
tbe Cburch and its coWltitnent members. 

THE reader of the preceding pages will, by this time, com
prehend something of the magnitude of the pending slave 
question in America. Though, primarily a question concern
ing the liberation of the enslaved, there is involved in it the 
question of the civil and political liberties of the nominally 
free. And the crisis seems to have arrived, predicted hyone 
of our prominent statesmen, at the time our present Federal 
Government was organized . 

.. I have no hope that thfl stream nr general liberty will rorever flow un
polluted through the mire or partial bondage, or that they who hue been 
habituated to lord it over others, will not. in time, become base enougb to 
let others lord it over them. If they resiat, it will be the stmggle or pride 
and eelfisbneu. 1I0t or principle."-Wm. PWlmey'. Spe"" ill 1114 Horu, oj 
Deltgatt. 0/ MarylaM, 1789. 

The North bas submitted to compromise on tbis subject till 
one of ber own Senators taunts her with infidelity to her con
stitutional engagements, if she insists upon any legal 8tCUrW. 
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for the personal liberties of her own citizens, the Senator him
self not excepted i* and he exhorts her to conquer her" pre
judices" in favor of LIBERTY, for the sake of preserving" the 
Union/" 

The Slavery Question in America is the question whether 
liberty shall be relinquished, for the security of slavery, or 
whether slavery shall be overthrown by the spirit of liberty. 
It is the question whether civil government shall secure and 
protect human rights, or whether a ruthless despotism. dis
placing civil government, (properly so called,) shan be wielded 
by the Slave Power for the subjugation of freemen_ It is the 
question whet.her the Federal Government shall be thus 
wielded by a petty oligarchy of one or two hundred thousand 
slaveholders, over twent.y millions of people, (one person con
trolling one hundred,) or whether it shall be a republican 
government, amenable to all, and administered for the pro
tection of all_ 

It is, moreover, the question whether Christianity in Ame
rica shall overthrow heathenism in America, or be corrupted 
or exterminated by it. It is the quest.ion whet.her the Bible, 
the Church, and the ministry, shall suffer the disgrace of 
being accounted the handmaids of oppression, or whether they 
shall be hailed as the deliverers of the captives, proclaiming 
the Jubilee of the Lord. 

This great question is to be decided, mainly, by the concur
rent action of the two great social institutions of the country, 
the. Church" and the State, the ecclesiast.ical and the civil 
power. 

It is for THE PEOPLE of the non-slaveholding States to 
say whet.her these two social institutions shall be redeemed 
from the foul embraces of slavery, and wielded for their hea
ven-appointed ends, or whether they shall remain, as at pre
sent, in the hands of their enemies. 

And the question whether THE PEOPLE will ever effect 
-------- - ------------------

• If Daniel Webster were seized as a slave, be could have no lIpl redrellrllllMr 
the Fugitive Slave bill, to whleb he urges our lubmluioD. 
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the reauisite reformation in the Church and the State will 
depend, very much, on the ideas they attach to the organic 
.,tructure of the Church and the State, and of their own pam
cipanc'y in the administration of their powers. 

If the Christians of the Free States conceive of the Church 
as a· mysteriQus something in the hands of the priesthood, 
above the control of the brotherhood, to. which they are reli
giously bound to adhere, right or wrong, and go wherever it 
carries them, it is evident that there will be no reformation in 
the Church. 

If the voting citizens of the Free States conceive of II the 
Government" as something distinct from themselves, and to 
which their allegiance is unchangeably due,-if they conceive 
of the 1& Constitution ., as pledged to 1& compromises and guar
an ties " in favor of slavery, and yet hold themselves bound to 
fulfil those unrighteous compromises and guaranties, thus 
elevating the Constitution (though conceded to be criminal) 
'above all that is called God or is worshiped '-it is evident 
that there will be no reformation in the State. 

And if there is to be no reformation in the Church or the 
State, it is evident that the sun of American liberty must go 
down in darkness, or be subjected to a baptism in blood. 

The questions arise-" What shall be done ?" .And II How 
shall it be done ?" 

The fieM may be narrowed, by first inquiring, in the light 
of the past, and on the stand-point of the present, what ought 
not to be done? 

May we not clearly detect some of the main fallacies by 
which the friends of liberty have been misled, and by which 
they have been foiled? 

Expedients-compromises-gradualisms-postponement&
ameliorations-have not the friends of liberty been baflled 
sufficiently by confiding implicitly in t.hese? 

Attempts to overthrow slavery merely by localizing it
preventing its expansion-prohibiting the slave trade, or the 
t.ransportation of slaves-excluding slavery from Dew territo
ries-Is it not time to understand that the work of abolisMng 
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slavery is not to be accomplislred by directing attention and 
dort chiefly to enterprises of this character? 

Every opportunity should, doubtless, be improved, to do, 
in the use of proper measures, whatever presents itself to # be 
done in these directions. But is it wise, as a matter of policy 
-can it be right, as a question of morals, to postpone or com
promise tbe main question of abolishing slaver!!, in order to 
concentrate strength or enlist numbers, on points of secondary 
importance? May we eonsent to one crime for the sake of 
repressing another? Especially where the greater is indulged 
tbat tbe smaBer may be abolished? May we-or may civil 
government-eonsent to regulate and tbus authorize crime, 
for the purpose of curtailing its mischiefs? 

Is there not a faUacy in the idea that the Federal Govern
ment can be divorced from tbe suppm-t of slavery witbout 
being enlisted against it, and 80 enlisted as to treat it as illegal 
and criminal ? 

How shall the Federal Government be thus divorced with
out so exerting itself as to overthrow slavery? 

In organizing the militia, in providing for tbe collection of 
the revenue, (whether througb the Custom-bouse or by direct 
taxation,) in providing for the transportation of tbemails.in 
appointing Post-masters and all other officers of Government, 
in making enlistments for the army and navy, in naturalizing 
or in refusing to naturalize all classes of aliens-in making or 
refusing to make compensation to slaveholders for losses of 
slaves in the public service-must not the Federal Govern
ment take sides, one way or the other, on the question of the 
legality of slavery, and of the right of the slaves to tbeir free
dom? And is not the practical decision of the Federal Gov
ernment, in either case, entirely conclusive of the whole 
matter? Could the condition of slavery be continued, if the 
practice of the Federal Government did not acknowledge its 
legality? And while acknowledging its legality, can it be 
said to be divorced from the support of slavery? Cbn it be 
neutral on that question, taking neit.her the one side or the 
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other? Or, (however constituted,) has it any moral right to 
be neutral, were it possible to be so? 

Can the United States &I guaranty to every State in this 
Ullion a republican form of Government" without abolishing 
Slavery? Or can they neglect doing this without sustaining 
and being responsible for Slavery? 

Is there not a fallacy in the common assumption (admitted 
by some of the friends of liberty) that the peculiar structure 
of our Federal Government, with its delegated powers, its 
limitations, and the reserved rights of the States, relieves the 
Government and the people of the free States from their 
responsibilities in respect to slavery in tlle slave SI4tes, provided 
the Federal Government prohibits it elsewhere? 

Can man by his skill, or by his want. of skill, in the con· 
struction of a Constitution of Government, relieve that Gov
ernment of the essential duties devolving upon aU civil 
Govemment..q, in the nature of things, in the nature of civil 
Government itself, and by the express appointment of God? 

Can there be a civil Government not invested with the pre
rogative, and charged with the duty, of protecting human 
rights, and" executing justice between a man and his neigh
bor 7" If the Bible or the Declaration of Independence be 
resorted to for an answer, will they not unitedly respond, No1 
Is there any intelligible theory of civil Government that will 
not require at its hands thus much 7 Does the Constitution 
of the United States, in its Preamble, profess less1 Can it 
claim the allegiance, or deserve the confidence of the people, 
if it performs less? Have the Sovereign People, who are 
responsible for the organic structure as well as for the admin
istration of their Government, any moral right to construct 
and continue an arrangement which contemplaWJ less 1 Or 
can their liberties be secure uneler such an arrangement 7 

The Federal Constitution either describes a civil Govern
ment or it does not.* If it does, then that Government is 

• The great problem or 1787, WM the formation or a National fhHrMMAI tbII& 
Ihould aupenillde the .. CoA/"uratio"," and yet leave the SIuU Governmenta in 
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charged with the es8ential duties of a civil Government. Hit 
does flOt describe a civil Government, then we are witJumt any 
National Government. We are reduced to a mere confed· 
eracy of the States. And if we have only a confederacy of 
States, may it not be dissolved at the option of either of the 
parties? And are not the free Smtes doubly inexcusable for 
remaining perpetually' in a confederacy that binds them to 
restore fugitives and assist in suppressing an insurrection of 
slaves?· . 

The questions again recur-What shall be done? And 
how shall it be done? 

Without presuming to dogmatize, may we adventure a few 
farther suggestions? 

The powers of the Federal Government-the legality or 
the illegality of slavery-its agreement or disagreement with 
the Constitution-present, evidently, questions of the first 
magnitude, and of viml importance in disposing of the pro
blem-" What shall be done?" 

Would it not be the part of wisdom, in the friends of lib
erty, in the first place, to examine thoroughly, and settle 
definitely, those questions? Can there be efficient and united 
political action against slavery till these questions are settled ? 

If it be found that slavery is illegal, that it is unconstitu· 
tional, that the Federal Government has full power over it. 
the course of action becomes plain. The Federal Courts, sus-

existence. After great labor. the paradox was suppoaod to have been solved. It 
remaina to be seen whether tbe exultation was not premature. The common theol)". 
according to one of its ableat advocates. coucedes that" the Federal Government 
is not IJ t»ml'uu civil Government"-but nevertheleas adds: "It doll<' not. folIo .... 
and it is not true. tbllt we have rw National Government." 

The conoeBaion then Is. that we have only. ill part, a National Government i-
i_pUt. Government. ADd tho preciae point in respect to which its in~m
pleteness ia conceded. is the poiut in which it flLils "to secure the bl""''IinlP of lib
erty" tor "the peoplo of the United Statea"-illld aome other little thlnp ot that 
oharacter. A somewhat lIignillCllllt Incompletene~ke tho performance of .. the 
Drama of IIamlet, with the pnrt of Hllmlet lef\ out. bI pnrticular request." 

• United States' forces wore used to BDPpreas t·ho Southampt~n illJlulT'OCtioo. of 
Degroes in 1881. And, more recentiI. thoy wore omployed to capture a CODlpalQ' 01 
lIaryland alaves who were marehing olf in pUl'lluit of freedom. And eveJ7 exec. 
\iOD oC the Fugitive Slavs bill is of the Bame character. 
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tained by Congress and the Executive, are adequate to admin
ister tbe remedy. And the power is in the hands of the non
slavebolding States. 

The iDv~tigation itself might be carried on, to a great 
extent, by bringing questions, involving the rights of slaves 
and others, for decision before the Federal Courts, after the 
example, and with the untiring perseverance of Granville 
Sharp. 

If it comes to be conceded, after a fair investigation, that 
the Constitution is in favor of slavery, and that it provides no 
remedy against it, the question returns again-" What shall 
be done?" 

An amendment of the Constitution might be proposed, but 
it requires the concurrence of two-thirds of the States to carry 
it into effect. There seems little prospect of a remedy in that 
direction. 

Revolution or disunion appear to be the only direct political 
remedies that remain. We may conceive of a revolution that 
should carry with it, or bring after it, the abolition of slavery. 
The ground of disunion would then be removed. But the 
mind shudders at the thought of a revolution by violence. 

Might therc not be effected a peaceful separation between 
the slaveholding and non-slaveholding States? If a majority 
of the citizens at the North and at the South should concur, 
why could it not be done? If tbe Constitution makes no 
provision for such an emergency, does it follow that an Ad
ministration is bound to enforce union by the sword? Or 
wby might not a vote of two-tbirds of the States (Northern 
and Southern) unite in an amendment of the Constitution for 
that end? 

The Union has its value, but is it anything more than that 
of a means to an end? And what is that end worth, if it 
upes not include justice, security, freedom, and the right to 
obey God? 

What other alternative remains but the loss of the main 
objects for which the independence of the country was 
achieved, and the Constitution and the Union established? 
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Is anything to be gained by clinging to that which was de-. 
signed to be the means, if, in doing it, we must sacrifice 1M 
end 1 

The general and public discussion of these questions would 
arrest tbe attention of all classes of citizens, Nortbern and 
Southern. If any other alternatives exist, they would be 
discovered and presented. If tbe South loved slavery more 
than tbe Union, she would say so~ If tbe North loved the 
Union more than liberty, she would say 80. Tbe issue would 
be presented to every citizen, and it would bave to be met at 
tbe ·ballot·box and decided. If the friends of liberty at the 
North were lert in the minority, and the country ruined under 
the avenging hand of divine justice, they would tben be clear 
of the blame. But would the impartial award of posterity 
acquit them, if, adhering to a Constitution of "compromises 
and guaranties" in favor of slavery, they bartered their prin
ciples, their consciences, and the liberties of their country, for 
an idolized II union" with oppressors? Would it acquit the 
entire generation of northern citizens who, in full view of the 
crisis, should consign themselves and tbeir posterity to the 
degradation of vassalage? Would not tneir own Declaration 
of self-evident truths, and of the rights and responsibilities 
of freemen, upbraid them? 

"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that ALL MEN are created equal ; 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, amon, 
which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That, TO SECURE 

TREBE RIGHTS, GOVEIlNMENTS ARE INSTITUTED AMONG MEN, deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the governed; THAT WHENEVER ANV rOaM 

or GOVERNMENT BECOMES DESTRUCTIVE or TRESE ENDS,IT IS THE RIGHT 
OF THE PEOPLE TO ALTER OR ABOLISH IT, and to institute a new GOY

ernment, laying its foundation on such principles, and organizing its power. 
in such form, as to them sball seem most likely to effect their safety aod 

.happineas ... 

Whatever sentiments may mould the answers that shall be 
returned to tbese questions, the issue to be met and disposed of 
will remain, if we mistake not, very much as has been stated 
. already. That is to say: If tbe Constit.ution contains the 
.,1 compromises and guaranties" commonly attributed to it j 
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it there is no prospect of its being amended, or of the speedy 
abolition of slavery by the States; then the free States have 
no remedy but revolution or disunion. Rejecting this, they 
must. continue to participate in the guilt of slavery, and to 
suffer its evils, including their own subjugation by the petty 
oligarchy of slaveholders. But if the Constitution contains 
no such "compromises and guaranties," then they hold the 
power in their own hands, and may readily redeem themselves 
and their country if they will, by the proper administration 
of the Government. 

'I'his vie\v presents what we understand to be the Slavery 
Question in Amenea, so far as the prospect of its abolition by 
the nction of civil government and the political action of the 
North are concerned. 

The Church question is still more comprehensive, more 
vital, and more solemn. If the religion of a country controls, 
of necessity, the legislation of a country, then the Church, to 
the full extent to which it moulds or represents the religion 
of a country, or is able to mould and represent it, is responsi. 
ble for its political mornlity. Is it not so ? 

Can' the political morality of a people rise higher than the 
religion of a people? Can the political morality of reformers 
rise higher than the religion of reformers? Can their reo 
ligion rise, permanently, above the religion of the Churches 
to which they adhere, and of the ministry in whom they con. 
fide for religious instrnction? Will they be likely to demand 
of th~ir political particl'l, or to secure in the management and 
direction of them a higher tone of morality than they require 
of their Churches, or than actually prevails in them? Does 
the history of past experiments warrant the belief that it can 
be so? Or would it be honorable to religion and religious 
institutions, to believe that such could be the fact, and that 
the world should be the teacher and exemplar of the Church 7 

The friends of liberty and pure religion, to a considerable 
extent, have been impressed with the importance of so direct
ing tbeir missionary efforts, as to send none but a pure and 
liberty loving religion to the heathen. They are contributing 
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_heir· miflsionary benefactions accordingly. But, are they, in 
all eases, sustaining and conliding in no other religion at 
home? Are they supporting by their contributions and by 
their approvibg' attendance, no teachers of religion whom 
they would not entrust with the work of carrying the gospel 
to the heathen? Is it probable tbat they will consistently and 
perseveringly insist on exporting a better religion for the ac
ceptance of the heathen abroad, than that w bich they cherish 
and confide in for their own edification and the benefit of 
their families at home? Or, will it be practicable, to any ex
tent, or for any great length of time, to find missionaries o~ 
liberty to send- abroad, who have been nurtured in the bosom 
of pro-slavery churches at home,-churches that remain in 
fellowship with oppressors, that cherish the arrangements of 
caste, that set up in the sanctuary of prayer the negro pew, and 
that welcome to their communion, without remonstrance, the 
politicians whose votes rivet the fetters of the slave? 

Or is it to be believed that the peaceful abolition of slavery 
is to be effected by the labors of those who thus contribute to 
its support? Can the consciences of the slaveholders be thus 
reached? Can Christian missionaries be sustained in the 
slave States to build up churches there, having no fellowship 
with slavery (for this is one department of our "Free Mis
sions") by Christians at the North who remain in churches 
holding fellowship with slavery, and who support its apolo
gists BS religious teachers? Are the Choctaw and Cherokee 
Churches to be disowned and abandoned for retaining slave
holders in their communion, by Christians at tbe North re
maining in ecclesiastical connection with the slaveholders of 
the South, or holding fraternal ecclesiastical correspondence 
with them? Or, retaining religious fellowship with the cor
rupt and servile northern demagogues who are more guil'Y 
than the slaveholders themselves? Can the friends of liberty 
and. pure religion continue long to remonstrate with churches 
ill fellowship with slavery, while their own position is such as 
has been described? If the churches have any responsibility 
iarespect to slavery, is there no inconsistency in the posil.ioD. 
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of such? What is the responsibility of churches aside from 
the responsibilities of the member" of which the Church is 
composed? And how can the individual member urge upon 
the body a position which he is not ready to take himself? 

II There is no power out of the Church," says Albert Barnes, 
" that could sustain slavery an hour, if it were not sustained 
in iL" To this we may add the inquiry-How long would 
slavery be sustained in the churches, if churches sustaining 
slavery were not sustained by those who complain of their 
position? If a solemn responsibility resta on the churches, is 
it not shared by those in the churches whose support con· 
tributes to sustain them? 

There is still another view of the subjecL Suppose it were 
not true that the position of the Church could decide the fate 
of American slavery? Suppose it were certain that, notwith· 
standing all that could be done by the Church and ministry 
to overthrow slavery, it would still live and thrive? Would 
the responsibility of the Church and ministry then cease? 
Would it not still be their duty to bc.'U' their testimony in the 
midst of Q perverse people? How else can they shine as 
lighta in the world? How else can they honor their God and 
their Savior? How else can they teach and exemplify pure 
religion? How else can they call sinners to repentance? 
How else can they preserve a pure seed to survive the terri· 
ble overthrow of the nation, or ita dark night of disgrace and 
servility, to take root and germinate and bear fruit in a more 
genial age? 

And if it be true, as we have seen, that the Federal Govern· 
ment cannot hold a neutral position-that it cannot be di· 
vorced from the support of slavery without being wielded 
against it-if ita peculiar structure-fashioned by man-can· 
not absolve it nor its constituent members from the responsi· 
bilities involved in the very nature of the institution itaelf
how much more clearly and more forcibly do these considera
tions apply to the Ohurch, established by Christ himself, to be 
"the salt of the earth," and "the light of the world I" 
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[N. B. (1.) TRK UADIIIO 'fOPlOI of this Book, ananged in Cbaptera, will be found 
In the ColCTBN'TtI, at the beginning. (II.) )liM,. topics, in their order, arc inserted 
under the seveml hend titles, at the beginning of each Chapter. (3.) 'fbi" General 
Indes, thoagh containing many nanles, does not include, however, (exoept in a few 
apecial caaea,) the namlla of the numerous Aathoritlea that will be fonnd cited in the 
body of the work.] 
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Hr" THE DEMOCRACY OF CHRISTIANITY; OR, 
AN ANALYSIS OJ' THB BIBLB AND ITS DOCTRINBS, IN THBIR 
RELATION TO THB PRINCIPLB OJ' DIUIOCRACY." By WK. 
GOODELL. In two volumes. New.York: CADY & BUR
GESS, 60 John-st. Sold, also, by WK. HARNED, 48 Beek
man-st., N. Y. Price 75 cts. per voI., at retail. 
*.'" A liberal discount to Booksellers and Agents. 

[In addition to the (oDowing,. Dumber ot reoommelldatioDI bavo 
been given to tba MooDd volwne, juat iaaned.] 

RECOMMENDATIONS 
OJ' 

"THE DEMOCRACY OF CHRISTIANITY," 

FIRST VOLUME. 

From B. P. ATDIIlDTT, D. D., late Preaidenl of Woodwvd CoUe., Cinoinllati, OhIo, 
ana Prof.uor of Moral all4 Politio&! PJill_pll)' in W ""' • .-Pllblielled in 1M 
Cincinnati GueUe. 
"Tn D ... OOII£01' or CBBII'I"I.UIln'.-An able and origin&l work. It I. eU)' to ... 

thai the ,re&lla .. of Ih. Biblo, , TAo .. ,Aall ""'. lA, Illig".' /I' ,., .. ,/.' rorbide 
all oppre .. ion, ,uaMI the inalienablo richll or man, and mUll, thererore. if impar. 
tiall), carried oul, e.lablilll popular ,onmmenll. everywhere. Bul our author, .n a 
lIylo .or)' eu)' and foraible, anel with all emin.nll), Cilristian "piril, Ihows Ihal Ihia 
rraat law or the Bibl. wu onoo .mbocliod b)' Din •• allthorilY in a wrill.n Conitilll' 
tion-tbal ci"oa to GocI'1 anoienl .P""pie 1 ...... 1. He euminOl Illil oonotitulion "'f)' 
.. efall)" and allows thai bolll in'lI p .... isionl and ill praotiO&! workin., II wu W 
pll ... 1 delllOOraG)' lIlai th. world onr wilneaocl. 

" r"",....,iUo Ilad domoalll&leel. wilb rare abilil)" IIlal Ih. whole \",lilio&l &ncI 
_ial ourronl, au bolh lidee or the Atlanlio, wu f" ....... ble 10 free inll.Ialion .. an. 
lIlai repoblinaa conmmeal mall Illtima&ol), an. \IOf)' IJIOOdil), proni\' B .. , ... 
............. CiIi_, tb. aUlbor or tho work ber~ro ai, pro" .. tllal ,A. Bibl. il al W 
roundalion or all the .. rro. m .... m.n&o, and that CArilli/l"il" "../ •• ,1, ok".", U 
(Uel/"../ • ., D ............ '. AI Am •• i ... n., we ma)' Iben exullin.ly poinl, aot onl), 
10 Ih. wiodom of oar ro .. rath .... bal W wisdom or Ood, .0 lalta.nin, oar polilical 
inltilutioal, and plod •• 10 their laallriampll and aai".roal O1&o"';oa." 

Leller to th. aathor, (rom HOII • .AIUU W~, or M_ba .. t&o, Bacrollly or 8talo. 

"DBIt Sr1l: 
II JIosroJr, D ••• 31, 1851. 

II 1 ba .. Ion, wishod to &01 Ibo D.mocracy or the Bible ptMOate. b)' lOme able 
wrilor, ill ill Ira. li,bl. YOllr ftrlt "olam. of Ih. 'Democrao'l. or Chriltianit,' 
_II m)' .. Ii .... rull)" .. far &I tho Old Dilpenaation i. ooaooml • and I .ball wa.t, 
wilh muob im{,atieaCl, for ),011' .... nd ""lame, wbiob. I OIlppo ... will ."bibil the 
.liIl moro .trik,n, d.moeraor of th. N.w. O.nain. Democrac)' I ha"., for man)' 
Y"ara, reprdld .0 the oll"apnal or Chrilliaail),. and 1 "joic. to &OIlbilrreallrulb 
p ..... ated in Ihe abl. and aat •• raolory man .. or )'00 han, tbu. rar. dono; and Iboal. 
JOU' .... nd .. lam. eqaal th. firol, (ao 1 b&Ye ao daabl it will,) I thiak all will arne 
thal)'Oa Ila .. _r.md a creal bealft, oa the public. 

u 1 am, .er~ •• t=";l~~." 

From ~_It H_, of OberliD. 
II Th. Democrao)' or Cbriltianit)'," i. a work which .",r, on. Iboald reed. h. 

objool i.1o .bow Ibal W Bibl. i. th. croat obarler or democrac),-tilat ill principlel 
&ncI p .. ooplo, &I wen .0 lbe .ympathi .. which it callin&o .. and the Ipirit whioh il 
brealh .. , are all on th •• id. or freodom. Tb. book i. one or tilo •• htl and prinoipl," i 
and til ... who read il will lind tbemael""1 brought r ... &0 faoo wllb ide ... wbioh are 
of _Id·wid. applicalion, anel or fun.amental importllnoe. W. ma)' aero. or dis· 
.... wilb lbe aatbor in lOme or his oonolnlionl; bUllb. ,enoral .. ope or tbe workt 
an. lbe Ipirit anel lone of tb. duoullioa. will commend il 10 all .. llo I .... "if' .nal &D4 
.... pondent Ihoa,bl. T. B. _ • .. 0..-. 0., Jill)" 1851." 
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RECOlO(ENDATIONS. 

Prom E. IlJma, W.oleyaa Miai.lor, Maaat.Id, Ohio. 
"I laaft re&d tb;' work .. ilb pleua ... and ~6t, aad repnl it u. IIa-aIa u.-

"ptioa of \be .11)' imponaat.ubject oC .. hiob it treaIo.' , 

Prom tb. Ne .. York Tn"b1lll •• 
"W. ha •• read the book Ibrougb .of)' aUenti".I)', &Dol oan bur t •• dman,. to Ita 

.... t abilit)" and tho mandn ... oC ito priociplu. 0 0 •• The e_, i. a ftr,ab .. 
one, and .. en adapt •• , u Cobbeua .. d 10 A),. for. tAi .. i. peopl., and no fair
miad.d Ind intellll"ni ... ad.r oaft ri .. from a poraAI oC il wi.houl • bill>er .pp .... 
oiatioa or Ibe Moaaio code, and or Iru. democratio principl •• " 

From lb. Ne .. York Eftoceliol. 

th:' !!i:;'~~"~~i: ::==;""Z· ~ut ~t d~I':ik~:a!i:i:o o:,,::~~o~:it;.:rn=: 
1Ift0i. He t ..... .::. 1II'lDocralia principl. u it i. minll" in all G,teI-, pro'f'iaiOllI 
Cor Ibo Palri.,.,b. aad tb. loraolite. in lb. oleareot mannor Hi. anal,.is oC lb. 
Ioad.no)' and character oC Ihl Moaai. institutos is ~rticularl)' abl. HI di .... en 
a dep. 01 wisdom and ben .... olenc. in thOM ,roYillOnl but littl. Ulld.,.toocI W. 
haft n." .. _n th. political bearinlS and ooopo .r lb. M_i. law .. llrikinll, por
lra,od. Tho p .. oen. "olamo .. spoe ... al, lb. doclrin •• oC lb. Old TUWIIOnl_. 
h.po lb. aa.bor will be .aoou..,.d to go .n .. ilb lb. eeucbing &Dol impartial ozami
llatioD." 

Prom tb. AmericaD 8taloomaD. 
C< Tho aathor bu liftn 10m. beauliCul iIIa.tra.i ..... drawn from Scriplare. ohow. 

lalthal il abounds wi.h d.mocra.i ... n.im.nl. 0 0 0 11;, II _i ,A,.,"""" 
_lira .. .... 411m,;011 of ,4. ,4i.iiq porliOli of .ocUllI' T4e II,," U III'rad ..... 
•• d &k mjee' CIA i",.,,,,'iq 0111." 

Prom tho BootoQ Chroaot)'po. 
"Thi. • Citizen oC lb. United Stalol' cI_"," • ho .. ial. U. Ia a .Iranl( th •• tor 

... e1 an abl. writ.r-ind.ad b. mu., be a man oC greal upori.n ... ilb lb. poa. 

.. 0 .. S ..... piUI from G.n •• i. onward, no. a ra, oC li!lhl _po_ lIim .. biob_ 
be COQmaed into ,h. cla-ning of tho .. glorioa. popul ... n •• i.ulion. wbiob ... now 
.njo,. And h. cortainl), And. a groat doal to bi. purpooo. • • • Th. craib ia, 
tb. M_ic ood. mad. adn .... loward. clolllOO""T .. biob .tood alan. for coatari.., 
and when ." talc. Ih. Ilrone ,I ..... of auoh & wnter .. thi., Oill' ",enetau_ of .... 
Bible i. placod on a ... , bilb Caulinl .. 

From th. D.mocrall. Be'li .... 
• , The .abjec' oC ,h;' yohllllll Ia ... n handl.". aad ju.tl)' p .... ed oa \be olteenat;oa 

of th. re&d.r." 
Prom lb. ORtario M ..... pr. 

"W. a,hi .. all .Ia .... to ' ... ad. mark. and inwardl), dip.t· thi •• 01_. 

From ,b. Oberlia E.ugoliat. 
"The 6.101 of di .... oion oponod i. broad anel riob: it hu ho-n abl), uptona ..... 

ito lreuU .... C preciollllralb are ..... &led willt a mulor'. haDd.'· 

From lb. Obio Star. 
"Th. oonOlp'inn or thi ... ork Ia original. • • .. W. coJlUllend .t to lit. portI-.I 

... ol canfal.'ud7 oC all 0 ...... .'· 

Prom tho Goldoa Ral •• 
"W. ha ... neitb., tim. noropa .. 'o ,i •• a Jlen.ra1 or.xlonded not,OI oflhla!n_ 

ublo produo.ion. but monly drop a hint, .bat oar fri.nd. mar nut cI.,.; •• tile .. 
001_ • aingl. mom.at oC • rich treat, bu. la7 lut bold oC it ....... 
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