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and children, ns brute beasts are sold, be in
conformity with the pure principles of the word
of God. Looking at the principles of God’s
word apart altogether from uny positive proli-
bition of slavery, I should say « privri, that the
system of holuing such a property in manywas
opposed to the mind and will of Ged.

B. Ishould take this as a token of the hu-
mane feelings of my friend. But here stands
the maiter; the apologisis for slavery demand
a positive prohibition, and nothing short of this
will bend them to give up the hold they have
of their African brethien.  And itis but justice
to say, that I have heard of slave-holders bemng
such kind friends to the slave, that he has be-
come perfectly satisfied withs his condition.

A. Doubiless there have been Immane pi-
rates too, but did this circumstance justify pira-
cy. My friend seems to think, that the slave-
holders are such men that they arc only wait-
ing for farther light on the path of duty,—so
that, when it is received, they will readily set
at liberty their fumilies ol bondsinen. But does
iy friend remember the conduct of a royal
slave-holder recorded in Scripture. Ile re-
ceived a positive injunction concerning the Ts-
raelites in their bondage within his dominions.
But did Phareah of Egypt obey the divine com-
mand ? I frue not. The clearer it was, he
hardened his heart the more, and refused to
obey. So is it with the siave-holder. The
Scriptures give evidence encugh to shew that
the right of property in the Atricans, is a foul
usurpation on the part of their masiers. And
yet it is maintained,—yes, and will doubtless be
apologizcd for tov, antil these modern tyrants
reccive an overtirow akin to that of the an-
cient taskmasters of Egypt, in the Red Sea.

B. Isnot, then, the Lords deliverance of
Israel from the bondage of Egypt, a testimony

ainst the lawlulness of slavery?2  There was
no necessity for this act, had slavery been a
thing of indifference.  The Lord might easily
have accomplished ail his purposc concerning
Isracl, though in a state of servitude. Bat the
fact, that he suved them from slavery, and pla-

ced them in a state of freedom, scems demon-
strative enough, that the couduct of the slave-
holder 1s opposcd to the mind of the merciful
God, who hath made of onc blood all the na-
tions of men.

A. My fricnd has made something like a
near cut to the argument I was about to ad-
vance. I confess I like what he has said re-
garding the deliverance of Isracl from the
Egyptian bondage,as bearing upon the ques-

tion of slavery,—secing it goes to shew that
there is & warrant for a christian legislature
abolishing the whole system. The slave-hold-
ers and their friends are fond of arguing that
Scripture leaves the slave holding form of so-
cicty entire, and only presents motives to the
hearts and understandings of christians, urging
1o acts of honesty and kinduness ; but your ar-
gument goes to shew, that though TIsracl were
not all converted men, yet, that God in mercy
to them as a nation, struck off'their fetters and
set them free.

B. The wise man has said, *iron sharpen~
eth iron, so a man sharpeneth the countenance
of his friend,” and such I have experienced at
this time.  Your conversation has given me so
much new light on this subject, that T must
acknowledge the ovligation to be wholly on
my part. I had often heard it asserted, that
Scripture was entirely silent about the frame-
waork of society, and that it was a matter of in-
difierence whether men were in a state of sle-
very or not, butceriainly the deliverance of the
Israclitish nation {rom Bgyptian slavery de-
monstraics the erroncousness of such a view.
Iowever, as my friend has promised something
farther, I shall gladly iisten to whatever argu-
ment he may adduce, by way of exposing the
true nature of this moral pestilence, which has
so long afflicted a large portion of our race.—
Bat has my friend ever reficcted upon the fact,
that the Jews were allowed to make slaves of
the nations round about ?

A. Asmy friend has manifested so much
of candour in this discussion, [ should wish the
more carnes 'y to expuse the basclessness of
the whole fabric of slavery. The heathen na-
tions in and around Canaan, were accounted
the cnemies of Gud, and the Israclites were
commanded io destroy them ; but surcly this
commandment can never be pleaded as an abo-
lition of the anterior law of God, forbidding the
shedding of man’s blood,—and with as litile
reason can the permission allowed to the Jews,
of caslaving the captives of the nations round
about, be pleaded asa reversal of the anterior
law of love and equity to our brethiren of man-
kind. The answer given by Christ on a like
ozcasion is fully in point,—¢ from the beginning
it was not so.” It is vain, therefore, to plead
the permission given to the Jews, of making
slaves of the heathen, as warranting a similar
permission to the Gentiles, of making slaves of

cach other. A Jew may rightfully plead this
apology for slavery, but in the mouthof a Gen-
tile it is absurd.
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