
Dialogule on Slavery.

and eidren, as brute boasts arc sold, be in
conforinity witlî the pure princii>Ies uf the word
orGod. Loking ut the principles of Gud's
word apart aitugret lier frrni aiiy positi% e lîrulii-
bition of s!avery, 1 shoald say a. oitlîat, the
system of lioluing suceli a 1-riperty in inii)u,was
opposed to the mid anid %viii or God.

B. 1 slîuuld talie ihis as a token of the bu-
mnano féelngs of iny lfrieiid. But hiere stands
Lho ina:ter; the aplgssfor e:l.verv dleiîiaud
a positive prohlibition, anid notling short of tiis
vill bond Ilieni 10 give up the lîold tliey have

of thîeir Arrican ljretl i en. Anîd it is but Justice
to say, that I have heard of >lave-liulders boîng
sucb.h ind frieiîds to the slave, that, lie lias lbe-
corne pcrfecily satisfied %% it.ti lus condition.

A. Doubiless there, have beeîî Imune pi-
rates top, but dîd iliis ciiciimstanco justify pira-
cy. My frioîîd secîns to tbinli, tlîat the slave-
hiolders are suchl men tîmat. tlîoy are oiîly wvait-
ing for fardier liglît on the î;ath of duty,-so
that, %vhon it is received, they %vill rea.dily set
al, liberty tbeir fanîjlies of bundsmiien. But dues
ýny friend reiiieiriber thîe condmuct or a royal
siave-bolder recorded in Scripture. HIe re-
ceived a positive lijuniction coi:cerniné- the~ Is-
raclites in their bundage wiiiin bis doiiiî,ns.
But did Pliaroah of Egypt obcv tic divine corn-
inand ? I ;rue imot. The clearer it %vas, lie
bardcned ]lis lieart tho more, and refusedl t
oboy. Su is it ii dIe ,:jave-liolder. 'J'ie
Scripturcs give evideiîce euoutgh to show~ thiat
flic rigblt of Iîroîîcrty ini the A;ric:ins, is a fot
usurpation un thie part of tlîeir -:n.-s*er-s. And
yet it is niaîitainel,-yes, and wvill doubtless bie
apo!ogyizc] l'or tou, .întil theso nîoiiern tyramîts
recoive an. overthroiv akin to that of tlie an-
ciont taskrnasters of Egyi, iii UIl Redl Son.

B3. Is nut, then, the Lord's deliverance or
Israel frura tic bondage of Egpt a tesimny
against the lawl"tliess of slavcry? Thero vas
no necessity for ibis roi, lîad slaverv bcen a
liig of indiffe-ence. Thie Lordl miglîst ensily
have accoinplislied a1i bis purîpose curicerning
Israe though ini a state of servitude. Etit ic'
fact, that hoe s:uvcd thioni from Elavcrv, anid pla-
Cod tiien in n stalo of frectdom, scilis demnof-
strativo enouigh, that tho condtict of thc slatve-
holder is opposed tu the mid uf the iiîcrcift-îl
God, who biath mnado of one blood all tic na-
tions of mon.

A. My friend bias miade somiothiing lilie a
near cut to thie argument 1 wvas about tu ad-
,varice. 1 confoss 1 liko wvhat ho lias said re-
garding tho dolivoranco of Isracl from the
Egyptian bondageq.as bearing upon the quos-

tion of slavery,-seoingr it goos to show that
tiiere is a wvarrant for a cliristiun legyislature
abnlisiiing ttew~liule systemi. Tiie slave-bold-
ers anîd ilueir friends a-te fond of arguviing tlîat
Scrqjaure loaves the slave holding form of so-
ciety ejilire, and only presents Miotives 10 the
liearts and undorstandings orchiristians, urging
to acts of'hîonesty and kmindiiess; but yoiîr ar-
gaiient goestIo show, tliat tougli Israel wvere
liot a1 converteà men, y..t, that God in merey
to thlin as a nation, struck olWtlieir fetters and
sot tieni froc.

B3. The %vise man bias said, 94 iron sliarpen-
etb iroîî, so a mnani shiarpeneth tlîo cointenanco
oflîis friend," and sticli 1 hlave experienced ut
tbis tiimne. Your conivcrsatioi bias grilven me sa
iiiicl new iglit on thiis sulîject, iliat 1 must
aclinowledgre tlle obligation obc %i Vhîully on
my p~art. I bild oftcn lîcard it asserteil, Iliat
Soripturo %vas entirely sulent aibout thîe framo-
wîu)rl of society, and iliat it -,vas a niatter of in-
diffirence wvlether men wverc iii a statui of sîn-
very or miot, butcer.:ainly tie dohivorauice of tbe
Israehifisli nation Irouni lEgyptian slavery de-
nionstrales the erroneou!snoss tif sucli a view.
Ilov.ever, as nir friend lias pronîiEcd soincUiing

flirtlier, 1 shiail gladhy ;isten lu viatevor abru
ment hoe îay adduce, by wvay uf eoxpusin- tic
trup nature of this moral pestilenlce, wvliclî bas
so long afilicied a large poîrtionî of our race.-
]3:it bias nîy frieiid over reflccleul tipon the faet,
Uuiat the Jcivs ivere alnwedl to make slaves of
thie nations round albout ?

A. As îny friend lias rnanifestedl so much
of candour iii this discussion, 1 ehiould wisli the
more carnes !y to ex ptise the basclessie-Ss of
Ille N01jioe fiibrsc of slavery. Theo healhen na-
lions in and arnnind Canaan, wvore accoutîted
thie enenlies of Giod, and the Israclites wvere
commmanded to dcstroy thiem ; but surehy thuis
coromanulinent can never bie pieaded as an abo-
lition of tic antorior law of God, forbiddingr the
sledding of man's blood,-and %with as itl
reason can thie permission alhuîwed to the Jows,
or eislhavingr the captives orîhe nations round
about, bo plonded as a reversai or tlie anterior
law of love anld equity 10, our brotlîren of ina-n-
kinul. The aiis,.er given by Christ on a hike
occasion is fulhy in piint,-"' froun tie begrinning
it %vas flot su." It is vain, therefore, to plead
the permîission given to tho Jowvs, of înaking
slaves of tho lîcaîben, as warranting a simihar
permission 10 the Gentihes, of mahking slaves of
cach othor. A Jow may rightfully plead this
apolegy for slavery, but in the mouth of a Gen-
tile it is absurd.


