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[his is true; bu tie bind [il firm, should be the case. Religious considera-
1g the p togelher, only stamps with greater | L1008 tm".- to have “‘paramonn 1t e mtrol’* in de-
the cruelty whichis al 1 to suni he | termining the ' Apain you

moral tie—the only tie tha them. Slave-|say, “The --u‘.jr ct i3 one of great momentin its
, too, have the power constitution: d | moral, soeial and political | , considered
nferred, of dooming to hopeless si ':-;.:.-.-I in ref+tence to the elaves, their owners,

-

» parents and ¢

and m . 1 Bodispozsed,
i

slaves {romever ningtoread Lthe

or from hearing the Gospel preached

them i1n profound ignorance of

Slaveholders in this Com-

salvalion.

monwealth are the depositories of this fearful

power. On them is conferred this terrible pre

rogalive. But youwill perhaps say that th2 ex.

ercise of this power is an abuse of slavery. and
| men do not avai

to useit, Th

18 view of the caseis, 1|

ned by some, and it i

nsciences. DBut let us look

what does it amounnt? EvidenlUy
our Constitution and laws confer a power which

rood men will not exert, and, ‘.,.H-.-[r.-r=_.,l,-_, ils exer-

|

ciseis restricted to bad men. T |||~ fact of itself|
8 an argument of trans e 1n |

(ing av the power. If good men |

will not exercise it, | not be al. |

lowed to doso. This is as [IJ;till as the sun in i

the heavens,

In view of conside
lavery be ¢¢

If morils

:rations like these, how can

-
PUTELY

religion are nol
in inseparable asssociation with it in some of its

most important aspects, it would require =

refleclion to fix on a sub in which they are

I am aware that a misapprehension

|
|
s matter has caused many politicians and |

ll HIT1CHEL

anti-slay

) pour upon the 1

achers of Kentucky
e and lion.
that the ministers who are

gry pre
gratuitous abus
I Lrust,
nuntln red l:||f1r-g Emancipat

r.-rr._-n1.~. r'r'3
superfluous denunci

I'f'l".‘.'l”l' L.
. will exem- |
I aster, and l'ke Him
pray, ‘“*Father forgivetkem: they
they do.'" Ifj
1';-| b w .'.|-::h has a most iu.pr-l‘.;unt:

jonists

mee _nl'.‘:' ol

know not whai

hers should not take an inte-

and religion, I ask what

y their atlention and eall
But I need not ela-
borate this point. Yo

what I contend

uin your first arficle ndmit

Hlis

-

e T e ;
SAY, !]lllu views ol 1t I ne |i!”_-\‘_[r|lr:.

ry] in a religious point of light, will ne-
cessarily have paramount control over their ae-

‘on a8 members of the body politic,'” This, 1|

| Kentucl

py again {o concur with you in opinion.

the countiy."” Here also are we agreed, 1

e

w of your own statements

unfair presentation of the

to repres t a8 “*apurely po.itical one,”” Ma-
ny professors of religion, 1 know, spe 4.-'+'. of it as
il 1t were on a level with ‘tarifls,’ ‘national
banks," &ec¢.; and this to me is a source of pre-

found mortification, The iden thal slaves are

fo havetaken exclusive } pOE3tE-

P '.'-'I-l'r'- S0C
gion of their minds, and hence they overlook the
gons’ as well as

inmy j

slavery parly in

capital fact thal
propecrty.
vitiales Lthe reasoning
But i«

In your second a

gment;

rticle you expaliaie on the phi-

loscphy of governments, and express senliments,
to a few of which I wish {

your readers. You employ this language: ' God

s QR

nd hap;

God approves ig morally i

kt.** Theilalicising
and it indicates the importance
sition laid down, 1 am hap-
Here,
however, a great queslion arises [or considers’
tion and settlement. Itis this: ‘¢Is the *‘sys”
tem of things'' in Kentucky (slavery is embrac-
ed in this system) “‘under the circumstancess
best calculated 1o promote the holiness and
happiness of men?'" You anticipale from me a
fore heaven and earth 1

do answer in Do you not? 1 in-
cline to think youdo, Lecause in your filth arli

cle (lo which I now refer without wailing to

I8 YOUI Own,

you attach tothe po

: [ negative response. B

Lhe negalive,

come to it in 1
niclous influence which it [the

cgular order) you speak of the per-
system of slave-
ry] has “‘exerted upon the :crli"::|i and moral in-
Now, if sla-
over tho
it surely is not

terests of many in the country,
very exerls a ““pernicious iniluence'’
fa people,
promotive of “*holiness.’””  And you say that you
do nol regard it *‘as essential to the happiness
m of thi

timoral interest

5

and prosperity of the while populati
it does not promole the
white people,
your position,
God does not

country!'* 1If, then,
“holiness and heppiness'’ of the
it follows, -.\i'[],--.lrl doubt, from
it, so faras they are concerned,

The only Tem

pprove the system. aining branch

call the attention of



L

¢f the gt ig this: “Does Lhe system of

1 - r T o d 1} fi LT, s arl Ay L
slavery promote the *‘holiness and happiness’

of slaves? I am aflraid I shall offer an insult to |

1 iF Py ¥ AR { r
lers, il I attempt to |

g not, It would be like showing

that the sun 1 » source of cold and dark- I
ness. One thing is cerlain: “‘If slavery as it |
» 1 i v |

exists in Keptucky, promotes the **holiness and |
1

|

bappiness'’ of slaves, ignorance is essential to

¢holiness and happiness.” Andifso, who can

answer the following questi

the Bible an-! Li

lectual and

haliness, and, by conseguence, our happiness?! |

Another suggestion presents itself: Happiness |

is our “*being's end and aim,'" and it can be se

cured alone by holiness. 1[ then it cou

ad that &

fslaves, it would follow that a

1
tablsh

avery promotes the holiness and |

hapj
1 I|

not promote the holiness and h

P TR | T
appiness ol lhd

white population it would be well forwhite peo-

ved in order to their holiness and

ple to be ¢
I write ¢‘the words of truth and so-

herness'’ while I say that so inexi

guighable
is my love of holiness and desire for it, that il 1

believed slavery promolive of it, much as I now

detest the system, 1 would welcome the fetters |

re, and smile on all the apparatus re-

s to my deprivation of liberty. In expla-

quisi
nalion of this declaration, [ need anly repeat |
this Seripture: *Without holiness no man shall
seg the Liord."! l

There is an additional thought worthy of con- |

gideration. Upon the supposition that slavery |

rholiness and happiness ofslaves, the

promotes

gontinuance of the system requires the free to

perform a work of supererogation. They must not
nly love their colored **neighbors as »

You eon- |

cede that elavery does not promcete the holiness |

4]

gelves,'! but better than themselives.

and happiness of the white people. Will yon

argue then, ‘hat the white pecople, In disTi '.'.-.'l.[l.Jl-I.:

their own holiness and nness, should per-

petuate slavery wilh a view Lo the holiness and

This, 1

ay, would be a

MAan, Iedqgul
But

motes the holinessand b

I know that slavery ‘‘pro-

v

fiee nor the slavi !lllj-llf.in n ol _I‘:l'l'.':HI'_i'L_\_ fJ'|Ii

being the case, I, in acconlance with your own | three hundre

l.-r_---::;-l;|_. say that God does not BppIOve the sys-

Lem.

1'18: 13,

pereroration. No law, divine or hu-

| told that whe
ppiress'' of neither the |

t goods, Abraham

It is not a regard for the ¢ ‘holiness and happi- | many of our Slates n

veés that ‘LIT;':I.‘I’.E' gs the exislence ol
us, but it is the ismmaginary inter-
makes them unwilling for
It is what the ac-

complished Macaulay would term the “‘omnipo-

Kentucky to become free,

phistr f inlerest.’ Alas forust

lent s

ruinous an omnipotence can be

the s |',:|;i.~'5'_~' ol ir."r:'fﬂ‘_

In my next, I shall notice some things in your
third article, ith all courtesy,

J. M. PENDLETON

LETTER 11I.

': Rev. Wn. C. Bugk:

Dear Sir:—In vyour third article on the
ft Slavery Question,”’ you take your teaders

back to patriarchal times. You refer to Abra-

| ham and say, **The fact is lully confirmed that
| Abrahem owned servants, or slaves, (for they

were slaves in the full sense of the term,) some
of which were bought with his money, and
some were born in his house."” Again you re-
mark that Abraham's servants ** were vernly
slaves in the very sense in which that term s
understood in our language.” If the term

‘‘garvant,’’ as used in the Scriptures, Is synono-

4 ¥y i 3
moos w:th Lthe term “slave as used among

us, is it not remarkable that the Hebrew and

| Greek words translated servant are in pne in-

stance rendered slave? I think you will find

s of the Bible,

theterm slave in only two pass:

that is to say, Jeremiah 2: 14 ; and Revelation

In the former passage it is in ilalics,

which indicates that there is no word corres-
Ell}lli]i',lﬂ: to it In the original, nor is thera a
corresponding term in the Septuagint or in the
Vulg i

Greek term literally means ** bodies,’

ite version. In the latter ige the

us h]]}'

Greek scholar can see. 1 state these facts to
show that it does not follow neeessarily that
Abraham's serventls were slaves in the Ameri-

nit that the

can acceplation of the word. Ia
Bible refers toa d}':‘ilt"lil of servitude in connee-
tion with Abraham’s family, but I affirm that
there are points of malerial dissimilarity be-

tween that Bysiem and our .*-':.'*-‘Iﬂ.'r.: of slavery.—

MNOw :ﬂfrr tha proi

In the fi

nth ::Im;-l-.-rerf Genesis wa are

n ceriain robber Kings had ¢

tured Lot and commilted depredations on his

“armed his trained servants,

land eighteen, and pursued them.'

Would American slaveholders In similar elr-

| cumstances adopt a similar course? Do not

<o it a penal offence for
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all he be nnto his breth-

g slave to carry a weapon? You will perbaps | servant of ser

popoldation ren- | ren. Lt usexamine thi

1118

| miles learn from

sd with

s, his Bery dis I £ that the
-y . Ly & R g 1 1 A . { fulneaa fF thelr el | x 1 v @il al
issert that patriarchal servitude apd Ameriean | 1UlD of Lhel iould be the signal
Inavery exhibit essantial dj larit I n, and the Israelites were to
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:
ment of Africans. Canaan was cerlainly in

Azia when | was pursuing my geographleal

If the ceurse prouounced by Noah on

hisgrandson Cansan authorised the subjection
of Canaan’s posterity to bondage, (and this is
all the autherity contended for) how could the
same curse contemplate the bondege of Afri-
cans who, though descendants of Ham, are not
descendants of Canaan? I availl myself of a
syllogism to expose the absurdity of the argu-
ment I am apswering. Here it is:—Noah's
curse justified the enslavement of a small frac-
tion of the inhabitants of Asia. Canaan’s pos-
terity constituted that smell fraction. Therefore
it is right to make slaves of Lhe inhabitants of
Africa.

menit.

This, if I understand it, is the arpu-

And Is there a man upder the sun who

can see any connection between the premises

and the conciusion? They are us distant as

¢ from the centrs thrice to the utmost pole.”

I have often wondered that the apologisls of
slavery tefer with such frequency to the Mosaic
law, when it is evident that if & prominentreg-
ulatipn of that law had not been utterly disre-
garded there would have been no slavery in
America, Moses says, * He Lhat stealeth a
man and sellath him, or il he be found in his
hands, shall surely be put to death.’”” How
wera Africans first introduced into this coun-
try? They were stolen from their native land

and brought here in chuins. Those who stole

them deserved death according to the law of
.‘il DEEs.

The same law providod lor the freedom of the
servant if any serious bodily ill_j ury was infllet-
The lossof a **Looth,”’

"secured immediate lib-

ed on him by his master.
or the lossof an ' eye,’
erty. There is no arrangement like this in any
of the slave States of this Union. 1 fear the
Mosaic regulations, though often referred to,
are not heartily approved.

The law of Mosea forbade the delivery of a
ranaway servant to his master. Would not
such a regulation lead to the extincilon of
slavery in America?

Servanis under the Mosaic law did not labor
'rh!' ].l]lt]
rested every seventh year—and all the males of
the Jewish nation wererequired to attend three

more than two-thirds of their time.

fensts at Jerusalem annuoally. Many other reli-
gious observances consumed much time, The
calcnlation is, I think, a moderate one that at

least one-third of the time of Jewish servants

was abstracted [rom labor. An arrangement of

this kiud would perhaps in twelve mountha con-

5 )

vince the advocates of slavery of the unprofita-

blenees of the system.

The Mosaic law provided for the periodical
emancipaticn of servants. Every fiftieth year
i'iirf_-rt}' was proclaimed throughout the land “to

aLL the inhabitants thereof."

I know it has
been said that this proclamation of liberty had
reference to Hebrew servants, and not to those
obtained from heathen nations. Thereis a capl-
tal objection to this view. Hebrew servants
went {ree theseventh year unloss they chose to
remain in servilude, aud submitted to the cere-
mony of having their ““ears pierced with an
the inhabitants,"’ 1
How

awl.” The phrass ¢ all

suppose, means all, would American

slaveholders fancy a veriodical manumission of

T 'T"n-.-:,; waun

1 resist the introduction of

such a provision i1 the laws of their respect-

ive States. Afterall, I imagine their admiration
of the Maoseic statotesis by no means unquali-
fied, The system of servitude under the Mo-

paic law was indeed benevolent compared with
our system of slavery.

But suppose the strongest pro-slavery inter-
pretation should be given to the statutes of Mo-
ges, Let, for example, Leviticus xxv., 44, 45,
16, (verses which pro-slavery men gquote with
great facilily) be so explained as to make Jawish
gervitude and American slavery im substance
That Ameri-
Certainly not. Upon the
gupposition I have made, what authcrity had
the Jews to buyslaves from the * heathen round
about?"*

the same. YWhat would follow?

can slavery is right?

I answer the authority conferred by
Jehovah himself through his servant Moses.—
FPermission was given them to buy—this was
all—for no one will contend that an gbligation
to buy slaves was im

yad on them.

Q

Jews, then,
were justifiable in buying servants, because di-
vine permission was given them todo so, Simi-
lar permission must be given to us Gentiles to
justif'}' our purchase of servants. But has such
Where is it to be
found? It is not recorded In the annals of time.
The Mosalc

and had no reference lo Gentile nations.

permission been given?

regulation was municipal, local,

One

prominent design of the statutes of Moses was

to keep Lhe Jews a distinct people—separate
from other people—and yet, marvellous to tell,
one of these municipal statutes is, in the nine-
teenth century, referred to as if its operation
were co-extensive with the world! How a Jew-
ish local law, almost two thousand years alter

the abolition of the Jewish economy, can have

anythiog to do with Gentiles, I am altogether
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slavel

operale on The object

of your ¢ first class' of purchasers was to

es,"" and the owners of slaves

‘“ enrich themse

who have the same object 1n view, are equ

guilty wi riginal purchasers, oras you :

‘“are in a like condemnation,"’
nfluen-

ry gain the polent con tion which

ces and controls the Lthousands of
the State who oppose emancipation?
that there are many slaveholders who are among
the most zealous [riends of the emani
ym 1 am proud,
Bu

IVETY men

ecause. They are men of wl
and of wl te may well be prou
|
- 8

wm the Sti

I affitm it is & general fact thal pro-

among slaveholders atre prompted LY what they

consider their pecuniary interest {o oppose the

present ema

ation movement. Theirappro-

bation of the s out of its

ya borg vF
a | [}
}.._llal i1

snpposed capability of producing dollars and

cents. Take away thepecuniary advanti

e the first men

the system and they will

nouncea 1l

I'\-rj_'.‘:] :|' I':l -'IE“

elare them
already said that youlay down cerlain pringi-
ples which, in their legitimate fendency, would
have an imporlant bearing on the extinclion of
slavery. This 18 one:

African slaves who had in view their

You condemn the pur-

L_']]..'!::t:l'-:. Ol

y linlerest, and not the éf"'ll of the

IICL_'.[llh'_.'.
slaves. You condemn slaveholders who sympa-

thise in purpose with these purchasers. Now |

say that whenever the minds (

brought to the conclusion that slaves cannot be

or ought not to be held for the pecuniary

halid
e,

benefit of masters the d

numbir Slavery cannot be perpetuated in

unless those in favor of its

Kentu

perputua-
lion consider it pecunmianly advantsgeous; and

induces them Lo continue the sys-

{, you 1 qudge, involve Lthem-

same *fcondemnalion "* with the

men whoszo names will

w¢tlon with the Aflrican

trade. Who woull

infamous coni slave

3 :
Yours truly,

J. M.

demnatio

PENDLETON,

Dear Sir: Near the close of your

a " wva \
Ol YLl €X]

opimon that there are **many thous:
slaveholders in the south who Lope [or the time

s gountry shall be 0 ad-

Is not pecunia- | ment to

oldarsimn |

[ rejoice |

[ slaveholders are |

ays of slavery will be |

20 down to posterity in

not deprecate such a cone|

vanced in the arts, in science and religion, as

| to be perfectly capalle of self-government —as-
:l'-.\‘...r.' l'_.'-'r { il --'l... I f:" :'lJl' HEd=

If I understand the
it is conceded

| contlinuance of

Il SipvVes arte *"s0 o ivanced

scicnee and [:,',i!;_iu 1, 88 to lLie pt .'iq_'L'L'.:l'

self-governmi nt,* you believe "”i{'}'
How horrible must
v il its perpetuation de-

tal minds to prevent the rays

VIng upon Lhemsf

ment, W remain

of 1ndefinite

to whose expan-

sel limits, to
eslined to dwarfish feeblen: And isit ne-
cessary to do this, to sustain and perpeluste the

| **most atrociovs of all human institations?" If

| there was no olher argument s

{ the ignorance which is so prominent ar

|§|r_j' i EX1sLEnca ‘||'L!:Ji.‘;h|'.“: INe i :' !|-=-i

Liess power.
e immortal mind

slavery does il

at inflicted on
leralized effort
lge, and lay

Thismust
doctnne, let

ly greater Lhan tl

al body. It mmvolves a

i'l'n.- in
i

to close up the avenues of knowles

an embargo on mental illumination

be so; [or according to vour own

1 ¢
|

‘inthe arts, in science and

|

slaves be instiuctes
1 *ilv ‘.‘."..l .‘-t{_‘-'::i- “meeloes as

* and

3,"* Here I mnst inquire how the slaves

ucky are to make progress 1n the know-

ni?"" Thereis

reguisitle 1o .-l'li-.__-ln\. ITim
on in our present Constitution for their

, and you wish the Constitution to re-

anged. Are nlally to ac-

neeof all systematie
This would beflat-
.

ilities of African in-

But you will perhaps ¢

the pres-
it peneration of slaves can never be qualified

vetnment. Suppose this were the

cnse. Would it follow that nothing should be

fourth arti- I

done for the improvementof the next generation?

And nothing will be done if our Etate C

onstitu-
eference to sla-

t

tion is to undergo no change

not only

o
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cerve Lh th ntiment, whether truc |
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Y. .1t i herefore, for me ta say
thing in reference 1o 1t

ated 11
Ky cany

meralion

reCparat

and wives, piart

o les, Te { allt
| [ gain I think 1t
yving nd selling of aves
1!\-lllh;:..-' would soon ceoze almost ent Y
the separelion of families were prohibited

e dan 1l o sSE 3

a sla u could moke 1

Lovou W 1 aiy, |

e the whole 1amily 10 gel

ivitdanl you wai ed, ¥ 1

vy purchase at a And =
usan n '.'. fucks

Gospel can pos
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Lrans-

b

atract,’ pro-

very men most ridiculou
fer their idea of the inrnocence of slavery in the

abstract to slavery in the concrete. Beecause

‘ive of circumstances in v hich a
Yy

they can co

master may a slave without doing wrong,

they infer that there iz no'hidg wrong in the |
system of slavery in Ken'uchky.
[rom what mig
they would say s
which
oherishes the

They reason

it be to what is, For example,

melhing like this: The slavery

"y 1Mo 1 i
sacrecly regasrds the

mariiage union,

relation belween parents and eliil-

dren, aad provides for the instruclion - [ the
.‘ilﬂ‘-l‘, i3 ot
slavery

things, is not sinfu'. Is

sinful, Therclore the system ol
hich e85 NONE f_.'. INese

Is it not

in Kentueky, which di

rather a burlesque on logic!
In the latter part of your fifth article you ex-
press yourself as fo'lows: ‘‘Bo far lrom consider

ing African slay
and prosperitly of

ery as essential o the happiness
(he while population of this
eountry, we have always regar ed them as be-
by its introduction
maey havi

and developing Lthe pro

ing mainly the injured party
and perpetuality. [prrpetuity?] It
contributed 1n selling

ductive capabilities of those portious ol LueSoutl

whose clima'e snd local peculiarities rendereu
them less favorable to the health of white than
to black immigrants; and the wealth of many
individuals has resulted from slave labor; but
these and all other advantages, in our opinion,
have been more than overbalaneced by the pecu-

liar ¢ iter of the system of slavery in this

country, and the pernicious influgnce which it
it has exerted upon the moral and social inter-

ests of many in this countiry. Slavery in thia

counlry, as defined by a certain class of laws,
and as carried out in the practice of thousands
of the Bibls

and cannol be defended by an appeal {o ils laws

of slaveholders, is not the slavery

or examples, as we have briefly stated in another

slavery which maltes no

place. That kind of

pron

vement and moral train-

ing of the = which disregards the

relation and the common laws of humani

;"l"ill"', 4 gETveTslan of Iery ul I!.

more aflinilty to the slavery of the

Scriptures,

concubinage has {o the mar-

than socializsm

riage relation, as recegnized by the law of God.

\'YELY Tay

jusily be denounc- |

ed as ginful and only sinful; and we doubt nol
that thousauds are heaping to themselves wratl
against the 1y of wralh, by such a syslem of | |
iwveholding.”  This is strong language; as
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justice are disvegarded," so far as slaves are
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