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THE

Lible Virw of Sluvery Reconsidered,

T run Hr. Hev. Pouse Horprrs:

Bim,—It was once the glory of the Probostant Episeopal
Charch that ber clorgy kept aleof from all politica] agitatlons
ms foreign o thoir porpose. When nbout Ehree years apo
you departed from thut timehonored praciies, and became
1hue ]'!-ll]il el I:'.'llnmp"lnn nf !Iu.‘l.'l:'l"_".".| on iblianl prinu[‘p]m amd 'pll.'hl-
lished your “ Bilde View of Slavery,” many of us, thongh die-
sonting from those views, (apart from the dangoroue innovution, )
beld cur peacs, from tle mistaken supposition that your conrse
woull eonciliste * cur erring brothren of the Bouth,” and pre-
vent the dikruption of oor beloved Union.  But wlen, on ape
plication feora w politien] pncly, whose energies are solely
divested to harass and weaken the lhoods of oor ri_ghtl'l.ll
government, and ta atrenjgthen thoss of the bastard govorn-
ment of reballion, yon sonsented to vepublish thoss views—and
that, too, *in & Diosese not your own''—we, because our rc-
eprut for you is 50 widaly known in this THoecee, were, in self-
defense, oompelind to issae o protest—ibat we * leave no
complicity ot symputhy with such e defense™  Approving of
that protest, becavss [ do nat believe that the Bible tesches
the perpetosl bondage of the negro or any cther race, T desire
you to divest yoarself of yoor former bins, and reconsider the
Fifblical aspect of slavery’

You atabe that you do not “ oppose the prevalent idea that
slavery ia an evil in iteell”™ Yoo admit it may be a physi-
oal evil,"” but you mainlain that it i@ “ no seered evif, no posi-
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tive 7 10 hold o lumnp being in bondege.” What o gn 2
It is devisdion from vule. God bass ploced man woder his
law, and requires bim to walk by rwfe. In referenca to Him-
el be requires na to love hin, with all the heart, mind, soul,
sad strength. In reference to our fellow-creatures, ha re-
quires o= that we should love our neighbora as onrselves, and
do unto others as we wonld they should do onte we. ki ia
the rufe—and every departors frem thig rule, in thought, word,
of deed, fa pin.  From s begy Y there an be wo appeal”

It ja not my intention to recomsider every propusition in
yout pumphlet.  IF ibs oriticiem ean bo proved fmesrrest, ita
“ proofa” erremteois und minapplied-—if the statement, a0 often
repeated, that ** Hoothern elavery iz & divine institution,”' can
be proved to be unirys, then Southern slavery will stand con-
demnod aa 8 moral el and & poritiee si "' T shall leare ta
others to srgoe with yon *the soumdness of the proposition
of the far-famed Deelaration of Indespendence.” I sball sim-
ply confine mysell to the Qid Testament * proofs” advanged in
your pamphlet in bebalf of Southern slavery.

Your opening proposition states thot the term “ servant™
has genernlly the meaning of * alave™* in the Ilebrow, This
freerrect.  The Hebrew word “ Ebed,"' franzlated * servant,”
hos o vary wide eignification, and is indiseriminately applied.
It comprohends all manner of service that an be rend ered under
the son. Jak. In Gen. ii. B, the last thres words, © lu-sahod
&th ha-adamah,'" liteenlly, **to scrve tho ground,” our traoe-
lators rendered, “to G the ground,” v, 15; the sams word is
rendered, ““to dress i, Gen. G 23, Chopter iv. 12, the

* Fago 1ol yoa gy, * The werd * alars” secams omly febis 1b ke Boglish
Eibde™ Tes, in the Ehgohsl Sibde. Bol in the originat, and, Sodeod, to the
iblalfgant resuber of the Bnglish mosion, & dsor not pasur g i, Tharm are Ewo
wall-known roles Inid down for the guddanee af the geoeesl resder of the Gible
13, Wity 1ba gdrpinal teadimg differs from s Wztund, the manging i B
figeral.  3d. That sl words im Stslbea are not g ehe ordpioel, hut were ploced
et a By thia iraon s, 19 maks oot what they believel to be the asnes,  Tha
word “shive”™ ocenep firt, o bt in Jarkcglal 15, 14, which ghows that the word
s nat fa che fabeen. It oeeuro the pecond tima in Beeedstion xvli. 13 the morgin
peids [ = odie " proviog eonclualvely thad tes word 41 glave™ @ nak in the Grek,
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same word is ngnin rendered, “to il 2d. Ttis applied to the
service of Jehovah; as alswo to the service of strange gods.
Thus, in Jushua xxiv. 2, “and they seroed other gods,” v. 14;
and “ gerve yo the Lord ; and 80 in several instances of the same
chapter. 3d. To Putriarchs—QGien. xxvi. 24, “Abraham, my
servunt,” Isaish xli. 8; “Thou lsrael art my servamt,”
Isaiah xliv. 1; “Jacob, my servant.’* 4th. To Prophets—
Numbers xii. 6, 7, 8, tho same term is three timecs applied
to Mouses. And so Dcuteronomy xxxiv. 5, “ Moscs the
servant of the Lord died.”  And so' Jushua i. 1, 25 zxiv. 20,
Jeremiah vii. 25: “ I scnt to you all my sorvaats the prophets.”
Gth. To the minislirs of the State—Gen. xlv. 16: “ It pleased
Pharaoh well and his servants.” Exod. x. 7: “ The servants
of Pkaraok chided their prince, und advising him what to do.”
Gth. 7o soldiers and their officers—=2 Samucl ii. 12, 13: “ Abner
the son of Ner went with the servants of Isn-bosheth to Gght
with Joab the son of Zeruish and the servants of Duvid.” In
this whole chapter Duvid’s ariny is called *the servants of
David.” In ehapter xxi. 22 (2 Sam.) the captains of David
are called “Aix servants.” Tih. To Ambassadors—2 Samuel x.:
“ The gross insults to the servants of Duvid, brought about the
war between him and the children of Ammon.” 8th. The same
persons who are called, 2 Bum. xxiv. 20, ** The king and his
servants,” are called in 1 Chron. xxi. 16, “ David snd the Elders
of Isracl™ In this sawme chapter, (1 Chron. xxi. 3,) Joab asks
David concerning the whole nation, * Are they not all my
Lord's aervants #° And finally, to confidential friends and ad-
visers—Thus [lushai, David's confidential friend, is divccted to
say to Absalom, 2 Samuel xv. 34: “I will be thy servant
(Ebed) as I have been thy father’s servant (Ebed) hisherto, so
will I now also bo thy servant.”

In the Chaldaic, which is a twin sister to the Ilcbrow lan-
guage, the word * Ebed"” is used with still greater latitude.
Thus, Gen, i. 7, wherer the IIcbrew has,  Vuy abs Elohim"
— And God made the firmament,” the Chaldaic has, ~ Vo-
eabeil,” &c., &c.—* And the Lord served the firmament.” And
80 in every instance where the Hebrew word, “ to make,” and



its derivativez pocar, tha Chaldaie reads, ™ asrved.” In Gen.
i, & &: *“ And on the seventh doy God onded his work which
he kad mnde; and bhe rested on ¢he seventh doy From sl his
work which be had made ;" the Choldsic has itz “ And on the
ecventh day the Eocd finished all his serpied which ba bad
errved, wod he resbed on the seveoth day fuxo ofl Big service
1n-||.i1:|| '||1: hrd .i:rmn!.”

From-the nbove it ia seen that the signification of the werd
Ebed is vory extenzive; it comprehends to woreship, to off-
ciate, to perform the =ervices of the State, to adrize ond alao to
do the work of o domestic or thot of & ficld laborer.  The dis-
tinetion between ** Ebed,™ when applivd to o domestic or Beld
Iu.l,l-u:l-:r\vt'rr omd the werid “Emhir'" eranslated * hired secrant,” is
aim]:.'l;l' this: The * Hhed™ 14 & aervank who wps hired Gor 2 Leie
of years, whereas the " Bochic” wig hived by the doy.  When
Jagoeb. therefore; ofered his services to Laban For sepen goars,
he did et say, I will be soven yeors & Buckir with thee, but I
will be geren years thy Ebed. Honee the injunation in Levi-
tious xix, 84: *“The wages of him chat in bivod [Saedd) ehall
not shide with thee until morning,”  In fact, the =ame dis-
tingtiot which axiats in oo doy between “an apprentiee™ and
“ & day Liborer’” cxisked then, The one iz ander bonds to sorve
ano master for o term of yeare, and the other can lire himself ont
to whomseerer ho will.

Your statoment, therofore, that the term * Ebed,” com-
monly transloted * wervnnk,” bns the meaning of * slova™ in
the 1Mehrew, 0 revrreey, and the ioforence that it is o = ba
defined ns serwitwda for Tife, descending to the offpriog,"’ i =
wost seriows ecvor, Mrought with the moed sericous coneyuencer,

I bow I!rDEIEE'& to vour *arrey of powicive proofs,” and e
examine theiv validity with all the impurtinlity in m§ power.

Your Bret ¥ proof™ ie advanosd from (feneais ix. 2i—a pas-
gago which the oltra pro-slovery divines ave so oxopssively
fond of repenting: © Cutsed be Cansan, o gervant of screnota
alndl e be to his brethren,”  Ilere it is seen thot the fint
appexrance of elavery s coupled with g “ exrse” which pro-

elavery advogates pronoubae Lo he + an inculenlable Mensfng ™ —
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p marked Biblical difference. DBut cen won tcll oz why the
descendanta of Cnnasn were af ficst conquening nutions ? And
whot is most remarkuble, that civilizetion s decply indebicd
to Ham'a descoodsanes for its firsé development.  Theaides, if
 this remarkubls™ impresation was b be hterally MulGiled, why
were the Isroclites poastively commanded sot v enalase bat ta
annifalale them F Deuteronouy xx, 16, 1T. * Thoo sbalt sara
alive nolbing Lthat breatheth, But thoo shalt otterly destroy
them, nawely the [Iittices, and the Amorites, the Cenaunites,
end the Perizzites, cthe Ilivites, ond the Zebusices, ns tho
Lord thy God bath commwnded thee” And what eon-
apction haz this cwree with the coslavement of the nepre
rece in the Bowth? for it is nod Tlum, but Coneen thas is
pursed, nmd his descendunts weee destreged by the Lsrucslites
nearly three thowsand four Aundred yeurs since. By what hie-
korieal facks dud i gane B Ll Eliﬂn]ﬂf]gﬂ- that the L gl is
o weritable deasendane of Canoan?  Yoor velemence in the
advocacy of slavery cameed you to overlook the stubborn foet
that all commentators, e aad GFendilen, muintein thug from
Cush, the pon of Ham, the Mack races deseended, The atates
ment, therefure, thut the * Almighty had ordutoed Lthe negro
raps b Bervitwde™ 1o paeee imaginetion.® The proof connot be
found, DBut should you atil] insist on on * aetual fulfillment
of this wonderful” improcation, (with which the doseendants of
Cosh can hove no possible connection,) them the Bowthern
elave owners ought first to ke reduced to elevery thomselres,
und then the nepeo would be s ** slure to sloves, "

Will your “second proof,” sdvaneed from Gemesis xiv. 14,
thot “ Abrubmrm lad thres bondesd and cighieen bood see-
vanta bors in bis house,” stand the Lest of aound eriticism t

* The Eollewing 1r & Inzlcal summary of poor Grag & progd
Nl guried Guean aod doomed hin leszandunts 1 = perpetasl slarory,”
Dut

God strierly proddiped U qoslafesment of W Crossniles dader any cirmes
HanCs,

Therefore
Ii | jncondcstably proved thet ke enshivement of tho Megroes, (who ere eel

darendsnly of fangan,) 't by our Bouthern friends,™ i3 & Divins Tosriginice,
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It mnst ba known to you =8 & scholar thot ch'neechov licerally
signifies eonscerated, dedicoted'or frained recainers.  In it pos-
sibla that the nwmber of three hondred mnd eighteon young
mea perplexed voo? 1 ¢ap eaxly semove that difficolty.
Abrghum wherever ba went proglhised the nemes of the Lord,
and mede proselytes. The life then being pomadie, they
attached themselvez to his hoosebold, ood considered him os
their ohiaf. Their chillron ere properly said to be *born in
his house.” These he consecented to the serviee of Johovoh;
they ware hia * tralmed relainess.”  Benos, when be decdined
to take a paward from the king of Sodom, he adda, [varse 24.)
#Bave only that which the young men [mark, he did not eall
them “my bond servants,” but the goung men] and the portion
of the men which went with me, Aner, Esheol and Mamrs,
let them toke their portion.” Ile coold decline for himself,
but ¢onld nok decline for his retsiners—na strong proof thas
“ Fother Abrahnm" hed me idex that they were *his prop-
créy.”

Though T pass Ilnger, T will not oot here  Let pa aee the
logie of your third proofi  Becuuse the tenth soooandoment
pays **Thon zhalt not covet thy neighbor’'s homse, thou shalt
oot covet thy neighbor’s wife, nor his men-servant, nor his
wail-servant,” &e., &e., therefors * it is evident thot the prio-
ciple of property rons throogh the whole”  Now, permit me
to ask if you ever hed in the free Stale of Vermont o worth-
tess * maidssrgant 1 and i your veizbhor buppeoed to huve
» good omey did you ever Feel Tike suying, T wish T cold et
ench & good girl,” and did sosh a thouwsht awer encape your
lips? I=s it oot evident that the whola of the tenth command-
ment ie directed sgoinet covatewasase in general?  Did not B
Poul undorstand iteo? *“HNar, 1 had not known sin but by
the law; For T liad not lust, cxcept the law Lad said, * thou
ghalt pot covet."™  Fomans vii. 7. For the suke of common
fairness, I bescech you, not to terture every passnge of Eurip-
ture into a defensa of ** Hlave property,”

Your * fourth proof™ atrongly enpports my distinction bes
tween * Ebed' and © Bachir.™ 4 Ebed” ls the pame of & " ser-
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vant" who wos enid to be sold (the term * apprentice ' oot be-
ing known then) for u term of yoars, The law limited that
torm b #Er gears,  Whether thot gervant wan sals or femeale ;
whether he gold himaclf shrough poverty, or to learh a brade,
or Wud gald by the magitrate for lus orlmes, sz yeerd ware
Gxed az the pienoet limik of {ime during whish he aould be de-
prived of his peraonal liberty. ¢ If he came o by bimsolf, he
shall go out by himeelf; if he were married, then his wife
sholl go ocut with him. If his maszter have given him n wife,
and she hove borne him sooa and dovghters,” and his term of
six yenrs expare bofore her ferm o compleled, * *ehe wils and her
ehiliren sholl be her master’s, and ha ahall go aat by himself, ™
Tiat 1hia is the true exposition of this law appears clear from
the fact, that the wifes muet heve been an Jeraslish womean.
The proluibitions agsinst intermarriages with the benthene are se
very exprees. That female servants were under the anme luw
of gix yoara, ia expressly atated in Deutoronmomy xv. 18: *1TF
thy brother, o Ilebrew man or & IIebrew woman, e sold woto
thee and scrve thee wix yoams, then in #he serenth yewr theu
ghale let him go fres from thee,” Verss 17: % And also unto
by maid-servant thou sbalt do likewize." Tut should he re-
fuse to wait the legitimata time when ehe would ba entitled to
her liherty, and ““say I love my master, my wife and my
children, I will not go out free,” then he is to be disgreced,
and have his ear bored to his master’s door, and he with his
wife and children most sorve that master “To Ohlsm,” %io
erer,” thot I8, to the Jubiise year; the surest method of deter-
ring sny one placed in such circomstances of aveiling bimsell
of the provisions of the statuke.

In armuing for o perpetual bondege of the heathen rocas from
Levitisus xxv., 406, * they shall ba your bondmen forever,” you
hava overlooked asveral fucts. First. You did not take into
consideration the historical Faeta, and did oot inform os wlenos

® The Hebraw pirvanl was mof freed afery Sobbopigal poar, nadess be bhap=
pemed i be nold ab dbe eod of oma. Thua, I be wers sl two, sed 1he foar
feard aflee tha Jadt Bableatice] pedr, Ube wicol Exhbaibzal relense woold froe
meither of them.  Eoh meusr sevae dde i of 20z peare.
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the heathen elaves wore obtained, whether from a particolar
race or from one olase ; whether from a regular slare-market
in Afries, of from the surrounding conquercd botions; and,
geaondly, you did not eritienlly examine the Iimited duration
expressed by these words, and therefore erconeomaly concluded
that their ““ bonduge was perpetual” —that the Jubilee did not
emancipate them. Thiz is on error. Let us sce how the
beahen sluves were cbtained. In those times, the enptives of
the conquered notions, {the Canvunites aiweys excepted,) no
ntatter of what complexion, if they were not pul to vhe aword,
were 8old as slaves. They and thelr children were kept in
bondage until they adopted the religion of their conguerors
The Jews wers commanded to make proselytes of and circumeise
all these hesthen eloves, Gencgiz xvil. 18: © Ilo that is borw
in thy house, and he that is beaght with thy money, musé needs
be aiceutcized.’  The descondents of these proselytes, in fhe
third gereration; bocame ontitled to all the rights and privi-
Teges of the netive Dsreclites, aod would, therefore, sequirs
their freedom after they had attained their twenticth year—
at the first proclamation of o * releass,’” Deuterunomy xv. 1,
or ut the furchest at the firat Jubifee* proclamation, whieh
year iz termed by Bloses * Leoblam,” * to aver,”

* | know that vory hiph authorliy wlll e branpht to dieprove thie stalement.
B, i praof of the cruch af the ohove propasition, T Teg to cleerve, 1t That
the litrral lwoguage of Levil. xx¥. 10, werrants the belief thnt the benchit of the
Tobilee reached off efczses of alawes: o Ye shall eametify tie Bftieth pear, and
ye aball proclalm ffseim In the lamd wnto off ik baderen s LA eras

2d. The first part of the forty-sixtly verme, ¥ And T phnll fwkn them s an
loherlwmree for your children alber yoo b0 inlerik them for s possession;'" pres
penis oo suol inswcmeiniable dificulties, aod doss ol of necessity mube Lheir
enslavement porpetial,  In our own days ln Boglind, men buy loass for &
weriain perlod of reorr—the nimast, | believe, I8 minety-ning years. These lenzes
abtw literally ® token ns oo inleritamoe fur Feur childreo wfter yom o inhert
tlhem for & possesgion . but sk the cxpiration of tee stipulated peciod; 1le Isod
becomes free, aod reiarns Lo the lieirs of the ariginnl owners.

dd. The gacond port of the fwty-elxih voras, ® They sball be yoor bondmen
forever," readp In the liteeal, ¥ Leghlam Laly bam tha-onhode'—* To Ghlam ye
shall caues thom bo seryve.” The sume cxprogslon ia waed in Rxod, xxi. € @ And
be shall perve bim bp Qblam." Alsa rendered in qur English version: ¥ And
be ghull secve him foreyer.™ All e Jewish and (Gentile commentalors deglam
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1 will now atate a few facts which you did met consider, and
which I bope vou will notice in your promiswl fortheoming
work, aml which will prove Boothern “=levery oe it existe in
the Cotton States'” to be sontrary fo the feachings of the Iibia.

1. The issue of tha female slave alwoys enjeyed the privie
tegea of the father. I the father wre 2 free mun the master
had no alain npon the offspring. If tha master ovor ¥ Rraw
her," sha rogained her frecdom nt ¢noe. Moro than that, she
became entitled ta all the rights wnd immunitics of @ wife. In
fact, e wae sommanded to murry her. Thia law is spocially
1aid dawn in the 3th, Sth, 10th, vnd 11th verscs of Exodos xxi.,
when the slave is en Tsraelitish woman, (the ssmo chapter from
which you selested yowe “fourth proof™) aml in Deatep
onemy xxi. 18, 11, 12, 13, and 14, when the sluve is a heathen
wotan—but which it never snits the convenicnee of pro-sla-
very divines to nutioe.  [lapar’s onse comes in here appropri-
ately. Waa Ishmael Abrahiam's son or aslave ! When be be-
aning obnosious to Huruh, did ghe ask Abrabam to sell bim und
hig mother for the henafit of Tanae, or tosend himawny ¥ Docs
tho Seripdure vecornize Ishmael as Abrabnm’s son or slave ¥
When Abraham died, who buried him ¥ Tshenacl, Lis slaye, and
Isznn, his son ¥ What says the Soripture? Geoesis zxv. B:
@ And lig song Tanac and lshmacl buried him,"

Ajrain, in Grenegie xxix. we fipd thet Yaban goave to his two
diagliters, Lilpah and Billwh, for “handmaids.” Jaceb “knew
thew,"  Their childron were Dan and Napheali, Gad wnd
Asher, Were {lese four children eoonted as Jacol's & elave
propa rl:l}'.,” of 08 ki sons F  Waos there any inmllnlity among

with ame voice that ¥ Leahlam™ (" to avor™) hera slenifien fo the Jubifer; and I
bnvs yed 1o fnd & pro-alavaes divine whoe woeuld dare L maintio 1at tha
Julribed dil ool Fee the Hebrew slave, *though his ear was bared 1o liie
master’s doar with an owl " and IF Teokblen plenlfies “to de Jablles® jn
Exod. xzk. 8, why sboald it nat eigoily ® 1o the Jubilee,”™ in Levik 2uy. 467

Floaily, I vamis thimiy, Bors Wimeedl camea Lve meeolsce: ¥ A booss inn
wlbel wiky, i apd eedoamaed withio p cirtaln parknd, that bouges ekell Bob go
ol dm dhe Sulfar " il il Ule Imsslhem #aTes wonld Leve bass denluded fooms
the eneElk of the Jublbea, e woold hoee gimiel gog Jeet ep be did ie tes cops
nesmgd
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them, or were they connted nz head tribes of Tsrael?  How
does Bothern aluvery sompare with the Biblical teashing of
these eascs ! “ Upon the roek of the everlsating Beriptures,™
exclaimed one of your admiring followers, “ I will stumd for-
aver.” DBy what laws wre the molatfoes kept in slovery T Coa
you maintain that the enslnvement of the mulattees (whose
blood procleima their Sedpiueral ond divine right to freedom)
ia w divine inslitution? Docs the Bible ever teach the en-
alavement of one's own wile and children 9%

Apain: In your “ fourth proof,'” you adanit thab the alave
oun ey, ¥ 1 love my wilfe and gy ahibdren,” I will not be sepa-
ratgd from them. Ewon the Ldelutrows Egyptiane who en-
laverl Iaracl, whom the Bible describes aa being very rigorons
— for they made Tsrmel's life bitter with hard bondape, in
moriar, in brick, end io ol menner of serviee in the feld,'”
practiced no such eruelty as forcible separutions of husband
ard wile sod children, and scknowledged the neacssily of piv-
ing proper food to their slares.  And Isrmel in the wildviness
remacinbensd  the ficsh, and the fsh, snd the cutumberas, the
melond wnd the Tecks, o, &, which they did est in Erypt
Frealy."

Tie Inw courts of the Christiun South bove deeided, again
eind again, thit slaves cun costract ne wurrieges,t and there

* You gay, (page 12} The thard objeslion s, that alsvery ramet ba & 0,
bemcm ks it leuds to immernlity.  Suf mbere g (be soddemre of G607 Une would
auppone that the bandeedn of thoseands of e ttoes held [n slavery wonld be &
atdnig sideece Againal the immomlisien of shavery.  In munebserivaa conss, (he
regainbdnmee of Lhe glaves Lo the owner is se strikiong, that it in olierly impos-
# lhle 10 conceal the ]'m.lnn]l.j of thy vaforbisamie glave-aong asid Bh?i-duunlﬂ.rh
And yat, bo tle Fues of Ll most ' peailiee progfe'™ of e Framsgression of the Seiecs
Cnumondment, we are psked, ® Where is e svidemer of the immondity of
dlnyery " Ax for the ! offongey agninst Cheleclan morellty commbitued in the
ghmgly 2liy of Wew York,™ [ a0 Lheakful o sate, thet ne Siidical champon bed
St mpeaned b chrim for it & dikine asaciive,

t o ik poes af Merdiods e 'ﬂ'ﬂ.‘l'rll'l.t:l'l ad kb, 719, the Jne recond miands
thei “pleves connol conbract RIEFGEESS, oSC oo ihey sunder Say bagal righta
on thele shildots,™

Ur take for imsinnce the following crae: Hr, Blisha Brasealis, & Misdpaippl
planier, wed, durivg & lop ewd desgaoos Olneme fithfully sorsed by &
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Tore oan confer mo Jegal righie on the children. That he, she,
or their childran can be seld st their master’s will aed plea-
sure. And Bouthern Christian slave owners, who © fure sump-
tmgusly every day,” have dacided that two meals per day, ¢on-
sistg of Indian corn and homingy or riee, with an oocesional
picce of salted pork or salted eodfish,® is a anfiicient allowance
dor their over-worked slaves. Are thems decisions slae o divine
institution and ean they be proved from the Bible 1

2, Excesaive punigshment, by whieh & slave might lose his 1ife,

mulafio alnve of hie. He saftarward took her to Ohio, had ber eduonbed
andl emunaipated ber, by deeds reoorded in Obie aod Mikss st ppl, fad albeewsrds
maoricd her.  He cotumoed with hae to bie plenistion Ia Allaalaalppli. whare she
gove birth to » son.  Tpon M. Brssalle’a death, bla =il wea found, wrhich
be ratifiad the daad of smonelpation, and devlsed oll hiy property to his 100
Tha wlll wap contested by aome 4latant reletiees af the teetalor in Nocth Cer-
olina.  Judge Btarkay deliversd the devision. * The state of the case sbows
comelnaively thot the contemet bed its origio ioan ofsoes agsicH momlitn
permioipny and detcatoble ai An ezsumpla,  Bul above sll, UL seema b0 bava baen
planned aod execoted with & fxed deslgn to evade the viger of the laws of
AhE Btate. The scts of the PAFLY im going Lo hin with the slaves, nod there
wxeoyting the deed, and biy immediste retaro with thenms b2 thie S‘m.a, |:|l.‘.l|.1'|.1.
with unetring cectaiony to bis parpods agd oblect. Tha laws of thie Bints
cromot e ithue defranded of their operution by ooe of our owo cilizens, and,
therefore, John Manroe and his mothar are still slavss aod pare of the ealats
af Elitha Brassalle” This dicislon goes to the Noreth {oralinians the whole
wlita, and mothop and pnn werp redoced too gfavery. Even Ltha ornel and
mereiles Inws of Pugun Rome, rewurdsd the davotion sod falibfoleess of
the slave wilth freedom, aod would scocn & declalon ke the abova from her
ptainte wosk, Hae 34 Howared ks, Rep, 337,

#* Tt may mot ba Amlae to state here bow the Jows fed thetr alomm, Says
‘Rabbl Moges Bos Maimon, the bigbea Eabbinicnl aotbarity, im his sommestorys
¥nd Hachsakoh (the strosg hand) on Hilchoth Esbedim, fon the Laws o Sta-
very,) commeaking oo the tazt thal " ihe beathen alaves acemad fe be trarted with
rigr™—= Piany and jiatice requlra o3 to be eralfal and Kind to them, 'We ought
oot te oppress them, nor lay beayy burdens wpdm them. Moy, we ooght to Let
thrm pariske of the sama foed whioh we s&b outsslves. Cur ancestors of
bleeaed maewory, made 11 & ruls to give to thelr slaves & portlon of every dish
prapnred for thoir owep wee; mor would they pit down o their meals before
they bod seen thab their pervanta were propecdy provided For—so thad Lloey
coald wpproach God aod truly say, | Behald, e the eyes of elaves sra directad
toward thelr mwaaeers, and az the ayes of the bandmald towerd ber mle-
araes, B wra ounr ayed dirstled toward Jebowvebh our God, wapll be have
anprey upag ue' "
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in positively forbidden in the Dible. Indeed, the Taw mokes
no distinetion betwern the morder of o man and the murder of
s slave, *“If » man emite his servent or his osid wich & rod
anl het (e ander his hand, Nockauvm yeonsekaior, avenging
he shall be wvenped,”  The Jowish Rabhins, whe cap be reliod
upon reapegting fhie tresdment of their sloves, insist that the
deuth penalty is to be visited on the pwster of the mardered
slave.  Now, it i oot onough that your Southern slure swners
ean chostise, ean horribly motilabe, onn Lot with dogs* nnd
emn oven shoot their alave without ever being traubled by &
living areature, but the very paesage which the law has de-
erced for hix protoction, is by you dressed op in such s shope
az to prove Lthat serere eorporal correction may be adminietercd.
You aleo justify (p, 11} scwere corporal corrcction, under
the name of * préswned eroelty,” bocauze “ the Baviour him-
aclf weed a pooarge of amnll cords whon he drove the money-
Ehll—“gETE from tla t-l:lmrl]E," vl tlem m:]'F-l:um!ﬂu.mmllj Jmk,
“ure oir modern philanchropiste more meroiful than Cheist
and wiser thun the Almighty 1" Bishop, for wlose benefic was
the aoonrgs waed Ty Chriec ! Tor the Aaplese vietime or for
the * fuyera and weilers #° Wao are “ihe bagers and sellern,”
the monep-chakgers in Bootbern glwvery | The unfurlunale
victims who are hnuEhL wmd wald rl.gl.'i:ush their will—4ihe man
amil women who are lashed ab the whipping-post—or the slavo
owners I Tu here not & manifoas mésepnliontfon of Seriplore
Finully, pormit e to draw your serioue attention to a spe-
il fuct which bas escaped your consideration. It is recorded
in Joreminh xxxiv. Jurkzslom waa bosieged by the army of the
Chulilenns—within the famine and the pestilenes consomed—
without tho sword devenred. The Jews zct their bewris to
search opt their sins, in order to repent.  They soon discov-
erorld tmt no *diberty yeur™ wos proglimed to their slares.
They ot onee entercd juto a povenant to do .  The proele-
malivn wWas issued, liberty wad granted amld the slwrcy wers

+ Ban ikn onas of Moo ro. Goloer Daeid, 10 Georgls Tep. 712, in which
i was decided thet © it T Tawful W bant rosawuy deves with doga, provided
jt ke dong wich o duse degres of esation.™
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emancipated, No sooner wes the trenssgtion completed than
avarice consed them to repent of it and thoy re-enslaved them,
That, neeording bo your views of tlhe case, ooght to have plessesd
the Lord, slovery being 8o divine, holy, ond blessed an instite-
tioti. DBut bear the word of the Lord @ Thus eaith the Lord,
the (Fod of Izrael, I made o covenznt with your fathers, saying,
At the end of seven yoars let you go cvery mon bis brother, o
Ilcbrew, which heth been sold onto Lhed; and when be bath
scrwnd thee six yenrs, thou slalt let him go free from thee; bat
your fathers hearkened not unto me, neither inslined their oxr.
And ge were now turned and hod done #ight sn my 2ighé in pro-
tfaiming LIDERTY, every ntaa to his neiphbor. Dt ye turned and
polluted my name, and caused overy mon his servont, und every
man hiz bandmaid, whom ye had =et e liberiy at their pleasure,
to raturn, ood broughé them inte subjeotion, to be woto you for
seryants nod unto you handmoids, Therefire thua saith the Lord,
X have not henrkened wnto me, in praaliiming Lbarcy every
tne to hig hrother and epery mon bo hia neighbor; bohald I
jproelaim a liborty for vou—ta the award, to the pestilence, ond
to the famine, ond I will make you to be removed into all the
kingdome of the earth.” Bo that, in scconlunce with the
tenching of this chapter, slarery, though Gold tolerated it, i
nevertheloss m polfition #m kv aiphé—n pollution of his boly
pame, phd emancipetion s a rephtoons deed i Aie mirkt

I keow thet v prder to eazapo from the divineg teaching of
the ahove passags, For will point out Ele words * fifa frofher o
Hebrew.”  DBut ia not the SBoathern negro aqually ¥ his brother
& Christinn ¥''  Yes, for we are all coe in Corist Jeous, mem-
bera of the same mystical Dody, living stones of the same spi-
ritunl temple, buili on the same foundation, begobten again to
the same blegaed hops by tha saine moeang—-Ehe repurccetion of
Jegns Christ from the dead. We all ave heive of the sume (B.
heritonee, enndidates for the some imperishable glories, renewed
to the sume ltkeness, and sunetified to the same obedicoes, by
the zamea blemel iIﬂTJ'I:.. And therefors i Chrst Jesws there
in neither Jow nor Gresk, thern is neither lond ner free™
Gal. iii. 2B,

Your faithful servant, Birricoa






