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SERMON

PSALM 82:3, 4.

DEFEXND THE POOR AND FATHERLESS: DO JUSTICE TO TUHE AF-
FLICTED AND NEEDY. DELIVER THE POOR AND NEEDY : RID
THEM OUT OF THE HANDS OF THE WICKED.

FreLiNGs of sympathy, with mon in want and trial, are a dic-
tate of nature and revelation. There are mutual offices, growing
out of mutual relations, that men sustain to cach other, which
cannot be disregarded, withont infringing the essential laws of
their being. There are offices especially due from the strong to
the weak ; from the rich to the poor; from the learned to the ig-
noraat, promted by the natural principles of a common brother-
hood ;—offices, that cannot be withheld, only by degrading hu-
manity beneath mere animal creation. Some of these offices are
described in the text. Here we are taught that it is a duty of
universal obligation to protect the poor and the needy; to rid
them out of hands that would roh them of their birthright ; to se-
cure to them privileges to which they are entitled as men. This
law is binding in reference to the millions enslaved in the United
States.

I am led to inquire, why the emancipation of the American
slave i3 to be sought ?

1. This duty is inferred, from the énkerent character of Amer-
ican slavery. American slavery is the involuntary and perpetu-
al subjection of one man to the will of another. It is a system,
which has its sanction in the false maxim, that superior méght con-
stitutes right — a system, that tolerates the appropriation of the
physical and mental energies of the less, to the gratification of
the pleasure and passions of the more enlightened or wary ; that
puts the avails of labor, to which the laborer is entitled, surrep-
titiously, into the hands of a professed superior. It is a system,
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in which the right of property is claimed to the time, phys%cal
strength, mechanical genius, tact for business, mental c'apaCTty,
and (;ntire services of another, and that enforees the claim with-
a system, that abstracts the

out equivalent or compensation ; :
powers of one man from the direction and control of his own de-'
termination, and surrenders them to the direction and control .ot
his fellow ;—/—t‘ha‘t takes away from him what distinguishes ‘hlm
from the irrational creation, what constitutes him a man, and gives
them to another.  This it does, without his consent. Thi? it does,
not on a particular occasion merely, not for a ‘llmxted period (.)nlyl;
but during life. Has such a system any claim .to perpetuity 7
Avre therc not, in its very nature, reasons for seeku}g, by all prop-
er means, its subversion 7 Can gratitude for the gifts o.f Jehovah
he more appropriately expressed, than in efforts to deliver men,
made in His image, from its tyranny 7 o
But slavery, it is urged, is a Divine instltutlo'n, and.not to he
rudely assailed hy men, lest they be found fighting ag_;amst Go.d.
It is claimed to have the sanction of Divine revelation, and is,
therefore, to be upheld, rather than subverted. o
But where is the scriptural sanction to he found ? It 1s‘sa1d,
that Noah pronounced a carse upon Canaan —a servaflt of ser-
vants shall he be unto his brethren, and therefore American slav?-
ry has Divine authority. How natural and easy the corf)llary !
But let him who claims the right, on the ground of this curse,
to enslave the man of color, first settle the (uestion, 'whose blood
fows in his veins. Let him determine, whether he Is the son of
Shem, Ham or Japheth. Let him go to the geneologlc?,l tree and
establish the point, by undoubted cvidence, upon which of the
branches he grew.  Let him go up to this source of the races of
men, and follow the streams that have flowed into faach ?ther, axfd
mingled their waters, and parted again and again united their
floods, for the thousandth time, and then select the drops upon
which the curse was entailed, If he cannot do this, let him not
quiet his conscience with the airy dream, that he is the legitimate
executor of Jehovah’s wrath upon his fellow man.  Or if he can
select these drops and clearly designate the token of the curse
that is upon them, let him not presume to be the instrument of
its infliction, till he can furnish, clearly, Divine warrant for such
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a terrific mission. But let him remember, that the curse was pro-
nounced upon Canaan, not upon Ham, and was fulfilled in the line
of Canaan, and not upon the Afvicans, whom he asserts to be in
the line of Ham. If then he claims to be the authorized agent
to execute the curse, he might inflict it, ax legitimately, upon the
the Patagonian, or Norwegian, or Laplander, as upon his colored
brother or son at the Sowih.

But it is affirmed, that the sacred record of patriarchal ser-
vitude sanctions  Aunerican slavery :—that this servitude and
American slavery are distinzuished by similar characteristics, so
that the justification of the former timplies the justification of the
latter ; and that the faet, that this servitade is not condemned by
any Divine utterance, proves that American slavery has the ap-
proval of Jehovah., The word that denoted servitude, in the time
of the patriarchs, was used manitestly to designate different kinds
of service.  This is so obvious, that it is generally, if not univer-
sally admitted. If, then, Abraliam had slaves, servants horn in
his house, aud if Jacoh, as is affirmed, held slaves, servants, with-
out the least sceming conscionsuess of guilt, the word denoting
slave, or servant, does not determine the nature of patriarchal
servitude. It does not prove it to have heen, like American
slavery, involuntary and perpetual. It does not prove that the
servants were the property of the master, to he retained, or sold,
at his pleasure. It does not prove, that he had the power to with-
hold from them the means ot moral or mental culture, or to die-
tate to them the time, place, or amount of their lahor ; or tosep-
arate children from parvents, wives from hushands, and break up
associations of home, and ties of affection, at will.  He, who how-
ed down to idols, no less than the worshipper of Jehovah, and
minister of the altar — he, who labored for another — tribes and
nations, that were subject to another nation — were designated hy
the word slaves or servants. If the word, then, was ever used to
denote slavery, in any form, it is clear, that its use does not de-
termine the natare of patriarchal servitude. It does not prove,
at any event, that there were embraced in this servitude the es-
sential elements of American slavery.

But Abraham not only hLad servants, hut servauts bought with
money. And does not this indicate the nature of the servitude of
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his time 7 Does it not show it to have been a system of slavery,
in one, at least, of its most mereiless forms ¢ But. the wm:d buy,
as the word denoting slave, ov servant, was used in a variety of
senses. Tt designated different kinds of purchases — purchases

hjects. It does not imply, that he hought

for every variety of ol ! ‘ e
them for slaves ; or that he boucht them without their consent ;

or that he bought them to exact theis service 001.1tmry to thel{
will ; or to retain them and their d-:\sce.ndunts as 111§ .1’)1"01)91'1’,{ an(t
the property of his heirs to t.hc Lntest timer ';"\nd i it do:: n(‘).
imply this, it implies something cssm.ltml]y different from‘i meri-
ain, that the seriptural langnage, designating

can slavery. It is pl desi ‘
chal servitude, does not determine 1ts char-

and’relating to patsiav
; a i £ involuntary and

actor. It does not declare it to e a system of involuntary a

But even if it was such a system, and the

perpetual servitude. .
sezsed all the revolting fea-

Seriptares so declared it — if it pos .
tures of American slavery, the fact, that there was mo :%crlpt.u'ral
language expressly condemning it is not evidence of its Iglvme
approval. There was no seriptural langl.mge e‘x]')ressly cond emr?-
ing polygamy ; none expressly cj:undcnnun‘;; divoree 3 ‘none ex(-l
prossly condemming some other sins. Ave polygamy, divorce an
other sins, thercfore, divinely ap; woved 7 Because th.ey were not
directly speeified and condemned, in'thc‘ 1&113'}1:13‘0 of the DBible,
would their general practice now be Justified ¥ .

But the cbmparative mildness of patriarchal servitude may be
inferred, from the fact that servants were armed, and that they
were, at a certain time, sent forth to distant lands, allllf)st ul.lat-
tended, to fight the battles of their masters —a Cf)ns1de.mt1on,
which, alone, would show the system to be something different
from American slavery. '

But if the Seriptures do not speak of patriarchal servitude in
way to justify American slavery, does it not receive COal'lltUHmlC.O
from their description of the nature and fruits of Egyptian svvi-
tude? Or is there not something in Jehovalt's dealings with « s
éyscem that gives countenance to the American system ?

Though the Israelites, in their servitude in Egypt, held prop-
erty, personal and real ; though they were a distinet cmgmumty,
an organized body, separate from the government, to which .they
were tributary — a community living in permanent habitations,

governed by their own laws, and retaining the family relation un.
broken ; though they were not transmitted as property from one
to another, or sold for debts, and were all armed, still they were
an oppressed people. The serviee they rendered was compulsory.
They entered upon it involuntarily and reluctantly. And the ser-
vice was not only involuntary, hut unrequited.  They were com-
pelled to work, not only against their will, but without pay. Task-
masters were set over them to ¢fffiet them, and to enforee, against
their will and without remuneration, the most rigorous demands
upon their time and energies.  Egyptian servitude then, however
on the whole less at war with whatever is subservient to man’s el-
evation and highest interests, than American slavery, is, never-
theless, like it, in exacting involuntary and unpaid service. It is
like it, in heing unfecling, nnrighteous, and ¢yrannical in its treat-
ment of its subjects. But is Egyptian servitude any where com-
mended in the Seriptures? Is it described as a system peculiar-
ly adapted to man ¢ as fallen” — a system, specially demanded
to fit him for his duties, in the relatious he sustains to society, or
to his Creator ? — an institation, accommodated to the imperfect
state of the world, subduing the passions of men, or giving them
a safe direction or furnishing facilities for intellectual, moral, or
religious advancement ? Is there an éntimation, even, of its be-
ing approved of Jehovah 7 8o far from this, the instruction
given to the Egyptians, relative to this system, is grounded on the
assumption, that it is wrong. The instructions imply, that the re-
lation itself 1s wnnatural, wnrighteous, and to be abandoned,
They were required to cease that relation, and to let the people
go. Judgment after judgment was inflicted upon the Egyptians,
not simply for their abuse of the system— not simply for their
occasional acts of excessive tyranny, to which ‘the system natu-
rally led, and which it justified, but for retaining the Israelites in
bondage. 1t was because they refused to let the people go — he-
cause they refused to let them breathe and speak as frecmen —
because they persisted in holding them in the relation of servants
that they were visited with rebuke and buried in the deep.
The inquiry arises, do these teachings of the Scriptures — these
judgments, inflicted upon men, for persisting in a relation less de-
grading, less ruinous to everv interest of humanity. than Ameni-
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can slavery, look like toleration of American .slavery t Is the}xl'e
any thing in the divine teaching or conduct in {-eference to?t e
former, that has any show of Divine approval of the latter ¥ —
Plainly not. . '

But if the Divine teaching, in relation to ])atr‘larcﬁal and
Egyptian servitude affords no coun.tcn.anc'e t(? Amferlc.an .slavery,
is there not something in the Mos«/e institutions, indicating that
it has the sanction of Jehovah 2 It is holdly asser.ted, by .apolo-
gists of slavery, that slavery existed under th('} dispensation of
Moses ; that there was legislation in relation to it, ?learly recog-
nizing its existence, and the existence of the rolation of 'mast.er
and slave ; that men were permitted to huy slaves ag an  inherit-
ance for their children forever ; that slavery cxisted and 'slaves
were purchased without a solitary expression of disapproba‘tl(?n——
indicating, clearly, as is supposed, that the system was dlvn'lely
approved, and that if it was divinely ap1)1:<).\*e(1, then American
slavery has the sanction of Jehovah. But if these stz?temen?s are
generally correct, to the inference from them exceptlons will be
taken. Before admitting its legitimacy, the apologists must show
that what they term slavery, was something more than a sy%tem of
apprenticeship, or of servitude, like the subjection of a minor to
his guardian, or of one nation to another. They must show, that
it was involuntary and perpetual, like the American system.. ;f
the obnoxious features, involuntary and perpetual, ave wanting in
the servitude, in the time of Moses, then Divine approval of that
servitude does not not imply Divinc approval of American slave-
ry. '

Before admitting the legitimacy of the inference, the apologists
must show, also, that what was divinely approved under the Mosaic,
must be divinely approved under the Christian dispensation ; and
that what was fit and best then,is fit and hest in the present con-
dition of the world. This must be shown, notwithstanding the
changes the Highest has actually effected in the condition of .the
church, in the state of society, and in the habits of men ; notwith-
standing He permitted then, on account of the hardness of men’s
hearts, many things which he condemns now.

Before this inference is admitted, it must be shown, too, that
the consideration, that Hebrew servitude was nnt expressly con-
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demned by the lawgiver of lsrael is proof, that it was approved of
Jehovah.  This must be done, though the very arswment, which

would furnish evidence, that the servitude was divinely approved,

would furnish evidence, that many practices, clearly condemmned

under the Christian dispensation, had the Divine sanction under

the Mosaic. But it is hazarding nothing to assert, th
things have not heen, and camnot be shown.

That Hebrew servitude was voluntary seems evident from the
following considerations. Servants were not the property of their
masters.  Men owned cattle and sheep, furniture and clothing ;
and there was a particnlar worl designating them, as such own-
ers; but it was not applied to them as owners of men.  Another
word is carefully employed, designating them in their relation to
servants, simply as masters..

Servants were permitted to fice from their masters, if they sup-
posed themselves misused, and no power could, against their will,
compel their return.

The children of servants were free.  None but their parents
could sell them,—that is, sell their time and service. And their
parents could do this, only during their minority.

Men were spoken of as selling themselves.  The buying or
selling of persons, when it was not a voluntary transaction, or
when it was not temporary, to pay a debt, or to make amends for
theft, was a capital offence.,

If then servants were not the property of their masters ; if they
could flee from servitude at their pleasure
their return ; if their children were free, and none could dispose
of their time, but their parents, and they only temporarily ; if men
Were spoken of as selling themselves, and if the buying and sell-

dng of men, only as a voluntary contract, except in the cases spe-

at these

and none could compel

eified, was condemned, it can hardly adit of a doubt, that what-
ever may have heen the goneral char
it was a voluntary system.

It is obvious, that Moses adopted regulations, fitted to bring
the servitude of his time to a speedy termination.  He made the
stealing and sale of a man 4 capital offence. He forbade the re-
storation to his master of 5 fugitive from servitude. ¢ Thou shalt
not deliver to his master the servant which is escaped from his
master unto thee. He shall dwoll with thee in that place where
he shall choose. Thou shalt not oppress him,”

z

acter of Hebrew servitude,
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We find in his code of laws, that foreiguers that were taken
ar could not he reduced to servitude. What was
all other nations of the carth, m this respect, he
They could he made servants only hy pur-

captive in w
cOMIMon Among
expressly prohibits.
Chaa\i\}e find, too, that therc was an appointed period, i{n
which the voke of scrvitude was to he hroken from every 1necd.
Every Hel;x'c\\' servant, after six yc"zn's’ labor, was to be liber atle. .
“If ému buy a Hebrew servant, six years shz?ll hi ser'V(;l, an 11;
tho soventh year he shall zo out free for no.thmg. There wa
no exception to this law, save when a man, for some reason, é)r%—t
ferred continued sorvitude : and even m. this ca§e, he }nust submi
to a degrading ceremony, as an CxXpression of his prefe'ren;e.

But not only the Hebrew servant, hut every man, in the year
of Jubilee, was to be free. Thou shalt proclaim liberty through-
out all the land, unto all the inhabitants thereof. It sl%all be a
Jubilee unto you, and ye shall 1-0Furn’everr‘y man unto his Pé)ssils-
sion, and every man unto his fzumly.’. . This law was eviden by
designed as a universal law. Its unhnnt(?d natm'e. could no; e
expressed in cleaver, stronger terms.‘ Tt is not said, that Hebrew
servants shall go free; or that certam persons, held as servantsj
peculiarly favored as to family, or wealth, or talents, shall go free;
or that all, save strangers and foreigners, §ha11 go free ; hut
« throughout all the land, unto all the .inhabltants thereof, thou
shalt proclaim liberty.” Whatever might be the nature of.the
contract between master and servant — though the lfxtter ‘mlght
be purchased as a possession for his ma?,ter, or as an 1n]‘ner1tance
to his children forever, still, at the Jubilee, the obligation of the
contract ceased — the purchased possession was surren‘dered,
and every man’s chains were loosed. Men could enter into no
condition, or relation — they could bind themselves by no prom-
ise or engagement, that would exempt them from the blessings of
liberty, on this fiftieth year of universal triumph. Tt was an or-
dinance of Heaven, to bring man, whatever privileges he had for-
feited, however degraded, however deprived of that to which he
is entitled, as made in the image of Jehovah, - back to his origin-
al, natural, inalienable rights. It was an ordinance, in wlfich
there was to be general exultation, as all men, without distine-
tion or exception, were to be made free — exempt alike from ev-
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ery yoke: at liberty alike to ymvsue, unobstructed, their individ-
ual interests and pleasure. "I hold servauts as an inheritance
for their childven forever — us bondmen forever — denoted that
the purchased right to their scrvice might be transmitted from
father to son, and down through all the changes that are effected
in families and in society, to the latest period possible, that the
relation cau he retained, — till the very moment had arrived, in
which, by express, Divine appomtment,-the claim ceased. It de-
noted, and denoted only, that their service was held by a tenure
that might be good, in all circumstances, and always, till it was
broken by the trumpet of Jubilee. No right to their service ever
transcended this period. No chains or yoke —no contract or
promise could hold them in subjection longer.

As Moses then did not originate the system of Hebrew servi-
tade — as he no where expressed approbation of it — as he made
laws clearly indicating, that the system was undesirable, and that
would bring it to a specdy termination, can the system be regard-
ed as having his sanction, or the sanction of Jehovah, from whom
he received his authority as lawgiver ? And if this system, which
was voluntary and temporary, and therefore necessarily the less
rigorous, has not the Divine sanction, can the system of American
glavery, which is involuntary and perpetual, have the sanction of
the Highest ?  Can an argument of the least weight be drawn
from the Divine conduct towards the former, to prove the Divine
approbation of the latter? The former is essentially unlike the
latter ; its worst features — those, which give it its great aggra-
vation — are not found in the former.  Divine approval of the
one, then, cannot imply Divine approval of the other. But the
former, even, is not Divinely approved. There can be, therefore,
no evidence here of such approval of the latter.

It is manifest, that Hebrew servitude had no countenance in
the Mosaic institutions, and that these institutions embodied in-
structions and principles, designed and adapted to bring the ser-
vitude to a speedy termination.

It is manifest, too, that therc is nothing at variance with these
instructions and principles in the Divine teaching, from the death
of Moses to the coming of Christ.

It is manifest also, that during this interval of centuries, the en-
tire expressions of the Divine will,in relation to slavery,are condem-
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natory of its spirit, and of all modes of its existence. In the teach-
ing of the prophets there is not the shador.v of appl‘OV{:Ll of. any syhs—
tem of slaveholding, or species of oppression, or dcprwa“cwu of t‘be
conscious rights of others. They teach the ‘proclamatlon of lib-
erty to the captive, and the opening of the prison to t'hem tfllatrare
bound, the undoing of heavy burdens, and the breaking o 1 e\‘ ery
yoke, and denounce the judgments of Tleaven wherever Ttleu? 1;
continuance in the practice of injustice and tyranny. W e.tlllr;
it impossible to read the declaration of the prophets, in relataon to
oppression in all its forms, and doubt that they uttered sentiments
in which it was decisively and emplmticall)’r codeemned.

If, then, as is obvious, the Divine teaching in regard to sys-
tems of servitude and oppression, subsequent to the death (?f Mo-
ses, to the coming of Christ, is condenumt(')ry of these systems(i
the entire teaching of the Old Testament is averse to them_, an
consequently no argument can be drawn from this source m jus-

ificati rican slavery.
tlﬁgﬂonis()féiﬁ; or his Asztles more favorable to slavery than

patriarehs and prophets ¥ Does the New Testament inculcate

doctrines, in relation to slavery, esscn.tially unlik.e the Old ? ‘It 1;
asserted, that slavery existed in the time o‘f Chnst ; that he live :
in the midst of it; that he never spake of it m 'terms of censure ;
and that, therefore, he must have approved of it. o

But though slavery existed in the time of Christ, it has n(?t
been proved, andit is hazarding nothing to assert, that' there 1s
not the slightest scriptural evidence that he ever came i contact
Wltélul'kf;rersive of Hebrew servitude, as must havs‘; b‘een the tenden-
cy of the laws of Moses, it would be natural‘to 1r‘1fer, that t}‘le ser-
vitude must cease, and it is believed, that it did cease, in the
commonwealth of Israel, previous to the adver.lt of Christ. So
that the system, at his coming, had no being in Judea. If the
system had then been in existence, it must have be'en kept up.by
the purchase of slaves of other nations. _But there is no mention
of any traffic of this kind, no allusion to it, even though othfar ar-
ticles of traffic are particularly specified.  Slavery emsted.m the
time of Moses, and directly under his eye, and in the S.Cl‘lptul‘??l
history of that time, we can hardly conceive how auub:lon to it
.could have been omitted. It was not omitted. And if it had ex-
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Jdsted in the field of Christ’s labor, we cannot well conceive, how in
the seriptural history of that field it could have been overlooked.
Having so particular account of it, so many hundred years before,
it is unaccountable, had it heen prevalent in Judea at the time of
Cluist, that there should he no specifie teaching touching it, or no
allusion to it, by Christ himself.  Ag therefore it cannot be prov-
ed, that Christ ever came in contact with it, that he did not ex-
pressly condemn it, is no evidenee of his approval of slavery, in
any of its forms.  He did not cuwmerate all possible sins, and
then condemn them individually and specifically. He inculeated
principles at variance with all departures from God, and condemn-
ed individual sins as they passed nnder his observation, in the la-
bors of his bumiliation,

But admittiug that there wax servitude, at that time in Judea,
and that Christ came in coutact with it, if the fact, that he did
not expressly condemu it, proves approbation of it, then it is evi-
dence, that he approved of other sins, which he did not particular-
ly condemn. (It proves what is manifestly false, which is absurd.

But it is evident, that Christ no where expressed approbation
of slavery. He no where inculeated principles, giving it the
shadow of countenance. e did utter sentiments, however,
which, if reduced to practice, would at once exterminate every
system of oppression and slavery from the earth. Let the hold-
ers of slaves, who appeal to Chuist for justification, obey the in-

Jjunction, ¢ whatsoever ye would that men should do to you, do
ye even so to them,” and that wmoment their slaves are freemen ;
that moment, involuntary and perpetual subjection of others to
their will, ceases. It Christ, then, inculeated principles, fitted
at once to destroy slavery, let not the imputation be cast upon
him, of approving and upholding the system.

But it is said, that the Aposties, beyond the Jimits of Judea,
labored amid the embraces of slavery ; that the y gave instructions
in reference to the system; that they reccived men to their
churches who were involved in slaveholding, if not in slave-
traffic ; that they did not openly denounce the system ; and that,
consequently, they must be regarded as giving it their sanction.

But in reply, it may be said, that the Apostles found slavery
In existence. It was nothing of their creation. They found its
Principles lying at the very foundation, .and extending into all
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the frame work of a government, in which they had no voice.
Their great object was, to win men to GOL}, to save thcm,—Tx.lof t(;
reform governments, or to effect changes in the settler(} habits o

society, over which they had no direct C(‘)ntrol. They selenT,
therefore, to have deemed it preferable to mc‘ulcate general coc-
trines, destructive of slavery, thau to attack, t'hroctly and 0:\’1)1?55{
ly, the system. They teach scutiments of. jundness, o ity anc

if carried out, in the different relations of lite,

benevolence, which, .
, afflicts the

would put an end to slavery, and every other sin that
world. .

The Apostles address masters in two instances only, as tOuO?’V’b,-
« And ye masters, do the same things un.to‘ them, forbe:?rmgi
threatening, knowing that youv Master also is in heaven; neither
is there any respect of persons with him.” ¢ Masto.rs, render un-
to your servants that which is just and equal, knowing that ye al-
so have a Master in heaven.””  Ilere masters are taught, that s
there is no respect of persons with God, there should be none m
kind and equitable treatment, among men ; that they should ren-
der to their sevvants that which is just and cqual.  Let t.hcs‘e pre-
cepts he regavded ; let masters give their :s‘orvunts what is just —
what is clearly due for their lahor ; what is equal —do them as
great favors as they receive from their servants, and what would
be the result? How long would slavery, n any land, any \\'he.re,
survive such treatment ¢ This language, then, so far from m-
plying approval of slavery, teaches ‘that, which, if regarded, would
gecure at once its universal extinction.

But the Apostles taught servants to be obedient unto their
masters, not only to the good and gentle, but also to the froward,
and to do them honor in the relation they sustained. And the
reason assigned is, this is thankworthy, if a man for conscience
towards God endure grief, suffering wrongfully. Does this teach-
ing prove, that the Apostles deemed slavery a good institution,
or that they approved, and sought to perpetuate it * This is not
admitted. The purport of the instruction to servants is— ¢ You
are servants — you are in a state from which you cannot readily
extricate yourselves; escape it if you can; choose liberty rather
than servitude ; but, especially, exhibit an obedient, courteous
spirit towards your masters ; give them the attention and subjec-
tion expected, in the relation they sustain ; perform the office of
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servants, unrighteous and hard though it be, in the fear of God,
looking to THim for a reward ; for if, with a kind, forbearing, chris-
tian spirit, you suffer the wrongs to which you will be subjected,
you will be accepted of your Master in Heaven ; you will honor
rveligion.””  The Apostles teach servants, that they were to pre-
for freedom to servitude, and that in their servitude they would
suffer wrongfully, Is this, regarding slavery a good institution ?
[5 it approbation of it 7 They said just what cvery lover of lib-
erty, and every friend of man would now say to the slave at the
South. Prefer freedom to hondage; wuse all lawful means to se-
cure your liberty, your exemption from the wrongs you suffer;
but while a slave, be obedient to your masters; bear your bur-
dens patiently ; perform the dutics of your relation faithfully, re-
pectfully ; for in so doing, you will be approved of your con-
sciences, and of your Master in heaven.

Teaching subjection to masters, then, is not tantamount to ap-
proval of slavery. It is no more evidence of such approval, than
their requirement of suljection to human governments, unright-
eous and bloody, is evidence of their approbation of these govern-
ments.

But it is said, in the case of Onesimus, if no where beside, the
New Testament gives its sanction to slavery. Tt is affirmed, that
Onesimus was a slave ; that he was sent back to his master Phil-
emon, in circumstances to show that slavery is not at war with
Christianity ; and that slaves, who have escaped from their mas-
ters, should be restored to them. DBut the only evidence, that he’
was a slave is derived from the word translated servant — a word
denoting clearly and wnanswerably, all kinds of service. Had
Onesimus been Philemon’s ward ; or had he been employed for a
few days only, to perform a particular work for him ; or had he
been his agent ; or a teacher of veligion, he would have been de-
signated by the same appellation. It is clear, then, that there is
no proof of his having been a slave at all. The argument in fa-
vor of slavery, for which this example is so often quoted, is, to
say the least, entircly without weight. But even admitting that
he had been a slave, he was not to be sent back in that capacity,
“ but above a servant, as a brother beloved.” He was to be re-
ceived by Philemon, as he would receive Paul himself. Let it
be understood, that a fugitive slave from the South may be re-
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stored to his master, not as a slave, but above a slave, as a broth-
er beloved — as an equal and intimate friend, as Paul and Phil-
emon — and there would be no need of civil law to effect a re-
storation. ~The expression,  brother in the flesh, and in the
Lord,” seems to teach, that Onesimus was Philemon’s natural
brother, as well as a christian brother. Probably, a younger
brother, bound to service to his senior, till his majority.

The examination of this subject, to the results of which there
can be but a bare allusion in a single discourse, it is a satisfac-
tion to gain evidence, that American slavery has no sanction in
the Scriptures. It is a satisfaction to feel, that a system so ty-
rannical and degrading, so fatal to every interest of humanity, so
destructive of morals and religion, has no claim to the approval
of Him, ¢ who made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell
on all the face of the earth.”

If, then, American slavery has no claim to Divine sanction, it
is evil and only evil. I come back, therefore, to the sentiment
with which I began, that the emancipation of the American slave
is to be sought. It is to he sought, on account of the inherent char-
acter of slavery, as involuntary, perpetual subjection of one man
to the will of another.

I infer in the second place, that the emancipation of the Amer-
tean slave ts to be sought, from what slavery has done.

In 1620, a Dutch man of war passed up James river and in-
troduced 20 slaves into Virginia. There was work to be done in
the Colony; the slaves were wanted to do it, and were bought
for this purpose. In this purchase, American slavery had its or-
igin. Other Colonies needed laborers, and other slaves were in-
troduced, to meet their necessities. At the commencement of
the Colonial settlements, the Dutch traders found the slave trade
a lucrative business, and trausported slaves to America, so lib-
erally, that slavery became almost universal, before the colonists
gseem to have been aware of the enormities of the system. Soon
a8 they began seriously to consider the evils, slavery commenced
its decline, which continued till some time subsequent to the war
of the revolation. The Continental Congress voted unanimous-
ly in 1774, to import no slaves, and purchase none imported, af-
ter December of the same year. This Congress, the next year,
resolved, that Jehovah never designed a part of the human race
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t hold absolute property in, or unbounded power over others.
The Congress of the United States early adopted resolutions and
and measure:, clearly showing their opposition to slavery, and
determination to prevent its further extension. And the gener-
al fecling accorded with their action. During the agitation of
this subject, public and private, Vermont in 1777, Massachusetts
and Pennsyivania in 1780, and Rhode Island in 1784, abolished
slavery within their respective limits. These State acts, more
than any thing boside, aroused the fears of a few who were bent
on rendering slavery perpetual, and called out marked enmity to
every edort for its suppression, or limitation.  While Washing-

ton, Jeff2rson, Madison, Franklin, Pinckney and Patrick Henry
expressed their decided condemnation of the system, as unright-
cous, and ruinous in its tendencies, labored for its: suppression,

and believed it must be soon cffocted, there were a few planning
and toiling for its continuance, and wider diffusion. Their plans

were gradually developed, and with fearful success. Though

previous to the invention of the Cotton Gin, in 1793, by EH

Whitney, slave labor was found not profitable, still, through love

of ease, lust of power and sensual pleasure, there were some de-

termined and uns:rapulous advocates of slavery. But after this

invention, when one man, in working Cotton, could do the work

of a multituds previously, its advocates became more numerous

and determined. It now opened an avenue to wealth, no less

than to the gratification of the baser passions of the human

heart, and slavery boidly demands more distinet recognition by

the government, wider diffusion, and greater facilities for exe-

cuting its purposes, and strengthening its dominion.

First it asks for more territory, and the zovernment must pro-
cure it at its bidding. Tt will suffer no denial. The territory is
purchased, and surrendered to its service.

Again, it asks for more slave States, to equalize its power in
the Senate. The wisest statesmen resist the demand. The sen-
timents of the founders of the government; the design of the
Constitution ; the nature of the system ; principles of philanthro-
py and benevolence, are urged, In opposition to the demand.
But in vain. Its requests must be granted, or the existence of
the nation is imperilled — the Union is dissolved. To escape

the execution of its terrific threats, and soothe it into quiet, Ken-
3
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tucky and Tenuessee, Louwisiana and Mississippi, successively,
open their bosom to its foul embrace, and subject themselves to
the perpetual dominion of its darkness and chains.

Again, slavery wants peculiar privileges and speclal legisla-
tion in its behalf. Men must have a bounty, for their devotion
to the peculiar institution. Butler, of South Carolina, says, that
the labor of a slave at the South, is as productive and valuable
as that of a freeman in Massachusctts, and that the one ought to
be counted against the other.  But it is replied, if slaves are to
be admitted as citizens, then why not on an equality with white
citizens. If they are admitted as property, then why is not other
property to be admitted into the computation ? But slavery rises
in its potency, and presses its demand. Opposing arguments and
remonst:ances avail nothing. Connecticut, in its great devotion
to the whole country, comes in as a compromiser, and the matter is
adjusted, by rendering five slaves cqual to three white men. So
that the slave, on election days, is three-fifths of man ! But on
all other days, a chattel — a thing, like a bale of Cotton, to be
bought or sold in the shambles. One Southerner, with 500 slaves,
can bring the same amount of influence into Congress, as 800
northern men. The slave States have more than thirty votes in
the House, above that, to which, in equity and justice, they are
entitled. But this privilege slavery must have, and through
dogged persistence and menaces, the North, as usual, yield, and
the point is gained.

Again—When slavery sought to extend its dark dominion, its
tyranny, into Missouri, and it was about to be admitted into the
Union, in 1820, the North demurred. They maintain, that a
sytem so at war with the dictates of nature and revelation — so
hostile to every interest of the country, and to cvery principle of
benevolence and humanity, should be extended no further. They
support their position by considerations the most weighty ; by
arguments entirely unanswerable. But slavery had made its de-
mand, and, right or wrong, life or death, it must be granted.
Civil war, the dissolution of the national fabric into its original
elements, was denounced as the penalty of refusal. The North,
through weariness of protracted bickering, or fear, again yield,
and with the express condition, the solemn pledge on the part
of the South, that the territory north of 86 30, should be sur-
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endered to perpetual freedom, Missouri is added to the sister-
hood of slave States.

Again—The grasping ambition of slavery, its unquenchable
thirst for dominion in the national counsels, is not yet satisfied.
Texas is wanted to consnmmate its purposes. And, opposition
notwithstanding, Texas is gained to slavery. The North bows
assent, as ever, to the dictates of its master! It sacrifices prin-
ciple, justice, mercy, to the will of the southern oligarchy.

Again—DMore territory still is wanted, and suddznlv it is op-
ened to the far reaching vision of slavery. Mexico, with an ex-
-!;ende:d. domain, and proverbially weak and defenceless, proffers a
promising field for the labor of slavery propagandism. And
quick, hostilities are provoked — war is proclaimed, and the au-
tocrat pounces upon its innocent and imbecile neighbor, as a ti-
ger pounces upon its prey, and California, Utah, and New
Mexico, are taken, at once, into its insatiable maw. Opposition
remonstrance, the frown of the world amount to nothine. ’

Again—The slave sametimes seeks the rights he ha; in com-

‘mon with all men, and flies to a place of refuge, where he can en-
joy them. But slavery.cannet brook the sudden, unbidden de-
partare. Consequently, in 1850, the Fugitive Slave Bill is an-
nounced, making every northern maxn, in effect, the servant, the
runner of any southern taskmaster. The North object to it,s hu-
miliating conditions. But in vain. Slavery, always successful,
had made another demand, and through a storm of threats, the
bill becomes a law. ’

Again—Slavery seeks territory and sister slave States

north of 36 30, and, to gain its object, the Missouri Com3
promise must be repealed. Slavery had gained a slave State
and all the advantages on its side, to be expected, and now, when
the North is to receive its benefits from the Compromise t,houcrh
having been regarded as inviolable for more than thirty _;rears Oit;
must be repealed. Accordingly, in 1854 a bill is introduced ;n-
to Congress for its abrogation. ~And though opposed, as a vio-
lation of a most solemn pledge — as flagrant injustice’— as gross
imposition upon the rights of the North, slavery is clamorous in
its demand. It threatens, if resisted, d sunion — the subversion
of the national temple — and the North again yield, and every
inch of territory on the Continent is effectually thrown wide open
to the withering curse of slavery. ’
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But this is not enough. Kansas is becoming a free State.
Slavery finds, that the object of its treachery — of its broken
pledges — of its brazen-faced faithlessness, is being defeated.
The progress <f freedom must be arrested. Consequer.ltly, com-
panies of men, of more than a thousand, from a neighboring Sta..te,
with arms and provisions for the expadition, in November, 1854,
march into the territory, to choose a candidato of slavery for Con-
gress. Thay control the ballot box, effect their purpose, and re-
turn.

But freedom has not yet drawn its last breath in Kansas. An-
other efort must be mals to ‘efect it3 extiaction. And atb the
election of the first Territorial Lesislature, March 1855, organ-
ized bands of Missourians, with ofizars, t2ats, provisions, revolv-
ers, bowie knives, and all the fixtures of an arny, prepared foT' a
protracted warfare, march into the territory, and, by superiority
of numbers and power, control the clection at will, and 1mpose a
mock Legislature upon its free inhabitants.

But this is not enough. At the recucrance of an election of a
Delegate to Congress, Octobor 1855, a similar scene was exhib-
ited. Bands of men from the same State, arreyed as before, take
the matter of clection into their own hands, affix the seal of au-
thority to the man of their preference, and, without a blush of
shame, exult in their triumph.

But the climax is not yot rcached. Slavery has not perfected
its work in Kansas. Thera are still fears, that the settlers may se-
cure the Territory to freedom. o prevent the possibility of
such an occurrence, troops of desperadoes, from a slave State,
rush into the defenceless region, spreading desolation and death
in their train.  Villages of citizens are burned; their retired
habitations sought out and demolished. Men, for no other
crime than love of liberty, are hunted and shot as beasts of prey.
Women are subjected to worse than brutal barbarity. Children
are sent out into a dreary, desolate waste — fatherless, homeless,
breadless. And when the Territory is nearly freed from the
friends of liberty, by expulsion and murder — when po man, as
he loves his life, or the life of his family, dares utter a “sentence,
or draw a breath for freedom, Zhen a call may be issued for a Ter-
ritorial election.  Then preparation may be made, for the re-
ception of Kansas as a State. When liberty of speech, the press,
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the bar, trial by jury, and the elective franchise, have all receiv-
ed a fatal blow, then i3 the time to effect its State organization.
Then the incubus of slavery may be affixed to it, without the pos-
sibility of failure. These are some of the doings of slavery. Not
that every slaveholder approves of these doings. There are hon-
orable exceptions. But still these are the doings of slavery.

I might direct attention to a southern plantation and speak of
the corrapting, debasins indazuce of slavery there. I might en-
ter a slave mart, and apsak of the tragic scenos there enacted;
of families divided ; of husbands and wives separated, at the will
of a tyrant : of children and grandchildren torn from the embrace
of their mothers, by their owa fathers and grandfathers, and
doomed to perpetual slavery, at a returnless distance. I might
spoak of the slave, robbed of his birthright — the privilege of
using his powers of mind and heart, that God gave him, so as to
accomplish the design of the gift — so as to rise to the dignity of
a man, in intelligence and wealth, in virtue and religion. I might
go into the walks of the Capitol of the nation, and speak of an in-
human assault upon a plain man, for the crime of honestly giving
utterance to truth. I might refer to the tragedy in one of its
public houses, where an Irish servant is slain with impunity, by
southern chivalry. I might go into the Senate chamber, and
speak of a man, in a defenceless attitude, who had dared, truth-
fully, to plead for humanity and right, brought to the floor in his
blood, by the repeated blows of a bludgeon — and of the murder-
ous act, as since approved and sanctioned by the general south-
ern sentiment of the nation. But I forbear. Enough has been
said of the doings of slavery to show, that the emancipation of
the American slave is an cnd to be sought — that every man,
who is not lost to every better feeling of his nature, to say noth-
ing of the Christian, should labor to rescuc his fellow men from
the dominion of asystem, marked by such expressions of injus-
tice, oppression and blood. )

I infer, lastly, that the emancipation of the American slave is
to be sought, from what slavery aims to do. It gives no evidence
of being satisfied with conquests already gained. The rapid ex-
tension of its limits and power, has only strengthened its ambition
of universal sway. Its avarice and tyranny have kept pace with
its successes.  Its purpose to secure Cuba, and Hayti, as new
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slave territory, either by purchase, or filibustering, or open war,
has been distinctly and repeatedly avowed. Its most thoroughly
trained and artful leaders have indicated no disposition to conceal
the intention, doubtless thinking, atter what they have already
demanded and gained, that no reach of cupidity, no usurpation
of power, no aggravation of oppression or wrong could shock the
sensibilities of the North.

But slavery is not only looking forward to this new territory,
but also to the restoration of the African slave trade. 1t is, in
various quatters, discussing the expediency of taking it out from
under the ban imposed upon it by the civilized world, and giving
it renewed existence and prevalence. Its restoration is seriously
defended in prominent places, and in popular publications at the
South. Leading members of Congress, representing the inter-
ests of slavery, have advised the withdrawal of our naval forces
from the coasts of Africa, preparatory to the revival of the
trade. And why should it not be restored, with all the terrific
scenes of the middle passage? If the system of American slavery
is right, is not that right, in which it had its origin and long con-
tinued existence ? If the stream is pure, is not the fountain, by
which it is fed, pure ? Hopkins, the slave’s early friend and ad-
vocate, says, it is not possible for slave-keepers to justify them-
golves in what they are doing, if they cannot justify the slave-
trade. If then they are determinately bent on slave keeping,
why not be bent on slave stealing, in Africa? Or if slave keep-
ing requires and justifies slave traffic between Virginia and the
extreme South, why not justify, if not require, slave traffic, be-
tween the coasts of Africa and the South? A settled purpose to
restore the African Slave Trade is only in harmony, with the set-
tled purpose, to extend and perpetuate the slave system. They
are twin sisters.

But slavery 78 seeking to enter the free States, with its prop-
erty. It aims to secure the liberty of driving and working its
slaves, and of rioting upon the fruits their oppression, at the
North, as at the South. It seeks to kidnap men, and to buy and
sell human sinews and blood, in every section of the nation, and
has boldly declared its intention, speedily, to effect its object.
And if what is done at the South, in these respects, is right, then
why not right to do the same things at the North ? And why not
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seek to do them on both sides of a dividing line, as on'one ¥ 1f
slavery should build its marts and cause the voice of the auction-
eer, in the purchase and sale of human flesh, and the despairing
eries of separated families, to be Lieard under the shadow of the
Capitol of every free State in the Union — if slaves, like droves
of cattle to the place of slaughter, should be driven, under the
lash, by our own doors, to the auction room, or the field of unre-
quited toil, in one year, it would not make greater advances in en-
croachments upon the rights of man, and the rights of the North,.
than in the past year. Seeking then to make these advances, as
it does, is only in keeping with what it has done. It is adopting
no new principle, but only extending and carrying out a long es-
tablished and settled policy.

But slavery aims at universal triumph — at the accomplish-
ment of its purposes, every where, without limitation or obstruc-
tion. It cannot brook opposition. and therefore seeks, with iron
heel, to crush it in the dust. The spirit which it fosters and
strengthens, through every stage of being, from the cradle, can-
not tolerate a master, or an equal. From its very nature, it can-
not rest — it never will rest, if its ambition of unlimited domin-
ion be not broken, till every power and influence in the nation is
brought submissively under its feet. There is, then, in what
slavery aims to do, a reason, that the emancipation of the Amer-
ican slave should be sought — that every lover of himself, of his
children, and of man, should labor and pray for universal deliv-
erance from its chains.

My hearers, I prescribe no governmental measures. I plead
for no political party, but for humanity and right — for princi-
ples of liberty and equality —and for justice, that has been
stricken down in our streets. I plead for suffering children, that
have been made fatherless — for women, that have been made wid-
ows — for peaceful citizens, that have been bereft of their substance
and home. I plead for the opening of prisons and the breaking
of their chains. I plead for the in'violability of human life in the
maintenance of eternal truth, whether at the centre or at the cir-
cumference of the nation. I plead for the image of God in man,
that is, by ruthless power, degraded, — trampled under foot, — bru-
talized. I plead for the principles of our fathers, to which we
are indebted for our national blessings, and which are fast dying
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out in the land, I plead for a return to those habits of primitive
simplicity and integrity, through which our national fabric, with
its good institutions, was reared, and through the decline of which
the fabric is shaken to its very foundations. I plead for resist-
ance to slavery, by peaccful, lawful measures, as itis at war with
every interest of the nation — with every prompting of reason
and humanity — with every law of virtue and religion.  Let it
accomplish its purposes, and that for which our fathers bled and
died, has departed — that, which elevates us among the nations
of the earth, has lost its glory — that, which renders a residence
in the United States preferable to a home in Spain, or Tartary
even, has ceased to be.

We may sleep over the encroachments of slavery, but we sleep
upon the mouth of a volcano. We may suffer its dominion to ex-
tend, saying, Peace, peace, but we countenance the influence,
that is fast plucking the pillars from our national temple. We
may look upon its rapid strides, in vursuit of its object, without
foar, but every step is bringjng corruption and ruin into the
sources of our national life and blessings. The spirit of slavery
must be arrested in its progress, by the spirit of freedom, or its
triumph is speedily gained. And the triumph of slavery, and the
rain of our interests, agricultural, mechanical and commercial «—
of our privileges, intellectual, moral and religious, go together.
When its general dominion, which seems approaching in mad
haste, is perfected, an Egyptian darkness covers us— an Egyp-
tian retribution has overtaken us. The cxperience of other na-
tions —#he Divine rebukes of similar sins far less aggravated,
warn us of a hastening catastrophe, more signal and terrific, than
was visited upon these nations, as our guilt is deeper. Our on-
ly hope of preserving our children, our civil and religious insti-
tutions, and our country, from the debasing, destructive influenc-
es, the tyranny of slavery, is in GOD ; and without speedy,
manly, determined resistance of its encroachments, even this

hope is presumption.





