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BY RICHARD D. WEBB.

“T am aware, that many object to the severity of my language; but is there not cause for
severity? I will be as harsh as truth, and as uncompromising as justice. I am in earnest—I will
not equivocate—I will not excuse—I will not retreat a single inch—AND I WILL BE HEARD.

“Tt is pretended that I am retarding the cause of emancipation by the coarseness of my
invective, and the precipitancy of my measures. Z2%e charge is not true. On this question my
influence, humble as it is, is felt at this moment to a considerable extent, and shall be felf in
coming years—not perniciously, but beneficially—not as a curse, but as a blessing; and posterity
will bear testimony that I was right. I desire to thank God that he enables me to disregard
“the fear of man which bringeth a snare,” and to speak his truth inits simplicity and power.”
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THE NATIONAL

ANTI SLAVERY SOCIETIES

oF

ENGLAND AND THE UNITED STATES.

REASONS FOR THE PRESENT STRICTURES.

“ A REPLY,” by Lewis Tappan of New York, ¢ to Charges
brought against the American and l*ore1gn Anti-slavery
Society,” by myself and others, has been sent me by a member
of the Dublin Anti-slavery Socmty, with a note explaining
that he would not circulate a document in which I am
censured, without first sending me a copy of the indictment.

Shortly after the formation of our Dublin Anti-Slavery So-
ciety, some of the members called to remonstrate with me
against opinions I had expressed, in reference to the British
and Foreign Anti-slavery Society, and 1ts secretary, Mr. Sco-
ble, in the columns of the New York Anti-slavery Standard.
They considered we had no business with the management or
conduct of any anti-slavery society but our own; that what-
ever their course might be, we should leave them to promote
the cause in the way they thought best; and, if possible, go
on ourselves without contention. It would doubtless be
much more agreeable, if we could dispense with contention in
the prosecution of this or any other cause. DBut the anti-
slavery cause i1s essentially antagonistic. That 1t is difficult to
avoid collision with others in the promotion of anti-slavery
objects, is shown by the fact, that the very person who was
most earnest in deprecating any unfriendly reference, on my
part, to an anti-slavery society in which he has conﬁdence has
taken the trouble to circulate amongst some members of our
society, a pamphlet containing many severe remarks upon
myself, chargmg me with deliberate untruthfulness, and calcu-
lated, where its statements are believed, to produce a most un-
favourable i impression against many whom I esteem among the
ablest and most devoted friends of the slave.

I have read the ¢ REPLY” carefully and repeatedly. It is
plausibly written, but full of deceptive statements, which I
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doubt not will be effectually answered by more competent
pens than mine. I would willingly wait to see how they
will deal with Messrs. Scoble and Tappan; but since it has
seemed good to an influential member of the Dublin Anti-
slavery Society to patronize the pamphlet in question, justice
to the cause, to my friends, and to myself, requires that I
should no longer keep silence.

A PARALLEL TO MR. TAPPAN'S “REPLY.”

As the great majority of our local society are also members
of the Society of Friends, I can give them an apt illustration
of my opinion of the statements of John Scoble and Lewis
Tappan. A book was lately published, entitled, ¢ Quakerism,
or the Story of my Life, by one who was for forty years a
member of the Society of Friends.” We know the disgust,
indignation, and ridicule it created amongst the members and
friends of the society; and that, on the other hand, it was
welcomed as a life-like and faithful portrait by those who
knew little of the subject, or were prejudiced against Friends.
The book is undoubtedly racy and entertaining. A large
edition has been sold at a high price, and a sort of * people’s
edition” has since been published, and will probably sell too.
Now, 1 also was for upwards of forty years a member of the
Society of Iriends, and for nearly fifteen years I have devoted
much of my attention to American slavery, and the efforts for
its abolition; and I can truly say I consider ¢ the Lady’s Story
of her Lafe” to be just as faithful a portrait of Quakerism and
Quakers, as the joint pamphlet of Messrs. Scoble and Tappan
18 a true picturc of the American Anti-slavery Society, and of
the spirit, character, and labours of its prominent members.
The Book and the Pamphlet are both, in my opinion, tissues
of deliberate misrepresentations, more easily corrected than
replied to. The statements in ¢ Quakerism” are such as
cannot be readily seen in their true light, except by those who
know the Society of Friends so intimately, as to be able to
separate the grain of truth from the bushel of chaff; and they
are calculated to convey an idea so incorrect and distorted, as
to be very much worse than no picture at all.

The “sStory of my Life” is an attack on the Society of
Friends, for the edification of those who, from ignorance or
prejudice, are unable or unwilling to ascertain the truth re-
specting 1t. It is full of scandalous stories about individuals,
some of which are plainly false; some grossly exaggerated;
and others, even if true, do not affect the character of the so-
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ciety; for no community or association can fairly be held
responsible for the vices or follies of 1ts members, unless 1its
doctrines or discipline are likely to produce them.

Members of the Society of Friends well know that the book
would need a volume as large as itself to answer it fully, and
disentangle truth from error and misrepresentation ; and, after
all, the counter-statements would not influence those who are
already prejudiced against Friends, or whose sectarian views
coincide with those of the author: The reply would make its

37 chiefly among such as are already cognizant of the facts,

therefore aware of the errors and perversions contained in
the work.

The present attempt to vindicate truth, and expose the erro-
neous statements and 1nsinuations of Messrs. Scoble and Tappan,
will doubtless labour under a similar disadvantage, and be ap-
preciated chiefly by those who are already informed and con-
vinced. Yet I trust it may also reach another large class, who
have looked but slightly into the subject, andiare ready to
hear and judge with unprejudiced minds. I earnestly invite
those who appreciate the great interests involved in this ques-
tion to examine 1t for themselves; feeling assured that the
character and measures of the American Anti-slavery Society
will bear the strictest scrutiny.

MY OWN ACQUAINTANCE WITH THE ANTI-SLAVERY CAUSE.

To show that my views are not the crude results of a slight
acquaintance with the anti-slavery cause, I shall give some par-
ticulars of my own experience and opportunities for judging.

In the summer of the year 1837, George Thompson wvisited
Dublin, and delivered a course of lectures at the request of our
Anti-slayery Committec. I then learned for the first time the
history of the anti-slavery struggle which had been going on
for some years in the United States, and in which, but two
years before, he had been so prominent an actor, Bly interest
was intensely engaged by the vastness of the enterprise, and
the moral heroism evinced by those who had attempted it
against odds so tremendous. Some numbers of the New
York Emancipator fell into my hands; I read them eagerly,
and left no stone unturned to improve my acquaintance with
the objects and measures of the abolitionists. About this time
I happened to meet with Miss Martineau’s vivid and able
essay, *“ The Martyr Age of the United States,” on its first pub-
lication in the Westminster Review. Her vigorous sketches of
character, and her generous sympathy with the seif-denying

B
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devotedness of the abolitionists, strongly impressed me, and
to those impressions may be attributed much of that undimi-
nished interest I have since felt in the anti-slavery cause.

The struggle was then going on, which resulted in the abo-
lition of the Negro apprenticeship, and of colonial slavery. In
1838, I attended a convention that was held in London for the
promotion of this object; and in 1840, I was one of a numerous
delegation from Dublin to the so-called “World’s Anti-slavery
Convention,” which was held in London in June. There I
had the happiness of making the acquaintance of Wm. Lloyd
Garrison, Wendell Phillips, Lucretia Mott, and many other
prominent American abolitionists ; and of hearing from their own
lips some details of the arduous struggle in which they were en-
gaged. It wasthen I ascertained what I had suspected before,
that divisions had taken place in the anti-slavery ranks. 1 had
observed that the Fmancipator gave little information respect-
ing the efforts of those New England abolitionists, with whom
the enterprise originated. While in London, I had fre-
quent opportunities of enjoying social intercourse with abeli-
tionists of all parties, and was assiduous in my endeavours to
obtain information. In the discussions that took place in the
Convention, I was surprised by the ignorance of a majority of
the British members respecting the labours and achievements
of the American abolitionists. Many of these gentlemen were
ministers ; they appeared to be led by their professional pre-
possessions. Another large class was composed of members of
the Society of Friends; they seemed to rely on such of their
body as had taken a prominent part in the struggle against
British slavery. They did not possess much information of
their own, nor did they feel sufficient interest in American
anti-slavery to induce them to seek for it.

As a result of these observations, I returned home fully
assured that much as had been accomplished by the anti-slavery
men and women of England, a vaster field of labour remained
for the American abolitionists, demanding sterner courage,
more sleepless vigilance, larger sacrifices, and the power to
withstand more dangerous temptations than had ever been de-
manded here. In England, slavery was attacked at a distance ;
in the United States, the struggle is fought hand to hand. In
England, public opinion was against slavery from the com-
mencement of the struggle, and the contest was waged with
the slave-trading merchants and the West India proprietors—a,
powerful and influential class, it is true, as the forty years’
contest made manifest—yet exercising a feeble influence in
England, when compared with the owners of three millions of



England and the United States. i

slaves in the United States. These form the most potent ¢ in-
terest” in the Union, supported as they are by their allies in
the churches and the legislatures, and by that cowardly public
sentiment which upholds slavery in the Free States—not so
much from any absolute love of the system, or insensibility
to its odious inconsistency with their proud professions of
liberty and religion, as from a dread of any relaxation of those
compromises in favour of the slaveholder, on the faith of which
the Slave States and the Free States are held together. In the
minds of most Americans, the preservation of The:Unjion and
the maintenance of their national existence are synonymous.
The Slave States make 1t a condition of their adhesion to the
federal compact, that the Free States shall assist them by civil
process, and, if need be, by armed force, in recovering and
retaining their slaves; and the Free States, to secure Southern
allegrzance to the Union, agree to the bargain. The national
policy, the civil liberties of the people, the discipline of the
religious organizations, the interests of Commerce, the cha-
racter of the republic, are all made subservient to ¢ the rights
of the South,” which always signifies the maintenance of sla-
very. With the exception of the sect of the Covenanters, and
a small band of reformers, who condemn such a bargain as both
wicked and impolitic, and who see with prophetic eyes-the
moral mildew this deliberate complicity with a mean and
loathsome system 1s bringing on the nation,—all classes, sects,

and parties in the United States regard the preservation of the
Union as a sacred and patriotic duty Hence the unpopu-
larity of the thorough-going abolitionists, and the repugnance
evinced by most Americans to discuss the abolition of slavery,

however much they may appear to sympathize with struggles
for Liberty in other parts of the world—provided the oppressed
are white. With black insurgents they rarely or never sympa-
thize.

In the Convention, some of the most prominent and labo-
rious American abolitionists were excluded from admission as
members, on the ground that, being women, 1t would be con-
trary to British usage to receive them. As a result of this
vote, Mr. Garrison and other deputles from the American Anti-
slavery Society took their seats in the gallery ; refusing to pre-
sent their credentials to a body, whose rejection of their fellow
delegates showed that zeal for the slave and a cordial wel-
come to his devoted friends, had less place in their hearts than
deference to matters of usage and etiquette.

In the succeeding autumn,Mr Scoble visited Ireland on behalf

of the British and Foreign Society, in company with Messrs.
B 2
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James G. Birney and H. B. Stanton, two members of that New
York executive committee which had lately seceded from the
American Anti-slavery Society, having previously sequestra-
ted the newspaper and book-stock of the society whose con-
fidential servants they were. It may be well to say that Mr.
Scoble had been in America in 1839, and had there become
acquainted with the gentlemen with whom he now travelled,
and with whose views and proceedings he entirely sympathised.
Before this visit came round to us in Dublin, we heard that,
under pretence of an anti-slavery tour for leeturing and ex-
plaining the position and claims of the anti-slavery ecause in
America, their actual object was accomplished in private social
reuntons of the friends of the cause, as they went from place to
place. This object was, to convey information respecting the
American abolitionists in such a way as to excite unfavourable
impressions respecting the American Anti-slavery Society ; espe-
cially the Boston abolitionists; and, above all, William Lloyd
Garrison, to whom the enterprise FOR IMMEDIATE AND UNCON-
DITIONAL EMANCIPATION owes its existence. Safely relying
on that prevalent ignorance and indifference to which
allusion has been already made, this part of their mission,
if we judge by existing prejudice and misconception, must
have been generally accomplished to their satisfaction. In
Dublin, being forewarned, we were forearmed ; and Mr. Scoble
gained nothing by his private opportunity.

From that time to the present, now more than eleven years,
my intercourse with the prominent members of the American
Anti-slavery Society has never relaxed. By correspondence,
by private intercourse during their visits to Dublin ; or, when
this was impracticable, during visits paid to them in England,
and undertaken for thisobject; I have endeavoured to improve
and extend my acquaintance with them. I have been a regu-
lar subscriber to the anti-slavery newspapers, and from their
columns have had ample opportunity of canvassing the argu-
ments adduced against them, and the accusations by which
they have been assailed by their former friends, as well as by
those who have always been their opponents. The grossest
anonymous libels against the American Anti-slavery Society and
especially Mr. Garrison, have been abundantly and gratuitously
scattered from time to time. I have read every thing of this
kind that came within my reach; and the result is, that the
slandered abolitionists have my hearty sympathy and respect,
and I trust that those who have tried to stab them in the dark

will, when the truth is known, secure the estimation such
conduct merits.
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MR. SCOBLE.

Mr. Scoble informs us, in the first page of his Preface, that
“ he has never written a line, prepared a resolution, or de-
livered a speech against the American Anti-slavery Society, or
publicly impeached the character or the motives of its support-
ers.” In other words, he has not done what it was clearly
his duty to do,if he had valid objections to make; for no greater
service can be done to any cause, than to get rid of those who
injure it by dishonest or 1n311d1010us co-operation. If Mr. Sco-
ble had been in the habit of coming out boldly and openly to
express any disapprobation he mlght have felt towards them,
the American Anti-slavery Society would have known how to
cope with him. Ile takes needless trouble to exculpate him-
self from the charge of public action against the American
Anti-slavery Society. Had he filled columns of the British
and Foreign Antz-slavery Reporier with accusations, resolu-
tions, or speeches against it; had he publicly impeached the
character and motives of 1ts members, and allowed them an
opportunity of as publicly coming forward in their own de-
fence ; how much more 1espec1:a,ble would this have been, than
to damage their reputation by private scandal and unanswera-
ble inuendoes? But better late than never. It 1s well he has
at last come forth, and exchanged his underground labors for
overt action. Holding the responsible position of secretary to
the British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society, he has constantly
made use of the facilities 1t has afforded him, to undermine
the influence of the American Anti-slavery Society. He speaks
in his preface of his unfailing courtesy to the members of that
society who have called upon him. I have met with most 1if
not all of those who have visited England within the last
twelve years; and I never heard till now of' Mr. Scoble’s kind-
ness and courtesy towards them, but often to the contrary.
The members of the American Antl-slavely Society have felt
1t, in the shape of secret insinuations that they could not parry,
and 2 steady refusal to publish any reply or justification they
happened to offer. As respects the public, Mr. Scoble s the
British and Foreign Antl-slavery Society. The subscribers
pay their money. He is their right arm, their mouth-piece, and
their representative. Under his guidance, the society which
twenty years ago aroused the nations, and unshackled eight
hundred thousand slaves in the British colonies, has dwindled
down to an exclusive, uninfluential corporatlon, and 18 no
longer a hearty confederacy for the overthrow of slavery.

Within the last twelve years, it has 1n my opinion done more
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injury to the slave, by lending the respectability of its former
putation to Mr. Scoble’s bigoted hostility against the best
{riends of the anti-slavery cause, than it has achieved good by
any anti-slavery labour of its own. C]aiming the Protestant
right of private interpretation for himself; acting as the mouth-
piece of a body who, with little exception, belong to sects
which have for ages complained of political exclusion and
ecclesiastical intolerance; the secretary of the British and Fo-
reign Anti-slavery Society has used all its once potent influence
to discountenance and discredit those whose anti-slavery mea-
sures and doctrinal opinions happened not precisely to square
with his own—mno matter how unquestionable their devotion
to the slave, or how disinterested their services on his behalf.

Is this Representative of British Abolitionism the man for a
position which peculiarly demands a person of wide sympa-
thies and catholic charity, who estimates men by their fruits
not their creeds, generous, large hearted, and magnanimous?
Compare the New Broad-street Secretary with William Lloyd
Garrison, beginning his glorious enterprise in a garret, work-
ing at his paper with the help of anegro boy, living on bread
and water, attracting the eyes of a nation, labouring undaunt-
edly, untiringly through twenty-five years, welcoming all
help, defying all calumny, winning the personal respect of his
enemies by the purity of his hife and the generous beauty of
his character, publishing in his own columns all the bitterest
and most insulting attacks of his countless enemies; and say.
which of these men do you think the more likely instrument
in the Divine hand to promote the cause of the slave, and to
shake the foundations of a system which makes the existence
o_fl; {)u)re Christianity or true liberty in the United States impos-
sible

Mr. Scoble disclaims the imputation of illiberality. He
avers that he 1s ready to join in labouring against slavery
with any person, irrespective of his religious opinions; but if
the American Anti-slavery Society ‘“ choose to call into active
service,” persons who maintain and express certain views on
religious subjects to which he objects, he begs to decline co-
operating with those who allow such liberty. If his own
house were on fire, or his own child struggling in the water,
or his own daughter exposed for sale on an auction block,
would he refuse the active service of any one who had not
learned his shibboleth? Would he content himself with
the sympathy of all others who might be disposed to assist
him? If not, why will he reject on the slave’s behalf the aid
of any who come to the rescue? He is not consistent in this
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respect. I have scen him on the platform of the Peace Con-
vention in Paris, promoting ¢ universal peace’ in company with
some whtse moral reputation would bear no comparison with
that of the most outspoken abolitionist.

If Fox, Penn, Barclay, or the Quaker martyrs of New En-
gland came to life again, they would not be allowed to enlist
themselves 1in the brigade of Scoble Abolitionists. Nearly all
their views on religious subjects he would deem rank heresy ;
and they were often accused of outraging ‘¢ the feelings and
practices of Christian people.”

THE BRITISH AND FOREIGN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY.

Justly to appreciate the value of the various efforts for the
slave’s liberation, we should try to attain the slave’s pointof view,
and to imagine how we should estimate them, if those who are
dearest to us were writhing beneath the torturing cowhide, and
subjected to the infinite indignities and wrongs inseparable
from the mildest form of slavery. Whatshould we then think
of that British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society—the successors
of Clarkson and Wilberforce—who are so cautious about the
company they keep, that they reject and discountenance the
only anti-slavery society in- America which makes the slave’s
cause 1ts sole object—a society which embraces the most stre-
nuous, most consistent, and most gifted friends of the slave?

England 1s an anti-sla.very country. The philanthropy, the
treasure, and the blood of Englishmen have been freely ex-
pended in the war against slavery. How, then, does 1t hap-
pen that the cause has languished in England within the last
twelve years; that the public mind is so apathetic respecting
it, and that, for onc convert it has gained in that time, ten
Englishmen have become tainted with the pro-slavery virus of
American public opinion? I reply, this 1s partly owing to the
increased intercourse with the United States; but chiefly to
the apathy of the recognised friends of the anti-slavery cause
in England, and their hostility to those who faithfully labour
for the abolition of American slavery. If the British and IFo-
reign Anti-slavery Society had taken advantage of their posi-
tion, they might have awakened the people of England so
fully to the pro-slavery sins of'the American churches and po-
litical parties, that the public opinion of these countries would
have powerfully aided the American abolitionists. It 1is
cenerally remarked that Englishmen, whether 1ay or clerical,
who visit America, become rapidly imbued with the preju-
dice against color, ‘and with indifference to slavery.  The
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number of exceptions to this rule is singularly small. Pecu-
niary interest, or the influence of their sects, soon reconciles
them to the state of things in the United States. If the British
and Foreign Anti-slavery Society had exerted itself with energy,
and in a catholic spirit, to educate and enlighten the English
people on this subject, they would be much better prepared
than they now are for the insidious representations of travelled
Americans, who endeavour, wherever they go, to veil or pal-
liate the enormous inconsistency of their own conduct with
their loud professions of attachment to religion and liberty.*
With the valuable assistance of the London Morning Ad-
vertiser, a paper which evinces a remarkable acquaintance with
the claims and bearings of the anti-slavery cause, the attention

* Partly owing, it is believed, to the rebukes of the London Morning Advertiser,
and partly to the energetic exposure, by some friends of the anti-slavery cause in
Bristol, of the shocking conduct of the pro-slavery clergy of the United States, in
support of the Fugitive Slave Bill, the course of the British and Foreign Anti-slavery
Reporter has been much more decided within the last few months than heretofore.
In the last number (published April 1, 1852) after quoting some infamous suggestions
of Mr. Webster, the American Prime Minister, sanctioning the expulsion of the free
coloured population of the States, the editor indignantly enquires:—*‘ What, after
this, may not be feared, especially when we find that two-thirds of the ministers and
churches of the various Christian denominations in the United States, give their
sanction to the schemes of the Colonization Society, and are leagued with the slave-
holders of the South in treading under foot the dearest rights of humanity, and in
putting the ban of proseription on millions of their fellow-men and fellow-countrymen,
on the ground of their eolour ?”’

Now if, on Mr. Scoble’s own showing, two-thirds of the ministers and churches in
the United States are thus recreant, what becomes of his accusations of the faithful
American friends of the slave who rebuke those churches and ministers, knowing that
the proportion of the righteous left in the American Sodom is much smaller than one-
third of the whole, and that the delinquents cannot be the churches and ministers of
Christ. The following testimony of Parker Pillsbury, a zealous agent of the American
Anti-slavery Society, respecting the state of the people in a part of the State of New
York, is strong collateral evidence of what Mr. Scoble tells us of the ministers and
churches : —

““I am constrained to echo the lamentation I have often heard in many parts of the
country, that the young men of this age, especially, are abandoning themselves to the
lowest folly and vice. The low standard of religious faith and practice, the temporizing .
spirit of the pulpit; the corruption and proflicacy of the *great men,’ as they are
called ; the Mexican massacre ; the Fugitive Slave Law ; California dreams of ¢ fortunes
made in a day;’ drunkenness; a most excessive and fatal use of tobacco; joined to the
very worst kind of reading that constantly steams up from our putrescent press, all
these are either causes or consequences, the final end of which will be most disastrous
to the welfare of the rising and risen generation.”

And to a similar effect is the testimony of Daniel Whitney, an agent of the
American Anti-slavery Society, writing from Worcester County, Massachusetts,
Boylston, Jan. 31, 1852:—

¢ It is lamentable how few there are in those places, who can with any propriety
be termed anti-slavery. Moral death pervades the masses of human beings in town
and city. Mammon is the god worshipped by high and low, and whatever is supposed
to stand in the way of his interests must be sacrificed. The slave system forms a
part of his kingdom, and must not be disturbed; while the general law which leads

men everywhere to hate those whom they have injured comes in to help on this great
wrong.”’



Lingland and the United States. 18

of numbers 1s increasingly directed to the narrow and partizan
spirit of the British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society. This
splnt has been carried to such an uthtstlﬁable extent in the
society’s organ, the Reporter, that no mention was made in its
columns of Mr. Thompson’s extraordinary labours during his
recent anti-slavery tour in the United States. No reason can
be assigned for this silence, except the editor’s known hostility
to the Amerlcan Antl-slavery Somety on account of 1ts uncom-
promlsmg, unsectarian character.®

As the British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society arethe only
body who assume to represent the anti-slavery feeling of Eng-
land, and the opinion is gaining ground that the work is very
badly done by them; 1t may be well to give some particulars
of the actual posﬂnon of this society, its income and expendi-
ture, and its mode of enlightening the English people respect-
ing the claims of a cause which, from our increasing inter-
course with the United States, 1s important to us in every
point of view. I am indebted for my information to a letter
from Mx. Farmer of London, published in the Boston Liberator,
Jan. 16, 1852 :—

“ Now let us, as far as they themselves furnish the means, ascertain the
number of abolitionists which the ¢ British and Foreign’ represents in this coun-
try and throughout the world. I have before me the tenth annual report, for
1849. I have not been able to lay my hand upon a subsequent statement.

INCOME.

*“The number of annual subsecribers for the year 1849 throughout London and
its vicinity, (comprising a population of two millions of souls,) was 34, and
the amount subscribed by them was £46 8s.; number of subscribers in all
other parts of the empire and of the world, 240 ; of subscriptions, £174 16s. ;
total number of subscribers, 274 ; subscriptions, £221 4s. The amount of
donations for 1849, £1020 3s. 1d.

“ There can be no doubt that, with an annual average income of donations
of £1383, and of subscriptions, say £221, a large amount of real anti-slavery
work might be done under faithful and economical managers. Now let us see
in what manner the income of the British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society is
applied. Exclusive of a balance due to treasurer, the expenditure of the year
was £1151 13s. 7d. The items are as follow :—

EXPENDITURE.

¢ Cost of editing, printing, and publishing the Anti-slavery Reporter, £33517s.
—an item which, (to say nothing of its pro-slavery effect in.its antagonism to
the real abolitionists of America,) so far as any direct anti-slavery influence it
possesses, may almost be pronounced sheer waste.

“ Then follows, Printing, £61 13s. 3d; I suppose for the annual report
and appendix, which circulates little beyond the society’s own subscribers,
and can have, therefore, scarcely any aggressive operation upon slavery.

* For documentary evidence in support of these statements, see Appendix.
C
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¢ Then come Foreign Publications, Parliamentary Papers, &e., £83 7s. 7d.
—the chief of which, I suppose, are used for the compilation of matter for the
Reporter and the Report.

¢ Then follow postage, carriage of parcels, porterage, &c., £42 15s. 3d.

‘¢ Secretary, clerk, housekeeper, and messengers, £502 6s.

¢ Rent, and other items, £70 Os. 1d. Expenses of auxiliaries and travelling,
£33 bs. Ditto public meeting, £21 10s. 11d. Sailors’ Home and Refugees,
£2 18s. 6d.

MODE OF ACTION.

““ The Society adopts neither the action of the Old or New Organizationists.
There are no signs of public meetings, (save one per annum of its own subseribers, )
for the enlightenment of the public mind, and the bringing it up even to that
pitch of anti-slavery perfection attained by Mr. Scoble, which would induce them
to ¢ begin to suspect’ the sincerity of a minister of the gospel who would not
avow himself an anti-slavery man; and which might give the anti-slavery bold-
ness to declare, in the face of all men, ¢ I do not think any American should be
-ashamed to say that he is an abolitionist.” Neither do they adopt the Liberty
Party plan of action of convention and stump ; although in their report they
assert that there are many things connected with the ¢ universal extinetion of
slavery, which require the interference of our legislature and government.” 1
know most of the Committee, and can speak to their high respeectability ; but,
at the same time, I mean no disrespect to them when I say, that it is well known
that they are better qualified to manage a venerable, richly endowed, and incor-
porated society, with simple, clear, and well-defined objects, than to lead the
public mind upon any question whatever. In such a society, no doubt, they
would have made a happy selection in Mr. Scoble as their secretary.”

THE AMERICAN AND FOREIGN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY.

Meanwhile, the British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society
reserves all the countenance it can spare to .American
Abolitionists, for those who ¢ style themselves” the American
and Foreign Anti-slavery Society, which, as a well-known
abolitionist in New York declares, ¢ has a name and existence
on Tuesday afternoon of anniversary week in May, for the
space of three hours. The rest of the year 1t is the Vigilance
Committee.”  Some attempt will be made to explain the
strange preference given to this remarkably hybernating
soclety. DBut as 1t is clear that a society which keeps its eyes
open for even three hours each year cannot be said to be no
society at all, Mr. George Thompson must have been guilty
of some exaggeration in saying, at a public meeting in Bristol,
““ there 1s no such society.” ‘

Mr. Tappan, in his “REPLY,” makes the most of this
exaggeration, expresses great indignation that Mr. Thompson
should say there was “no such anti-slavery society” as the
American and Foreign Society, and is apparently unable to
comprehend that he meant only to imply that it was obscure,
meflicient, and a poor travesty of the body from which it
seceded.  In the extracts subsequently given from his speech,
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Mzr. Thompson does.not deny there is a head to the American

and Foreign Anti-slavery Society; he only denies the existence
of a body. It is undeniable that the American and Foreign
Anti-slavery Society makes up a goodly list of officers; that it
has a very stirring Secretary; and that the secretary 1s Lewis
:I'appa.n. Mr. Thompson maintains that it holds but one meet-
ing in the year; that 1t has no auxiliaries ; that it does not come
before the public; that, whether from lack of funds or excess
of modesty, its influence is not felt by.the slaveholder; and
that, in attempting to puff this pretentious, inefficient shadow
into fictitious importance, to the exclusion of the claims of the
really zealous, laborious American Anti-slavery Society, the
committee in New Broad Street, London, is guilty of treason
against the slave, and deception towards the anti-slavery people

of England.
The following is the answer received by Mr. Thompson, in

reply to a letter of enquiry about the American and Foreign
Society. I place entire confidence in the integrity of his in-
formant, who is a friend and correspondent of my own :—

New York, November 22, 1851.

My DEAR SIR,

It is a month and more since I received your letter, asking for
information in relation to the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society. The
truth is, the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society is so entirely what you
call it, that there is nothing to be told about it ; or rather, there is nothing more
to be told than you know already. I should have written to say this much,
had I not hoped every week to have something definite to say, and especially to
be able to answer categorically the questions you ask respecting its Executive
Committee. Several of the persons were entirely unknown to me, even by name;
nor could I find any body among my acquaintance who knew them any better.
I at last applied to a man who in time past had been one of those to whom
L. Tappan had been accustomed to apply for funds, when needed for the little
anti-slavery work he does, but who is now a friend of the American Society.
This gentleman even could not give me the desired information, till he applied
directly to ——— a thing which of course I could not do. However, you
have now the list complete, partly from this source, partly by myself.

For the rest, I may repeat what I suppose you know already. The American
and Foreign Society has an office in Buckman-street. This office is also oc-
cupied by a Missionary Society, which publishes a monthly paper, and supports
a few missionaries. The office I presume really belongs to this last society,
and is supported by and for it. The American and Foreign publishes no paper,
and has no lecturing agents. Once a year it holds a meeting in the Tabernacle,
when a report is read by Tappan, and two or three speeches made. This, or
far as I can learn, is all it ever does ; except that it publishes an almanaec.

I have occasionally seen a pamphlet professing to be published by it.
Generally the pamphlets, and they are very few, which have issued from that
office, have borne the imprint of ——— and are advertised for sale by him.
Lewis Tappan you know is the secretary ; but so far from being paid, he is in
fact the society, which so far as I can learn relies altogether upon him for its

C2
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existence, and such funds as it needs for its purposes. When, however, it does
any thing except the little above-mentioned, it ceases to be the American and
Foreign Society, and becomes the Vigilance Committee. In this capacity it
aids a few fugitives, and has in one or two cases conducted the case of a fugi-
tive claimed as a slave. I cannot learn that the Executive Committee ever has
meetings, or that they would have anything to do if they did. Some of them
may sometimes come together and transact business, but it is the local business
of a Vigilance Committee, which is precisely the same sort of work as that done
by the old Abolition Society of Pennsylvania, which has been in existence for
more than fifty years, and is opposed to the modern anti-slavery movement.

I should add, that the American and Foreign Society has to my knowledge
no auxiliaries ; and if you will refer to its last report, you will find, I think, that
it does not pretend to have done anything during the preceding year.

This is all I can tell you. I wish it were more; but it is hard to prove a
negative.

Yery truly your friend,
S.:H.. GAY.

THE BULWARKS OF AMERICAN SLAVERY.

Mr. Scoble deplores the spirit in which the proceedings of
the American Anti-slavery Society are carried on. This he
declares 1s entirely different from that by which it was ani-
mated 1n its ““first and best years,” when ¢ they sought
not the destruction but the purification of the churches from
all participation in the guilt of slavery, by means wisely
adapted to that end;” and he infers that its present object 1s
““ not so much the overthrow of slavery, as the destruction
of all that is sacred in the institutions of Christianity.”

This objection to the spirit of the American Anti-Slavery
Society comes with a bad grace from the secretary of the
British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society, who published,
twelve years ago, Mr. J. G. Birney’s pamphlet entitled, ¢ The
American Churches the Bulwarks of American Slavery.” Can
we say anything worse of the American church than the
British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society has thus officially
declared of them to the world? It is a fact that the Protestant
orthodox churches of the slave states include the majority of
American slaveholders —those floggers of women, who sell
babies by the pound, and traflic in their own sons and daugh-
ters. DBut 1t 1s not true that the abolitionists, in their anti-
slavery capacity, attack the functions, doctrines, or practices of
the churches, except so far as the churches sanction or counte-
nance the crime of holding slaves. They maintain that a
church and ministry who advocate the continuance of slavery
and persecute abolitionists cannot be a church and ministry of
Christ. There is much said about the ¢really religious
and moral people of the United States” being repeﬁed by the
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violence and bad spirit of the abolitionists. Have, then, the
moral and religious such very faint perceptions of their plainest
duty, that they will by no means come to the help of those
who have fallen among thieves, lest they should thereby touch
some heterodox Samaritan with the hem of their garments? If
this be so, they cannot be surprised if they are considered
among the bulwarks of American slavery. The slaveholder
sees society divided into two classes, the anti-slavery class and
the pro-slavery class; the latter including not only those who
come forward to the direct support of his darling institution,
but those who, by their silence and inertia, allow him to
prosecute his crimes in peace. I can imagine nc darker
treason against any form of faith, than to attempt to reconcile
it with the unutterable wickedness of slavery. No extent of
unbelief, no blindness to evidence, can be compared in guilt
with the practical blasphemy of the ¢ Christian” slaveholder, or
of the Christian church which countenances and shelters his
crime.’ In my opinion, the abolitionists have done more service
to real, practical, substantial Christianity, by their efforts to
bring the churches to the law and to the testimony, and by
pointing out to them the shocking contrast between their con-
duct and their profession, than has been effected by all the
vast multitudes of ministers, north and south, who have held
up their hands in horror at the doctrinal aberrations of Mr.
Garrison and his fellow-labourers. |

Familiar as Mx. Tappan i1s with the early history of the anti-
slavery struggle, he cannot fail to be well aware of the causes
which have alienated some of its champions from the prevalent
theology of the community around them. The anti-slavery
cause was essentially unpopular in the United States. It
needed no slight grasp of principle to enable a man to stand
firm. It was necessary to dig deep, and lay the foundation on
a solid rock; and this they found in the conviction of the
brotherhood of man, and the equality of all men in the sight
of their Creator. This was their bond of union, their
starting point, their treasure hidden in the field, to purchase
which they were ready joyfully to sell all their other posses-
sions. No other ground was strong enough to build upon.
The arguments of pity, of expediency, of* common honesty,
might indeed be brought to bear against the citadel of slavery,
and all with some effect. But these weapons were not able
to bear the brunt of the battle; their points were liable to be
parried or broken by counter-arguments, by logic, by statis-
tics, by isolated facts, or convenient texts. The requisitions
of the anti-slavery cause were found to go deeper, to lay the
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axe nearer to the root of the tree of evil, and therefore to
threaten a greater number of its branches.

Starting with this conviction of the brotherhood of the race,
pleading for the slave because he was a brother and had equal
rights, the distinctions of sect, sex, or party were as nothin
in their sight. This one thing they were sure of, and they
unhesitatingly cast aside every obstruction thrown in their way,
regardless of its name or professed sanctity; regardless (per-
haps sometimes too much so) of the mint, anise, and cummin,
but determined not to pass over justice and the love of God.
They had no quarrel with the Bible; far from it; but when
texts were thrown in their way, and chapter and verse arrayed
against them, they could not wait to compare translations,
collate passages, or study idioms. This one thing they knew,
that all men were brethren, and that the enslavement of one
brother by another could not be right, plead for it who may ;
and this conviction they expressed in no measured terms.
They declared that if the Bible, the church, the mimistry, the
Constitution, the Union, or any thing under heaven said that
slavery was right, it affirmed what was untrue; and they
left the onus probandi on their opponents.

The supporters of a pro-slavery church - thought they had
now found the vulnerable point of the abolitionists. Heretie,
infidel, atheist—no mname was too opprobrious to hurl at
them. They were referred to Abraham’s slaves, to the laws of
Moses for the regulation of slavery, to the silence of Christ
on the subject, to the rendition of Onesimus to his master by
Paul. They were assailed as the worst of disorganisers; instead
of being hailed as the revivers of that gospel of love and bro-
therhood preached by Christ, but long hidden under errors
and dogmas.

If the wickedness of the church and her practical denial of
Christ have estranged some of the abolitionists, is that the fault
of the American Society? To form a fair judgment of the
society, why not turn to its reports, its resolutions, its organs,
1ts actions, its effect? No wonder that hollow professors are
troubled. The American Anti-slavery Society has taken the
mitiative, and is following nearer after Christ in its practice,
than the backslidden American Church is doing. She denies
him, crucifies him afresh, degrades his character, and makes
his mission of salvation null and void. "She makes men infi-
dels to her, by presenting them a cup of abomination in the
name of Christianity. It is for dashing this cup aside, and
confessing before men the Christian doctrine of freedom, the
right of man to himself, that pro-slavery divines denounce the
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recusants as 1infidels. And many well-meaning persons,
unaccustomed to distinguish narrowly between the form of
godliness and the power thereof, are deceived by the cry.

I need not picture what slavery is—the thorough loath-
someness of its corruption, the dreadful inhumanity of its
details, the utter wickedness of its system. Whether consi-
dered socially, cwllly, or ecclesmstlcally, 1t 1s all the 1magina-
tion can conceive as most diabolical. Innumerable exm acts
might be given from the writings and sermons of American
mmlsters, shewing the kind of Christianity which they preach
in reference to this subject, and which so many have been
branded as infidels for not accepting. Here area “few :—

The Rev. Dr. Gardiner Spring, an eminent Presbyterian clergyman of New
York, well known in this country by his religious publications, lately declared
from the pulpit that, ‘“if by one prayer he could liberate every slave in the
world, he would not dare to offer it.”

The Rev. Moses Stuart, D.D., an eminent biblical scholal, reminds his
readers that ‘“ many Southern slaveholders are true Christians.”  That * send—
ing back a fugitive to them is not like restoring one to an idolatrous people.”
That ¢ though we may pify the fugitive, yet the Mosaic law does not autho-
rize the rejection of the claims of the slaveholders to their stolen or strayed
property.”’

The Rev. W. M. Rogers, an orthodox minister of Boston, delivered on the
last Thanksgiving-day a Sermon in which he says, ‘ When the slave asks me
to stand between him and his master, what does he ask ? He asks me to mur-
der a nation’s life ; and I will not do it, because I have a conscience,—because
there is a God.”

The Right Rev. Bishop Hopkins, of Vermont, on the 13th of January last,
while admitting that slavery, from its inkerent nature, had in every age been
a curse and a blight to the nation which cherished it, throws the sacred mantle
of the Scriptures over it. He says, ¢ It was warranted by the Old Testament,
and inquires, ‘‘ What effect had the Gospel in doing away with slavery? None
whatever.” Therefore, he argues, as it is expressly permitted by the Bible, it
does not in itself involve any sin ; but that every Christian is authorized by
the Divine law to own slaves, provided they were not treated with unnecessary
cruelty.

The Rev. Orville Dewey, D.D., of the Unitarian connexion, is maintaining in
public lectures that the safety of the Union is not to be hazarded for the sake of
the African race.  Correcting a mis-statement of what he had expressed on a
former occasion, he declares, in a lecture before the Mercantile Library Associa-
tion :— 7"his is what I said, both in my speech and lecture: ‘I would consent’
—for I said nothing of sending anybody—*1 would consent that my own
brother, my own son, should go (i. e., into slavery—ten times rather would 1
go myself—than this Union should be sacrificed for me or for ns ;' and I am
ready to stand by this as a just and honourable sentiment; and I can only
wonder that any man should think it extravagant or ridiculous.”

The Rev. Mr. Wadsworth of Philadelphia, in a recent Thanksgiving Sermon,
says :—*‘* In treating Southern Christian slaveholders with Christian courtesy,
and sending back their fugitives when apprehended among youn, you neither
endorse the system nor partake of its evils ; you are only performing in good
faith the agreements and redeeming the pledges of your forefathers, and leaving
to each man for himself to answer for his own act at the feet of Jesus.’
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Throughout the Pamphlet the disposition of both writers to
appeal to sectarian prejudices is evident. Accusations are
made that imply anything or nothing. ~Mr. Scoble talks of
the agents of the society ‘ outraging the feelings and practices
of Christian people;” and Mr. Tappan complains of some of
them having used language ¢“justly offensive to the great body
of the moral and religious people of the country.” May 1 en-
quire, of whom does this great body consist? If he answer,
the abolitionists; I reply, they are not offended ; for they know
the charges are just. If he mean the members of the great pro-
slavery churches and pro-slavery parties; they belong to * the
bulwarks of American slavery,” and naturally object to every
condemnation of their own apathy to the slave or complicity
with his oppressors. Nothing more clearly indicates a narrow
spirit than this readiness to assail men with shadowy charges,
that leave much to the imagination and readily excite preva-
lent prejudices. No doubt, it would be easy to make impu-
tations 1n the same style against members of the British and
Foreign, and American and Foreign Anti-slavery Societies, if
Mr. Scoble would kindly undertake the inquisition. Indiffer-
ence to the ordinances—hostility to a ¢hireling’ ministry—a
denial of ¢ the sanctity of the Christian sabbath’ as a divine in-
stitution—a wide diversity of opinions as to the sense and ex-
tent in which they view ‘¢ the scriptures as a divine revelation,’ -
&c. might be established ; but would in no degree impeach the
sincerity and fervour of the anti-slavery zeal of those who hold
them. Conversations, extracts, and on dits might be cited in
abundance, respecting the evangelical sayings and doings of
the orthodox members of the American Anti-slavery Society
since 1840.  But what would this prove, since the society 1s
no more responsible for its orthodox than for its heterodox
members, 1n their individual action or utterance in other capa- °
cities ?

THE BONDS OF SECT AND PARTY.

One of the most powerful bonds by which men are united
1s that of religious communion. With the majority it is
stronger than the ties of kindred, the assaults of ridicule, the
appeals of reason, or the claims of self-interest. How natural,
then, after the first outburst of enthusiasm in favour of the
slave, that the claims of sect and of sectarian organizations
began to resume their wonted influence; and that very many
who had nobly borne the brunt of mobocratic influence, the
destruction of their property, the ruin of their business, and
the estrangement of friends, were unable to withstand the *
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pleadings of those early impressions; or that the methodist,
the presbyterian, the congregationalist, or the baptist was fre-
quently tempted to listen to the remonstrances of his spiritual

uides, who endeavoured to abate his zeal in an enterprize
which the majority of the sect felt to be a standing condemna-
tion of their own sins of omission or commission.

Nor 1s 1t surprising that 1n a country where the churches are
the bulwarks of the national erime, there should be an in-
creasing disposition to canvass the doctrines and pretensions
of the criminals. Wherever the conduct of professed Chris-
tians has been farthest removed from the precepts and practice
of the Founder of Christianity, a spirit of sceptical enquiry
has sprung up. It 1s known that scepticism 1s almost universal
amongst the educated classes in those countries where political
despotism 1s upheld by the Romish pliesthood and where
religion presents herself to the intelligent mind in the guise
of a stupid, tyrannical superstition. " Faith without works
1s dead,” and the religion of the slaveholders and pro-slavery
chizzehea (bf the United States, whatever else i1t may be, 1s
not Christianity. There is an abundant profession of reli-
gion at the south—there are baptists, methodists, episcopa-
Lians, presbytenans, and friends; yet it 1s notorious that banish-
ment, torture, imprisonment, or death, 1is the fate of any
one who stands up boldly to free the slave or condemn his
oppressor; that the practical Christian, under whatever name
he may be known, 1s effectually gagged in the slave states
by the brute force of his fellow-professors; and in the so-
called free states 1t 1s impossible for him, while connected
with any of the religious organizations, to bear an uncompro-
mising tebtlmony agfunst slavery and the complicity of the
churches in upholding it, without incurring an amount of cen-
‘sure equivalent to vir tual excommunlcatlon

The Society of Friends has been more identified with efforts
for the abolition of slavery than any other religious body. In
England, a member of this body is considered an ea- officio
opponent of slavery. In America, many of the earlier apostles
of the cause were Friends. I cannot therefore adduce a more
striking proof of the influence of slavery there, than the
rupture which took place some years ago amongst Friends in
Indla,na A large body withdrew, and formed a yea,rly meet-

ng, under the name of the Anti-slavery Yearly Meeting of
Friends of Indiana, differing in no respect of doctrine Thnd
discipline from the large body, except that they thus obtained
a freedom of action in opposition to slavery, which was de-

nied to them by the influential members of the yearly meect-
D
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ing {from which they withdrew. Before their secession, they
were studiously discountenanced; they were placed on no ap-
pointments ; and those who held office were deprived of their
position. Overseers, ministers, and elders were allowed to act
no longer in those capacities, unless on condition that they
withdrew from all co-operation against slavery with persons
not within the bounds of the society. This very co-operation
had been repeatedly and earnestly recommended to Friends in
America, in the epistles of the London yearly meeting; and
yet some of the very persons who signed those epistles
as clerks united with other influential Friends, some of whom
were prominent members of the Committee of the British and
Foreign Anti-slavery Society, on a mission of reconciliation
to Indiana ; where they confined their labours to an attempt to
induce the Anti-slavery Friends to acquiesce passively in the
tyranny of the parent yearly meeting, and to withdraw, for the
sake of the unity of the Society, from that active co-operation
with their fellow-citizens on behalf of the slave, which had
been recommended by those influential members of the LLondon
yearly meeting, and committee-men of the British and Foreign
Anti-Slavery Society, fellow-labourers of Messrs. Scoble and
Tappan. The Friends’ yearly meeting of Indiana is the larg-
est 1n the world, numbering above 20,000 members. Yet
Indiana is one of the most wickedly pro-slavery of all the free
states. Fugitive slaves are re-captured with little difficulty,
some slaves are illegally held, and laws have lately been passed
in the state legislature to expel the free people of colour,
or still further to discountenance their settlement in the state.
I have been given to understand that if the Society of Friends,
who form at least one in fifty of the population, had not pre-
ferred the peace of the society to the cause of humanity, they
might easily have prevented the passing of these wicked and
mmhuman laws. Having no scruple to vote under the pro-
slavery constitution of the United States, and possessing univer-
sal suffrage, they wield far greater direct political influence
than Friends in England, who, though a mere handful of the
population, rendered such effectual service in the abolition of
the British slave-trade and British colonial slavery.*

* The British and Foreign Anti-slavery Reporter has taken no notice of this secession,
nor has it alluded to the existence of the Free Mission Baptists, who withdrew from
the Baptist Triennial Convention on anti-slavery grounds, and against whom there is
no pretext of heresy, nor any other cause for the neglect, except that the mission is
for some reason distasteful to the editor. The history of this secession is briefly as
follows : —

¢ When the Baptist Convention was organized in 1814, slaveholders were admitted
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We might suppose that nothing more would be neces-
sary to enlist an honest professor of religion against American
slavery, than to show him that the doctrines and discipline
which typify his own idea of Christianity cannot withstand the
influence of this gigantic system of wickedness and pollution.
And yet it is mournfully true, that in the United States the
faithful men and women who point out to the sects the ravages
which the institution of slavery make amongst them, are often
treated as spies in the camp, enemies to their country, and
traitors to Christianity; not as watchers on the walls, the
truest friends of religion and liberty.

It may be asked, why all this? what has all this to do
with Mr. Scoble’s exceptions to the conduct and spirit of the
American Anti-slavery Society ? Ianswer, much. He is sore
because fidelity to the slave has obliged the abolitionists to
attack those ¢ bulwarks of American slavery,” which are
falsely called ¢ the Christian churches” of America. He knows
that when the anti-slavery enterprise was commenced, much
was hoped from the co-operation of the religious organizations;
and that 1t was not until after patient labour with them, the
friends of the slave were obliged to turn from the pulpit to
the people. He knows that if the pulpit had done its duty, no
anti-slavery society would have been needed. He knows that
the ¢ bulwarks of American Slavery” deserve nothing but
¢ bitterness and hostility ;” and that it is only as such, the reli-
gious organizations have ever been attacked by the abolitionists.
Nothing that 1s ¢ sacred 1n the institutions of Christianity” has
been censured by them. A time-serving ministry, corrupt and
hypocritical organizations, have been and are denounced
and exposed; but these are ¢ the bulwarks of American

slavery ;” they are not Christianity.

members on the plea that they did not justify the principle of holding slaves, but
simply held them out of kindness !

“ They succeeded, however, in electing a slaveholder as president for twenty-one
years out of thirty during which the Convention has existed; and every church
planted by its agents in slave-territory became a slave-holding church. In order to
silence the anti-slavery remonstrances of the Northern Baptists, they required that
the Baptist Missionary Magazine should give a pledge to be silent on the subject.
The pledge was given, and has been kept! They required of leading Northern Baptists
that they should sign a pledge of continued fellowship with slaveholders—many did
so! They required that no Anti-slavery Baptist should be elected an officer in the
missionary body—not one was elected! And not until all these requisitions were
conceded to them, would the slaveholders pay in their contributions to the society.

¢ The sacrifice of Christian principle made to slaveholding domination led some
members to refuse to co-operate with the Missionary Convention. They, therefore,
organized in Boston, Mass. in 1843, a society named the Baptist Free Mission Society,
which refuses to receive slaveholders to membership, or to admit their blood-stained

offerings into its treasury.”
D 2
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Mr. Scoble dwells on the ¢ objectionable agency” of the Ame-
rican Anti-slavery Society ; and Mr. Tappan gives extracts from
letters and mnewspapers in support of his position, that their
agents and lecturers are ¢“ all of them, it is believed, opposed
to the constitution and union of the States, to the churches, to
the ministry, to the sanctity of the Lord’s day; and most of
them, if not all, to the inspiration of the Scriptures.”

Is Mr. Tappan serious in objecting to these anti-slavery
agents and lecturers, that they are hostile to a Constitution
and a Union which are the political safeguards of American
slavery ? He should have expressly stated that they are hos-
tile to a pro-slavery church, a pro-slavery ministry, and to that
pharisaical observance of Sunday which forbids any public
allusion on that day to the great crime of the American peo-
ple. Too many professed friends of the slave have wasted
time in catechising their fellow-labourers, instead of keeping
to the business for which they were professedly associated.
Let us first help the good Samaritan in bis labours, and then,
if we please, study theology at the feet of the Priest and the
Levite. But we do not undertake to defend ali that has
been said by every anti-slavery agent or lecturer; nor is it
needful. They are free agents, and must have their own
opinions. The American Anti-slavery Society limits its action
to a warfare against slavery, never turning aside to investigate
the varying phases of faith of its members, and having neither
the power nor the will to excommunicate any on the ground
of heresy.

THE AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY UNCHANGED IN
ITS PRINCIPLES.

Mzr. Scoble tells us in his Introduction, ¢ that the American
Anti-slavery Society, as at present constituted, differs in several
essential particulars from the original society, whose name it,
nevertheless, bears. That society, among other things, pro-
vided, both in its declaration of sentiments and its constitution,
for a wise and vigorous political, as well as moral, action, for
the removal of slavery from the United States.” As faras I can
ascertain, the American Anti-slavery Society differs in no * es-
sential particular” from its Declaration of Sentiments, which was
not only ¢ signed” but written at Philadelphia in 1833, by Mr.
Garrison. Now, as well as then, and at all times during its
existence, the American Anti-slavery Society labours politi-
cally. It presents petitions, it addresses state legislatures and
the national congress, and it powerfully influences the political

parties, by bringing public opinion to bear upon them. Its
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newspapers also give the debates which arise in reference to
slavery in the halls of congress and of the state legislatures.
In short, 1t does every thing that it can do politically, except
mix itself up in the strife of party politics.

Many of the accusations contained in this pamphlet indicate
a profound reliance on the ignorance of the reader. English-
men are proverbially indifferent to the internal affairs of other
countries—the United States not excepted. They have a dim
1dea, when they think of the matter at all, that the great pal-
ladium of Brother Jonathan is the famous Declaration of Inde-
pendence, which declares that ¢ all men are born free and
equal, and alike entitled to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness.” On the contrary, the American great charter, by which
the federal union was finally cemented, on parchment, is the
Constitution of the United States; and by this instrument,
which was promulgated 1in 1787, the inhabitants of the free
states ‘ are mow living under a pledge of their tremendous
physical force to fasten the galling fetters of tyranny upon the
limbs of millions in the southern states ;—they are liable to be
called at any moment to suppress a general insurrection of the
slaves ;—they authorise the slave-owner to vote for three-fifths
of his slaves as property,and thus enable him to perpetuate
his oppression ;—they support a standing army at the south for
1ts protection ;—and they seize the slave who has escaped into
their territories, and send him back to be tortured by an en-
raged master or a brutal driver.”* An oath of fidelity to this
constitution is required of all who take office under the United
States government; and 1t 1s clear that this oath no consistent
abolitionist can take, with the intention of obeying its pro-
slavery provisions in their popular interpretation.

Shortly after the United States secured their independence
of Great Britain, they consented to a compromise with the
slave states of Georgia and Carolina, by which the mainte-
nance of slavery was guaranteed, and the African slave trade
protected for a number of years. From that time to the
present, slavery has been strengthening her bands, and the
slave-holding interest is now the great interest of the country.
It has greatly increased the number of the slave states and the
extent of slaveholding territory, it has obtained the enactment
of the recent Fugitive Slave Law, it kidnaps free citizens, exer-
cises a censorship over the press, and is evidently not disposed
to withhold its demands until the whole country 1s subjected
to 1ts sway. -

In the United States the political sentiment is extremely

* From the Declaration of the National Anti-slavery Convention at which the
American Anti-slavery Society was established.
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powerful. Every free white citizen is in effect one of the
sovereigns of the republic. The country is divided into two
great parties—the whigs, who are the more wealthy and con-
servative; and the democrats, who include the larger portion
of the labouring classes. It is difficult for us to estimate the
strength of his party ties upon an American. Legally, the
same freedom of opinion, the same facility of change, exist as
amongst ourselves. Practically, it is looked upon as a species
of treason for a man to desert his party, to decline its behests,
or to have a political will of his own. There is something of
military discipline in this stern enforcement of party obedience.
The American Anti-slavery Society having come to the full
perception of the utter incompatibility of allegiance to the
union and the constitution, with a true and consistent testi-
mony against slavery, have made their election. Although
they have no test of membership, except the admission that
slavery is a sin, and as such should be immediately aban-
doned; although they receive politicians of all parties and
professors of all creeds into co-operation with them ; still they
proclaim the duty of ceasing from ¢ union with slaveholders;”
and they deny the consistency of those abolitionists, who, for
any purpose whatever, take an oath of fidelity to a constitu-
tion, which is all but universally understood to demand the
recognition, and, if need be, the maintenance by force of arms,
of the institution of slavery. Therefore, while they labour
politically, as far as allegiance to conscientious convietion will
permit, they are not, and never were, a political party organi-
zation. The refusal of the society to be dragged into such a
position, which would have destroyed their moral influence,
and lowered them to the level of the selfish and unprineipled
politicians around them, was one of the causes of that lament-
able secession in 1840, in which Mr. Tappan took such a pro-
minent part. The abolitionists have kept back from the polls,
they have separated from the churches, they have submaitted
to the vilest and the most galling imputations, rather than act
inconsistently with the testimonies they bear.

The promulgation of correct anti-slavery principles, the task
of watching and rebuking the aberrations of parties and of
churches, without fear or favour, and in despite of hostility
or unpopularity, are the special mission of the American Anti-
slavery Society. Although the Liberty Party, Free Soil Party,
and Christian Anti-slavery Association include many honest-
hearted friends of the slave, under their banner will also be .
found that vast and ever-shifting number who abhor slavery,
but not sufficiently so to give up sectarian position or the
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rewards of party for the slave’s sake ; and who wish for the credit
without the sacrifices incident to an anti-slavery reputation.
But these do not push the cause onward, and fight the battle.*

NON-RESISTANCE.

At the time of the secession, great use was made of the
non-resistant opinions of a handful of the abolitionists, as an
argument against the American Anti-slavery Society. It was
urged that no non-resistant could be a true abolitionist; that
he might talk as long as he pleased against slavery, but that
in rejecting political action, he had thrown away * the staff of
accomplishment.” It was of no avail to say to these objectors,
that among the abolitionists none were more devoted or more
useful labourers than the non-resistants; or to point out to
them, that the burden of the anti-slavery struggle in England
was chiefly borne by members of the Society of Friends,

* The Liberty Party had its origin in the unconquerable passion of the Americans for
political action. The American Anti-slavery Society direct the attention of the people
away from the misleading influence of their passions and prejudices, to the great prin-
ciples of liberty and religion by which they profess to be guided ; whilst the Liberty
Party enter into direct competition with the whigs and democrats. They aim to
be ¢“a Third Party,” with the abolition of slavery for their gathering cry, and the
usual tactics of party warfare as their mode of action. They nominate for office,
meet in caucus, magnify their nominees, and interpret the Constitution of the United
States in a sense different from everybody else, including the Abolitionists. The number
of the opponents of slavery who hold Liberty Party views is probably considerable,
but those who actually continue to labour in this direction are believed to be very few.
Among the latter is Gerrit Smith, a distinguished and munificent philanthropist.

The object of the Free-soil Party is chiefly to maintain the balance of power in
favour of the free States, by aiming to prevent the intrusion of slavery into the ter-
ritories of the Union which may eventually become States, and as such exercise an in-
fluence on Congress in favor of the North or the' South, as they happen to reject or
retain the institution of slavery. The Free-soilers accept the pro-slavery stipulations
of the American Constitution; they are opposed to the existence of slavery, but do
not, as a party, advocate the doctrines of the sin of slavery and the duty of immediate
emancipation. In short, they are not Abolitionists.

The Christian Anti-slavery Association was lately established (as Professor
Finney, the eminent writer on Revivals, declares) in order to rescue the cause of
the slave from the hands of the infidels.”” It consists chiefly of individuals who
troubled themselves very little about the Anti-Slavery cause until it became, if not unpo-
pular, at least disreputable to oppose it. In all the sects and parties there are feebly
sincere souls ; and such as these comfort their consciences by taking shelter in Free-
soil and Liberty Parties, Christian Anti-Slavery Associations, and such like.

At the Convention held in Chicago, in July, 1851, for the formation of the Chris-
tian Anti-Slavery Association, among other allusions to past efforts for the abolition of
American slavery, it was inferred that, until that time, the cause had been left in
the hands of the infidels. Now if this imputation was correct, it must apply to the
American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, (which the British and Foreign Anti-
slavery Reporter calls, ** that great instrumentality for the abolition of slavery in the
United States,”) as well as to all other anti-slavery instrumentalities. If it was
false, why did Mr. Tappan, who was appointed one of the officers of this infant
association, submit to such a libel on all the organizations for anti-slavery purposes
with which he has been connected for the last twenty years?
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whose peace doctrines equally assume the inviolability of
human life, and are alike founded upon the teachings of
Christ—although the non-resistants are more literal in their
interpretation of his precepts. . ;

It was not originally demanded that any man, in jomipg: the
abolitionists, should give up his peculiar religious opinions.
But he was expected to be true to his convictions, and to
carry out the cause consistently with them. It was therefore
absurd, invidious, and unjust to select the non-resistants for
exclusion from the anti-slavery ranks, on the ground that their
peculiar views as to civil government disqualified them from
rendering substantial assistance. The five points of Calvinism,
the visions of the Swedenborgians, the transubstantiation of
the Romanists, the rejection of the ordinances by the Quakers
or of the Trinity by the Unitarians, might as well have been
named as disqualifying those who held these doetrines for
the anti-slavery ranks.

But this objection to the co-operation of non-resistants is not
made in good faith. Messrs. Scoble and Tappan well know
that the abstinence of the American Anti-slavery Society from
participation in party politics, had not its foundation in the
non-resistant opinions of a few of its members. I have already
set forth its objections to the American constitution, and the
are so plain and reasonable, that no honest person need fail to
comprehend and appreciate them.

It 1s true that the members of the ¢ Liberty Party” in the
United States do mnot interpret the Constitution as do the
judges, the legislature, and the great majority of the people of
that country. The theory of this party is, that the common
interpretation is incorrect; that the framers of the constitution
could not have intended to contravene the doctrines of the
Declaration of Independence; and that an opponent to slavery
may properly swear to the constitution, take office undef
government, or enter congress, with a resolution to fulfil the
obligations he undertakes—not in the sense in which they are
generally interpreted, but in the anti-slavery sense of the
Laberty Party. Indeed, the loyalty of the Americans to their
Constitution 1s such, that it is no wonder there are many
opponents of slavery who cannot bear to believe, that the
charter of their own liberty and national greatness is also the
warrant for tightening the chains of the slave. But the
American Anti-slavery Society deem the course of the Liberty
Party inconsistent with a perfect regard to truth; they refuse
to take an oath with the apparent intention of breaking it;
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and they consider any merely party course derogatory to the
high moral purpose of the abolitionists, as adhered to by
them generally in the earlier years of the enterprise.

If Mr. Scoble had given some such explanation as this, he
would have put his readers in possession of the reasons for the
abstinence of the abolitionists from political agitation for the
attainment of their object. Viewed in the light of this expla-
nation, the expression which Mr. Garrison (as Mr. Scoble
informs us) i1s ¢ reported” to have used—* If my single vote
would emancipate all the slaves in the United States to-
morrow, I would not give that vote”™—is no indication of an
indifference to slavery, but of that adhesion to principle by
which the abolitionists are so remarkably distinguished. 1
think 1t was Edmund Quincy who said that ¢ the first and
highest duty of every man is to keep himself above all moral
taint, 1f not above all suspicion;” and Wendell Phillips, when
taunted with the inexpedient policy of the American Society,
declared that ‘“ we have not come into the world to abolish
slavery, but to do our duty.”

DISUSE OF SLAVE-GROWN PRODUCE.

Mr. Tappan observes that the American Anti-slavery Society
has departed from its original testimony against the use of
slave-grown produce. This is conceded; but the question
18 left open, though not made a condition of member-
ship. Some prominent members of the society esteem
this testimony of great importance, whilst others just as
{)rominent think differently. I believe Mr. Tappan was
imself opposed to it; and the British and Foreign Anti-
slavery Society make no rule on the subject. Yet so strong
are the feelings of Mr. Joseph Sturge on this point, that in a
recent letter to the DBristol Ezaminer, he goes so far as to
say of the American Anti-slavery Society, or some of its
members—¢ Nor can I convince myself of their zeal for the
rights of the slave, when I find such willingly participating in
the guilt of the slave-trade and slavery, by using those pro-
ducts which are the great support of the system and its horrors,
rather than incur the smallest trouble to supply themselves
with those which are unstained by the blood and unwashed by
the tears of the slave.” Strangely enough, this test of anti-
slavery zeal 1s introduced to our notice, immediately after a
sentence in which a rebuke is administered to some abolition-
1sts, for ¢ condemning those who.are conscientiously withheld
from adopting their views” in the prosecution of the cause.



30 The National Anti-slavery Societies of

On the other hand, when the American Society, many years
ago, adopted a resolutionnot to consume or traffic in the product
of slave-labour, Judge Jay intimated that he must withdraw
from the society, unless they rescinded that resolution.
And he was right. The proper business of the society is to
convict men of the sin of holding slaves. People will abstain
from slave-labour produce if they deem it right and consistent
to do so; just as they will act right politically on similar con-
viction. But the society does not make itimperative on its
members that they shall admit the principle of withdrawing
from all political union with slaveholders; and in the con-
viction that 1t 1s possible to be a sincere abolitionist, and yet
remain unconvinced of the sin of consuming slave-grown
produce, they finally rescinded the above-mentioned resolution.
However, a large proportion of the members of the Society
abstain from this produce, and its organ, the National Amnt:-
slavery Standard, devotes column after column to the discus-
sion of the subject.

THE NATIONAL ERA.

The only point on which it 1s necessary to notice any refer-
ence of Mr. Tappan to myself, 1s with respect to the establish-
ment of the National Iira. This, he informs us, was due to
the exertions of the American and Foreign Anti-slavery
Society ; whilst, in one of my letters to the Bristol Kzaminer, I
attributed it to its present editor, Dr. Bailey. My information
was taken from the Fifteenth Report of the American Anti-
slavery Society, and is as follows:—* Dr. Gamaliel Bailey,
recently editor of the Cincinnati Philanthropist, has recently
established a newspaper entitled 7%e National Lra, as the
metropolitan organ of the Third Political Party, and of the
American and Foreign Anti-slavery Society in Washington.”
It will thus be seen that my assertion was not made without
warrant, and that if I was mistaken, there was no intention to
mislead. In-asserting, at the same time, that the fira 1s not
now the organ of the American and Foreign Anti-slavery So-
ciety, I followed a recent statement of the editor, that his
paper 1s perfectly independent.

The great circulation of the National IEra indicates the
existence of a large class in the United States, (the result of
the labours of the abolitionists,) who so far dislike slavery, that
they are willing to patronize a paper which points out its de-
plorable influence on the national affairs; but are too much
attached to a pro-slavery constitution, and to churches in league
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with slaveholders, to withdraw their support from these ¢ bul-
warks” of the system.

THE TRANSFER OF ¢ THE EMANCIPATOR.’

~ Mr. Tappan has heard from a friend near Bristol, that the
most reckless charges against the American and Foreign Anti-
slavery Society have been published in that neighbourhood.
Now, these charges possibly referred to ‘¢ the old and absurd
story of the Emancipator transfer” and things thereto belonging,
with which every abolitionist is familiar, as they have been re-
peatedly published in America and Ireland. Iam not cognizant
of any preconcerted calumnies against Mr. Tappan. All the
individuals he names as having conspired against him suppose
they merely talk of known truths when they refer to those ¢old
and absurd’ stories. However, that my readers may be enabled
- to form an independent judgment, I shall give them some par-
ticulars from the pen of Mr. Edmund Quincy of Dedham,
Massachusetts, a zealous and devoted abolitionist, who is per-

fectly conversant with the ‘¢ strange eventful history” of that
time :—

¢“ There are one or two particulars of the history of the Executive Committee
of 1839-'40, which are worthy of remembrance. That Committee had had
entrusted to it by the abolitionists, within the three years preceding May, 1840,
no less a sum than A HUNDRED AND FIFTY THOUSAND DOLLARS, besides many
thousands in previous years. This money it had expended in various ways—
in salaries, publications, &e. A large sum, not less than 20,000 dollars, had
been invested in the Emancipator, the organ of the Society, and expended to
make good the deficiency of subscriptions, &ec. A large sum had also been
invested in publications and other booksellers’ stock. As the Annual Meeting
of 1840 approached, the signs of the time showed very plainly that the sceptre
was about to depart from the Committee that had so long swayed it. The
Society, after placing in its hands no less a sum than 47,000 dollars in six
months, (having virtually forbid them at the previous Annual Meeting to raise
more than 32,000 dollars,) and finding that this great amount was chiefly
expended in attempting to destroy the auxiliary societies that mainly furnished
it, and in maligning the characters of their most devoted members, stopped the
supplies, and manifested a strong determination to call their servants to a strict
reckoning at the mnext Annual Meeting. The Committee were alarmed, and
immediately took measures to dispose of the property and organ of their con-
stituents. On the 16th of April, within less than four weeks of the Annual
Meeting, the Committee, under pretence of poverty, conveyed the Emancipator
to a society of young men in New York, who were in effect themselves under
another name. The amount necessary to be raised to preserve the Emancipator
for its rightful owners was less than three hundred dollars. THE COMMITTEE
AT THAT MOMENT HAD AT THEIR DISPOSAL ASSETS, STANDING IN THEIR OWN
BOOKS, AT MORE THAN EIGHTEEN THOUSAND DOLLARS ! At the very
same meeting at which they thus conveyed away the Emancipator, because they
could not raise three hundred dollars, they voted to appropriate THREE HUNDRED
dollars to enable Mr. Birney to go to England, and rive HUNDRED dollars
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to enable Mr. Stanton to make the same excursion ! And the money was raised,
for to England they went.”

‘“ But there was other property to be disposed of—and it was managed on
this wise. There was a certain sum due for salaries and expenses to Mr. Birney,
Mr. Stanton, and Mr. Lewis Tappan, amounting in all to three thousand, nine
hundred and ninety-five dollars, and ninety-cight cents (3,995.98 dollars).
It was voted that this amount be paid to those gentlemen in publications, at¢
half the wholesale price. Accordingly, they received for the amount aforesaid,
(3,995.98 dollars) property worth, at wholesale prices, SEVEN THOUSAND,
NINE HUNDRED AND NINETY-ONE DOLLARS, NINETY-SIX CENTS (7,991.96) !!
All the stock on hand, after these appropriations, was conveyed to two of the
Committee as trustees, to secure certain debts and liabilities, mostly to them-
selves, and not a syllable has been heard from them on the subjectfrom that day
to this. So when the Society came together to call its unjust stewards to account,
they found themselves stripped of their orgam, and of every farthing of their
property, and had to begin the world anew.*

¢ Mr. Leavitt justifies this conduct of the Committee, on the ground that ¢ 1N
SELLING THE EMANCIPATOR, AND IN ASSIGNING THE OTHER PROPERTY TO
TRUSTEES, THEY (THE COMMITTEE,) ACTED AS OWNERS.” That is to say,
a Committee consisting of bankrupt merchants, salaried dependents on the

Society, (as secretaries, editor, agents, &c.) two or three fourth-rate city eler--

gymen, and one or two colored men ; who had not probably, all together, con-
tributed during those three years fifty dollars to the treasury of the Society, while
they drew thousands and tens of thousands from it for their own salaries and

expenses, received from their constituents A HUNDRED AND FIFTY THOUSAND

dollars, in trust for the purposes of the Society ; which forthwith, according to
Mr. Leavitt, became THEIR OWN ! ! This is the only defence ever attempted
of their conduct, and they are certainly entitled to the full benefit of it.

‘“ I may as well state here, that among the other articles of the Society’s
property which that Committee had carried off with them, was its CAsH Book.
They have refused to allow their successors even a glimpse of it. So that we
are in entire ignorance of the disposition of the large funds placed in their
hands.”—National Anti-Slavery Standard, Sept. 19, 1844.

“ Mr. Leavitt promised, some weeks ago, a fresh account of the magiecal
process by which he finds himself' the fortunate possessor of a piece of property
belonging to the American Anti-Slavery Society, without purchase, without its
consent—in short, of How HE GoT THE EMANcIPATOR. This he has not done.
But as I do not think it possible that he can do better than he has already done,
I wish to make a remark or two on the pretence of poverty under which it was
done. It will be remembered that the old Executive Committee sold the Eman-

— ———

* According to Mr. Tappan, the trustees [of whom he was one] appointed by the
Old Executive Committee, offered to restore the book stock, but not the FEmanci-
pator, on security being given for the payment of their liabilities: BUT THIS OFFER
WAS DECLINED.” , as thus made, is the most
imposing in Mr, Tappan’s pamphlet,—would have have been very different if he had
added that the New Committee refused, by agreeing to this arrangement, to recognize
the right to retain the Emancipator, Wlnch they considered the most important portion
of the sequestrated property. They demanded back the whole of the property out of
which the American Anti-slavery Society had been swindled. Just as conscientious
members of the Society of Friends, who regard distraints for ecclesiastical demands as
a virtual robbery, refuse, by accepting a balance remaining over after a distraint is
made, to appear to admit the moral justice of the original claim.
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cipator, the organ of the Society, and which had cost it more than twenty
thousand dollars, for nothing, to a society of young men in New York, (them-
selves under another name) because they could not raise a sum less than THREE
HUNDRED DOLLARS to pay its expenses for three weeks, until the annual
meeting of the Society, when they would provide for it themselves ; although
they had, at that very time, assets at their disposal amounting to ELEVEN
THOUSAND, THREE HUNDRED AND FIFTY DOLLARS, EIGHTY-SIX
CENTS! This fact Mr. Leavitt does not attempt to deny, but he says that on
this amount of assets, most of it publications, THEY couLD NOT RAISE ONE
DOLLAR!! * % % %  Why, the very trunk-maker would have
advanced them more than three hundred dollars upon them. This was an
astonishing circumstance, but nothing to what followed. At the very time
when they could not raise enough to pay the expenses of the paper for three
weeks, with assets amounting to more than eighteen thousand dollars, they found
a society of young men willing to undertake it for a year, FOR NOTHING !
Could not these youths have furnished 300 DOLLARS for three weeks, secured by
assets amounting to EIGHTEEN THOUSAND DOLLARS, that the integrity
of the Society’s property might be preserved, when they were willing to assume
the whole expense FOR A YEAR without any security at all? Would they not
_~have done it, had the design not been to strip the American Society of its
property ? Ten thousand dollars could have been raised in a week, in Massa-
- chusetts alone, to prevent the sacrifice of the Society’s property, had the facts
been truly stated, and could the money have been disbursed by persons whom
the donors could trust. Of course, they could not trust that Committee with a
farthing. And this the Committee knew perfectly well. So much for the
pretended poverty.
¢ Another reason, rather intimated than implied, was that the Emancipator
and the other property of the Society was bought with money given by Mr.
Arthur Tappan, and that, therefore, he and his Committee had a right to do
what he pleased with it.  Were the fact as here implied, the last proposition
does not seem to flow necessarily from the first. When the money left Mr.
Tappan’s pocket, and came into the treasury, it became the property of the
Society on any ordinary principles of business. But in 1836, the impression
which had got abroad to this very effect, was publicly corrected in one of the
publications of the Board, by a reference to its receipts, which showed that out
of a sum received in about six months, of about eighteen thousand five hundred
dollars, Mr. Tappan’s contributions amounted but to seventeen hundred and
fifty. This was a truly honorable munificence, but it covered a very small part
of the receipts of the Society for that time. That was the period of Mr.
Tappan’s greatest liberality. Soon afterwards, in consequence of commercial
embarrassment, he was obliged to discontinue his contributions, and gave little
or nothing for the last three or four years previous to 1840. The treasury was
filled by the donations of thousands and tens of thousands of persons, and in
sums of every variety of amount. So much for that argument.”-—National
Anti-slavery Standard, Oct. 24, 1844.

¢ The Committee had, to be sure, as Mr. Leavitt states, full power in the
intervals of the meetings to do what they pleased with the property and funds
which the Society placed in their hands. His fallacy lies in confounding the
power with the right of doing what they pleased with them. The Directors had
the power to do what they pleased with the funds of the United States Bank,
but if Mr. Leavitt will take the pains to ask the opinion of any of the share-
holders, he will find that the two things are not necessarily identical. Mr.
Leavitt speaks of the large sums contributed by members of the Committee in
the first years of the Society. If they had given every cent that was ever
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received, did it not become the property of the Society the moment it came into
the treasury? I mean, of course, on the ordinary principles which govern
bodies corporate, not on those laid down by Mr. Leavitt ; for, according to him,
the funds they contributed only became the property of the Committe¢, and, like
whatever else was placed in their hands, became THEIR OWN! Mr. Leavitt
also speaks of the energy of the Committee, and of the unanimity with which
they were supported by the Society for several years. This is all true. The
abolitionists had implicit faith in those men, and it took a long time to convince
them that they had become unworthy of their confidence. At last, however, it
was too plain that the religious public of the Committee having presented the
distinct issue to them, of choosing between their sectarianism and their Anti-
Slavery, they had taken their part, and were devoting the funds placed in their
hands not for the abolition of slavery, but for the destruction of the Anti-Slavery
movement. When the Abolitionists were at length convinced of this, they first
stopped the supplies, and then came up to the annual meeting to dismiss their
unjust stewards. Mr. L. makes this extraordinary assembly of the members of
the Society, on this most extraordinary occasion, a cause of great complaint !
They did precisely what Mr. L. in a previous paragraph says it was their right
to do—the members ¢who thought proper, or could make it convenient to
attend the annual meeting’—to choose officers and do their other business.

¢ The ¢ extraordipary means’ of which Mr. L. speaks, were merely the public
appeals to the members to attend, and an arrangement by which they could go
at a reduced expense. Mr. Leavitt forgets that the friends of the Committee
in Massachusetts did precisely the same thing, and that Mr. John Jay, as Pre-
sident of the Young Men’s Society, to which the Emancipator had been conveyed,
issued an address, virtually calling upon all New ¥York to come to their rescue.
It will be remembered that the Committee had so managed, in anticipation of
their dismissal from office, that the organ of the Society and every stiver of its
property rerained in their own hands, and in those of their tools; that nothing
was left it but its name and its honor.

‘“The American Society, finding itself stripped of its organ, and of all its
other property, went to work anew. It immediately established this paper, at
a great expense, which has been issued weekly, without interruption, ever since.
It has employed many agents, and has carried on an extensive agitation in all
parts of the country. The discarded Committee, on the other hand, in its new
shape of Executive Committee of the American and Foreign Society—consisting
of the very same men who had composed the old American Committee, with
two exceptions, who adhered to the Society—have not employed a single agent,
or carried on any operations, and even were unable to support a monthily paper
for one year, but virtually expired of inamition before that time! Their organ
has just, I believe, completed its first volume of monthly numbers, in four years
from its inception! These men, who had received from the Abolitionists previous
to the secession more than TWO HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS—since that
time have not received enough to sustain a monthly publication, probably not
involving an expense of a thousand dollars.

¢ Mr. Leavitt reproaches us with not having paid the debts which the old
Committee contracted, and to secure which they carried off all our property. It
may be, or it may not be, that the Committee have not realized the amount of
their liabilities from the assets in their hands. But these debts would all have
been paid, for the honor of the Society, had not the Committee assumed them,
and seized upon all its property to indemnify themselves. The Society has had
to raise a larger sum than those debts amounted to, for the establishment and
support of an organ to supply the place of the one of which it had been de-
prived.”—National Anti-slavery Standard, Nov. 7, 1844.
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If the reader have given these statements a careful perusal,
he will be much better qualified to estimate the likelihood of
Mr. Tappan’s giving the whole story in his pamphlet. It will
be observed that Mr. Scoble promises a full statement on Mr.
Tappan’s behalf; that Mr. Tappan jumps at one bound from
1833 to 1840; that he speaks of the transfer and the confisca-
tion of the books as in some degree contingent on the meeting
that followed these transactions; that he ascribes the secession,
partly to the conduct of some women who attended at the an-
nual meeting, and voted against him, and pa.rtly to irregular
means havmg been resorted to, to obtain a majority—whilst he
fails to prove their irregularity; and it 1s certain that his own
party made similar efforts without success, that some women
voted against the admission of women to a seat among the
officers of the annual meeting, and that their votes were received
on behalf of his party.

MR. TAPPAN’'S SACRIFICES.

Mr. Scoble eulogizes Mr. Tappan; and I have no desire to
depreciate his talents, his energy, or his early services and
sacrifices. DBut has he not more than counterbalanced them by
his hostility to the American Anti-slavery Socmty in htel
i;[ealS, and the part he took in dlsPOslnd of 1ts property?

18 surrender of ¢‘ a lucrative business,” three years ago, ¢ that
he might devote the remainder of his life to the abolition of
slavery, and other kindred and Christian objects,” is given
solely on Mr. Scoble’s authority. DBut from information de-
rived from another informant, I doubt if Mr. Tappan’s retire-
ment from active and lucrative business be so complete, or of
such a remote date as his friend represents 1t.

WILLIAM LLOYD GARRISON.

It is sometimes asked, with an appearance of impatience, by
those who have been only lately enlisted in the anti-slavery
cause, How does 1t happen that we hear so much of William
Lloyd Garrison? Who 1s this Mr. Garrison? Did not Lay and
Sandiford, Woolman and Benezet, Jay and Franklin, advocate
the slave’s cause before William Lloyd Garrison was heard
of? These enquiries are natural and reasonable. It 1s true
that these philanthropists laboured long and faithfully i1
opposition to slavery; but the idea of the absolute sinfulness 0['
slavery, and the consequent duty of its immediate abolition,
had not yet been publicly propounded. This was done fm
the first time, in a pamphlet published in 1824 by Elizabeth
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Heyrick, a young Englishwoman long since deceased. About
the year 1821, Benjamin Lundy of the United States, a work-
ing saddler, became deeply interested 1n the anti- slavery cause,
and continued for some years labouring to promote 1t, with
much disinterestedness and under very great dlfﬁcultles His
personal appearance was mean, he was deficient as a publie
speaker, and neither his natural endowments nor his view of
the question were at all calculated to arrest the public atten-
tion. About six years after Lundy commenced his labours,
some numbers of his paper, The Genius of Universal Fman-
cipation, happened to attract the notice of William Lloyd
Garrison; who, though not more than twenty-one years of age,
was aheady editor of the National Phlilanthropist, the first
paper ever published for the suppression of intemperance. His
attention was so powerfully arrested by the contemplation of
slavery, that he at length accepted an invitation from Mr.
Lundy to join him in Baltimore as an assistant on his paper.
This engagement commenced in 1829, and continued till the
following spring, when Garrison was cast into prison for an
alleged libel on a Boston merchant, who employed one of his
vessels in the domestic slave-trade of the United States. His
imprisonment lasted for forty-nine days, and, as he has since
stated, ¢ the sun 1itself was not more regular day by day in
VlSltlI]O‘ my cell with his cheering light, than was my friend
Lundy His sympathy, kmcmess, and attention were all that
a brother could have shown.” At what precise time Mr. Gar-
rison’s attention was first drawn to the importance of the prin-
ciple of ¢ Immediate not gradual abolition,” and to the duty
of an immediate abandonment of the sin of slavery, I do not
know ; but his prominent position as a philanthropist 1s due to
the ab1ht force, and energy with which he has kept this idea
before the view of his countrymen. People might talk till
doomsday of opposing slavery, or of getting rid of it by some
process of infinitesimal slowness; they might propose plans for
preparing the slave for ﬁeedom and of le'WInO' off' robbery
and licentiousness by degrees. Nobody was disturbed by such
p1op031t10ns But the call to cease at once from these gigan-
tic crimes shook the land like an earthquake, and forced the
preacher of this Gospel of Liberty into a position of promi-
nence which he has maintained to the present hour. All the
great political parties, all the great religious organizations, a
vast majority of the clergy, the lawyers, the merchants, the
traders, the votaries of fashion, were of course hostile to one
who so powerfully rebuked the hypocrisy and guiit of the na-
tion. Faithful to duty and to the slave, he and his devoted
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fellow labourers have been and are still the objects of countless
calumnies. All who are rebuked by their faithfulness, and
their impartial condemnation of cant, hypocrisy, avarice, and
ambition, are their enemies; and every one who has some lin-
gering interest in any of the respectable pretences with which
the support of slavery is identified, abuses and slanders the
abolitionists. Mr. Garrison’s name is therefore a symbol of
that adherence to principle which is the essential element of
abolitionism. As such, it 1s a tower of strength to the friends
of liberty, and an abomination to her enemies. From early
youth to mature age, his life has been devoted to the slave with
unsurpassed ability, constancy, and obedience to the pointings
of duty. He bas been the tool of no party—the bondsman of
no sect. Any man i1n the United States, with such natural
giftsand such unbending resolution, might have achieved wealth
and power without difficulty ; but he has cast all such tempta-
tions beneath his feet, and though poor in worldly goods, he
1s rich 1n the blessings of those who are ready to perish, in the
affectionate respect of a large circle of friends, and, as I be-
lieve, in the still greater reward of an approving conscience.

In confirmation of these views, I shall give an extract from
a letter just received from Samuel May, jun. of Leicester, Massa-
chusetts. This gentleman visited Dublin some years ago, and
struck me as one of the most sweet-spirited, gentle, and cour-
teous persons I had ever known. He has been for years a
devoted labourer in the anti-slavery cause, and I place entire
reliance on his testimony :—

¢ To sustain the cause faithfully, and yet keep a calm and placid temper ;
to guard our spirits against bitterness, and yet keep the true fire of love to
God and love to man burning in our hearts, amidst such damps, miasms, and
choking vapours; is doubtless very difficult, and may be considered our
spiritnal trial. But, if I am not wutterly blinded and perverted in perception
and in spirit, it is a trial which our friends Garrison, Jackson, Phillips, and
seores more I could name, have not only borne successfully, but one from which
they have come forth purified, lifted up, tenfold the men intellectually and
spiritually they were before, and without the smell of fire on their garments.

¢ T reiterate my testimony about Mr. Garrison. Every year and every month
give new proofs of it; that he possesses one of the most gentle, affectionate,
kindly natures I ever met with. He never tires of meeting and relieving, with
words and deed, the oft-recurring cases of suffering and perplexity. That which
would disturb and ruffle another, he meets with calmness and patience ; and it
is a faet, that as one and another become personally acquainted with him, they
never fail to express their surprise that he is so unlike what he has been repre-
sented to be, and what indeed, from an occasional perusal of his writings,
(coupled with preconceived ideas) they had supposed him to be.”

And the following anecdote may not be thought inappropriate
in the same connection. It is taken from the proceedings of



33 The National Anti-slavery Societies of

the Convention which established the American Anti-slavery
Society in 1833, and was related on that occasion by Mr.
Lewis Tappan :—

““ An anecdote is related of a gentleman—a Colonizationist—which is worth
repeating in this Convention. That gentleman had purchased, without knowing
whom it represented, a portrait of Mr. Garrison, and after havmg it encased in a
splendid gilt frame, su-p011dod it in his pculmu A friend calling in observed
it, and asked the purchaser if he knew whom he had honoured so much? He
was answered ‘¢ No—but it is one of the most godlike-looking countenances I
ever beheld.” ¢ That, sir,” resumed the visitor, ‘is a portrait of the fanatie, the
incendiary William Lloyd Garrison!’ ¢Indeed! concluded the gentleman,
evidently much disconcerted. ¢ But, sir, it shall remain in its place. I will
never take it down.””

Mr. Tappan 1s careful to inform us that Mr. Garrison was
not the founder of the American Anti-slavery Society, but that
1t was founded by Evan Lewis of Philadelphia. Let us see.
I have before me a resolution submitted early in 1833 by Mr.
Garrison, at an anti-slavery meeting in Massachusetts, propos-
ing the establlshment of amnational society; and the Amerlcan
Anti- -slavery Society was established, by a convention assembled
for the purpose in Philadelphia, in the autumn of that year.
Amongst, the proceedings on that occasion, I find along speech
of Mr. Tappan’s, in reference to the name of Mz GaII'lSOIl, and
delivered in his presence, from which [ make the following
extracts :(—

““ The first time I ever heard of him was when he was in gaol in Baltimore,
where he was incarcerated like a felon, for pleading the cause of the oppressed,
and rebuking iniquity. When I saw him, appearing so mild and meek as he
does, shortly after he was liberated by a gentleman in New York, I was
astonished. 1Is this the renegade Garrison ? thought I, as I grasped his open
hand. Is this the enemy of our country? I shall never forget the impression
which his noble countenance made on me at that time, as long as I live.

“ Who that is familiar with the history of Mr. Garrison, does not remember
the determination expressed in the first number of his paper—the Liberator—to
sustain it as long as he could lve on bread and water? And, sir, T am in-
formed that he has really practised what he so nobly resolved in the beginning.

‘“ He is not perfect. He is frail, like the rest of human flesh. But if God
had not endowed him as He has, and smiled propitiously on his imprudencies,
we should not now be engaged in the deliberations of this most interesting and
important Convention. God has raised up just such a man as William Lloyd
Garrison, to be a pioneer in this cause. Let each member present feel solemnly
bound to vindicate the character of Mr. Garrison. Let us not be afraid to go
forward with him even into the ¢imminent breach,” although there may be
professed friends who stand back because of him.”

Benjamin Lundy was present on that occasion, and bhis ser-
vices to the anti-slavery cause were likewise warmly acknow-
ledged ; but as I have shown from Mr. Tappan’s own mouth,
the existence of the American Society was then attributed by
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himself to the labours of Mr. Garrison, whom he expressly calls
‘¢ a pioneer” in the cause.

For the last twenty-three years, the origin of the abolition
movement in the United States has been universally attributed
by friend and foe to Mr. Garrison. Before he commenced his
career, the whole nation was sunk in apathy respecting it.
He has compelled them, nolens wvolens, to take it up, and now
they cannot lay 1t down, (although 1t burns their fingers dread-
fully,) wuntil it has been settled 1n one way or another. It is
the question upon which the fate of parties, the election of
presidents, and the existence of the republic depend. It mixes
itself up with every public question, and overshadows them
all. Slavery knows she 1s engaged in a struggle for existence,
and the battle is fought with all the fury of desperation.
This agitation dashes sects and parties to pieces. It troubles
synods, conferences, yearly meetings, political conventions.
1t eries to the nation, ‘““Sleep no more!” All whose property,
policy, pelf, and sectarian tranquillity are invaded, lay the
blame at Mr. Garrison’s door. No wonder they are ¢ grieved,’
¢irritated,” and ‘indignant’ with him. And yet Mr. Tappan
has at last discovered that this is a stupendous blunder; that
Lundy, not Garrison, should bear the blame ; for it was he, and

ot ‘the best-abused man in the United States,” who set all this
mischief brewing.

I have now before me a long and circumstantial biographical
notice of Lundy, who died in Illinois of bilious fever on the
22nd of August, 1839. It is published in the Liberator of
the 20th of September following, and gives a deeply interest-
ing account of Mr. Garrison’s own first introduction to the
anti-slavery cause, for which he was indebted to Lundy. An
eloquent eulogy is pronounced on the devoted self-sacrificing
labours of this eminent philanthropist. I regret that the
length of this document prevents me from copying it here;
but I have said enough to show that Mr. Tappan has ex-
hibited a deficient memory in his attempts to depreciate the
reputation of Mr. Garrison. ;

Mr. Tappan speaks of those ¢ who idolize Mr. Garrison.”
Amongst all the American abolitionists I have personally
known, I never knew one who ¢ idolized Mr. Garrison,” 1n
the sense implied in Mr. Tappan’s taunt. I never knew one
of them who was disposed to give up his own opinion on any
subject, from mere deference to Mr. Garrison. Independent
and intelligent themselves, they had no occasion to ““1dolize”
any body. The insinuation is unfounded, and this no one
knows better than he who made it. I refer the reader to
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Mr. Tappan’s testimony in a preceding page, given at a time
when he was more inspired by anti-slavery zeal than sectarian
animosity. IHe then spoke of Mr. Garrison with cordial respect
and affection, in terms as laudatory as I have ever known
employed by any of that gentleman’s present friends, yet with-
out ¢ 1dolatry” or servile adulation.

Every one admits that the commencement of Mr. Garrison’s
anti-slavery career was remarkable. It was remarkable that a
poor, unfriended, obscure young man, with few advantages of
education, should have been so filled with the sense of a great
national evil, as to attempt straightway, in spite of all but
universal apathy, the gigantic enterprise of its overthrow.
Amidst countless discouragements, much has been gained in
the improvement of public opinion. There are hundreds of
thousands of immediate abolitionists, where there was but one.
¢ The pioneer” is as earnest as ever; and the last number of
the Liberator is as full of anti-slavery life and zeal as was the
first. Is it any wonder, then, that those who witness his fidelity,
consistency, guilelessness, and unblemished character, should
respect him; or that no difference of opinion on speculative

oints in the least degree lessens their” confidence and affec-
tion? If disinterested respeect for great moral excellence be
‘ 1dolatry,” the more we have of such idolatry the better.”

THEODORE PARKER.

Agzin: Mr. Tappan informs us that ¢ Theodore Parker is a
man of ability and of infidel opinions.” He omits to say that
Mzr. Parker claims to be a Christian ; that he 1s one of the most
consistent, courageous, and laborious abolitionists ; that his life
is above reproach; that he holds up the light of Christian truth
and duty to the sordid pro-slavery clergy, politicians, and mer-
chants of the United States ; and that in his writings and ha-
bitual ministrations he never forgets the slave. The Romish
priest thinks he has said his worst against a man when he calls

* The following testimony from the 19th Vational Bazaar Gazette, Boston, 1850,
is from the pen of an orthodox member of the American Anti-slavery Society :—*¢ It
is said: ¢ As individuals, the American abolitionists, by their sympathy and subserip-
tions give support to the Liberator, and by their expressed love and admiration of its
editor, mark their recognition of him as the leading and guiding influence of the
anti-slavery movement.” To the truth of this statement we joyfully agree. The
religious differences that divide some of us from Mzr. Garrison sink into insignificance
when compared with the great issues on which we agree. As for Mr. Garrison’s
position it was long since settled, and the voice of friends or foes is comparatively
unimportant but as their decision affects themselves. ¢They that are wise shall
shine as lights in the world, and they shall turn many to righteousness as the stars for
ever and ever.” Disinterestedness, unwearied self-sacrifice, indomitable perseverance
in behalf of human rights, the most extreme purity of life and conversation—the light
that irradiates from these cannot be quenched by party strife or sectarian bitterness.”
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him a heretic. Mr. Tappan levels all distinctions when he
imputes _inﬁdelity. The excitement of the odium theologicum
1s more 1mportant to both than justice or humanity. No wise
man would be guided in his estimate of other men by such
authority. Neither the priest nor the Secretary of the Ame-
rican and Foreign Anti-slavery Society is a competent witness.
No man’s doctrines are a guarantee for his life. ¢ By their
fruits ye shall know them.” How often in the world’s history
has the ery of ¢ infidel” been raised, to obscure the real cha-
racter of good men, and blacken spotless reputations !

EDMUND QUINCY.

As 1t 18 important that the names and characters of those
who bear the burden and heat of the anti-slavery struggle,
should be better known and appreciated by their friends
and fellow-labourers in these countries, I will give a short
sketch of Mr. Quincy, to whom we are indebted for the
preceding information. It i1s taken from the ZLiberator of
January 7th, 1848. His disinterestedness, moral courage, and
devotedness are vividly, and, as I have reason to believe,
faithfully pourtrayed. It is needless to say that one who
possesses these qualities in an eminent degree, may be
depended upon as an honest and trustworthy witness:—

¢ Among the many individuals who have espoused the cause of the despised
black tnan in this country, there is no one, to my knowledge, who has given
evidence of greater moral courage and disinterestedness than Edmund Quiney.
Considering his education, family prospects, the circle in which he moved, the
powerful conservative influences with which he was surrounded, the strong in-
ducements he had to stand aloof from companionship with the ¢ ultraists’ of the
day, and to give unlimited indulgence to his natural taste for literary pursuits,
no man has sacrificed more in the cause, or shown more real independence, or
displayed greater heroism of soul than himself. Few, very few can compre-
hend how difficult it must have been for one, thus situated, openly to take his
place by the side of those who were every where branded as ¢ fanatics and in-
cendiaries ;’ to forsake ¢ father and mother and brother and sister,” and peril
¢ houses and lands’ in prospect, for the sake of a class too ignorant to appreciate
his sacrifices in their behalf, too impoverished to offer the slightest compensa-
tion, and too feebly befriended to make the advocacy of their rights even a mat-
ter of decency.

“ It was in the very darkest hour of the cause, when the madness of mobo-
cracy had become contagious all over the land, and all parties and sects were
thirsting, as it were, for the blood of the abolitionists ; when Boston, refined,
enlightened, benevolent Boston, was for ever disgraced in history by the lawless
conduet of ¢ five thousand gentlemen of property and standing,’” on which it is
not necessary here to dilate ; it was at such a crisis, the mind of Mr. Quincy
was aroused to the investigation of the subject of slavery, and the principles
of the abolitionists. Unmoved by popular clamor, uninfluenced by family ties,
unterrified by the certainty of losing ¢ caste,’—having satisfied his judgment
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and conscience in the premises,—he boldly avowed himself to be an abolitionist,
the determined foe of slavery under all circumstances, the glad associate of men
who were without reputation, for bleeding Humanity’s sake ! Since that hour,
the anti-slavery cause has passed through many vicissitudes; had many ex-
traordinary phases ; been betrayed on the right hand and on the left ; lost many
of its earliest adherents, through shameful apostacy ; but at no time has Mr.
Quiney faltered in his course, or swerved one hair’s-breadth from the straight
line of uncompromising abolitionism.

“‘ Perhaps there is no one so violently hated and so vulgarly assailed by the
enemies of the anti-slavery cause as Mr. Quiney. They perceive in him the
most thorough detestation of knavery; an absolute regard for integrity of
character ; a sagacity amounting to intuition in the detection of hypocrisy and
cant ; a spirit that can neither be flattered nor intimidated into a compromise
of principle ; an ability and willingness to unmask imposition such as few
possess ; and an elevation of soul above that fear, aye, and favour of man,
‘which bringeth a snare.” They rail at him as one who is an aristocrat by
birth, and who ought to be scouted because he is the son of so highly honoured
a man as Josiah Quincy, the late president of Harvard University. The name
is an honoured one in the history of Massachusetts from an early period, but
among all who have borne it, none deserves to be held in more grateful remem-
brance by posterity than Edmund Quincy.”

WENDELL PHILLIPS.

While alluding to a few of the more prominent labourers in
the American Anti-slavery Society, I would not willingly
omit the name of Wendell Phﬂhps, the gifted and eloquent
champion of the slave, who in early life, when wealth and
distinction lay within his grasp, as a member of the Massa-
chusetts bar, deliberately turned away his eyes from the dazzling
bait, and devoted his talents to the despised cause of abolition.
The following observations are from the pen of the Rev. T. W.
H1rm‘1nson, of Newburyport, and occur in a sketch which he
gives of some addresses delivered by Mr. Phillips at an anti-
slavery convention held in that place last year:—

“ Wendell Phillips rises with the occasion, and I have seen him more brilliant
and more impressive at more trying times. But he is always himself, and
there was in this address the same moral nobleness, the same elegance of
manner, the same pointed sententiousness, the same keen satire, the same
wealth of illustration and allusion, which have always given him an easy pre-
eminence over all other New England public speakers. o il Ly

““Said a Boston gentleman once to the writer, ‘I am no abolitionist, and
yet, somaehow, I never meet Wendell Phillips in the street, without wanting to
pull off my hat to him. For I remember what he mlght have been, had he
sacrificed, like the rest of us, his scruples to his ambition.” It was true. All
that the most ambitious young man in Massachusetts desires most to obtain,
that Wendell Phillips had, at the very beginning of his career. The favourite
child of Boston aristocracy, the idol of his classmates and friends, wealthy,
accomplished, possessed of brilliant scholarship, of skill, energy, and unequalled
eloquence ; there was no prize to be gained at the bar, in the pulpit, among
popular assemblies, or in legislative halls, which was not easily within his
reach. These he has left all behind, left them to the Choates and the Curtises,
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the Boutwells and the Wilsons, men of fair abilities and fair aims, perhaps, but
not like his ; and calmly sacrificed on the altar of an unpopular duty more than
any man of this age. For he has not only been identified with an obnoxious
reform ; which sets him aside for ever from the one idol of his youth, political
station and influence, and perhaps has limited even his usefulness thereby.
Yet he has the satisfaction of knowing that he has contributed more to the
anti-slavery agitation than any man, except Mr. Garrison ; and has done more
than even he, perhaps, to remove the cruel hostility against the colored people
in this commonwealth.

“1 have never heard any speaker in this town listened to with so much at-
tention as Mr. Phillips, during his three addresses to large (and finally over-
flowing) audiences within the last two days; and I regret that there can be no
fuller report of his remarks.”

MR. THOMPSON’S TESTIMONY.

As to Mr. Scoble’s opinion of the declining influence and
small number of the American Anti-slavery Society, and of the
importance and extent of the Liberty Party, the Free Soil
Party, and the Christian Anti-slavery Association ; I may safely
refer the reader to the counter-statements of Mr. Thompson.
His knowledge of the cause, and his labours and courage in
1ts promotion, entitle his evidence to more weight than that of
Mr. Scoble. If Mr. Thompson had never given this testimony,
there are many friends of the American abolitionists in Great
Britain who are well aware of the facts he has stated, and of
the extent and influence of the American Society. But the
mere question of number is exceedingly unimportant.

Those who are familiar with the history of the anti-slavery
cause in England, are aware that the parliamentary abolition
of colonial slavery was obtained mainly through the instru-
mentality of public meetings, in which George Thompson, now
M.P. for the Tower Hamlets, appealed to the public with ex-
traordinary eloquence and effect. When this point was gained,
Mr. Thompson, with the full concurrence of the friends of the
slave in England, and by the earnest entreaty of the American
abolitionists, visited the United States in 1835. He remained
there for sixteen months, holding public meetings, lecturing on
an average twice every day during that time, greatly encou-
raging the abolitionists, and arousing, by his powerful remon-
strances, the opposition of that great majority who resist an
onslaught on slavery as an attack on their political, social,
and religious institutions. The gratitude, attachment, and
respect which Mr. Thompson earned from the friends of the
slave, were equalled only by the wounded pride and fierce
hostility of the slave’s oppressors of all classes and professions.
He was called ¢ a foreign incendiary,” ¢ a fugitive from jus-
tice,” and so forth; violent mobs were excited against him;
and he was finally obliged to remain for weeks in conceal-
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ment, and to make his escape under circumstances of great
danger to St. John’s, New Brunswick, from whence he returned
to England in a small trading vessel.

At the time of Mr. Thompson’s visit to the United States,
the friends of the anti-slavery cause in England and America
were united as one man. There was no division in their ranks.
The religious bodies in Great Britain had not yet formed those
1nt1mate relations with their American fellow—professors, which
have since so identified them in their feelmgs and interests;

shewing that the difference between them 1s merely one of
" position; and that the maintenance of the influence and stabi-
lity of a sect 1s often a stronger motive than the precepts of
Christ, a respect for consistency, or the claims of humanity.

One of Mr. Thompson s chief adherents and friends in Ame-
rica on that occasion was Lewis Tappan, whose activity, energy,
and administrative ability were of great service to the anti-
slavery cause; and who fully appreciated the genius, elo-
quence, and devoted services of Mr. Thompson. 1 have
never read or heard of a shadow of disapprobation against Mr.
Thompson’s course in America at that time by any abolitionist;
and yet his language was as plain, his remonstrances were as
forcible, and his denunciations of the national crime as powerful
then as they were during his recent visit in the autumn of last
year; when Mr. Tappan’s eyes were opened to see that the
fidelity and eloquence which he admired so much i 1835,
could only produce needless irritation and injury to the anti-
slavery cause in 1851. The irritation must have been even
greater then, than it could have been since ; for at that time the
American people had not become accustomed to those argu-
ments against slavery, to which the perseverance of the
abolitionists have since obliged them to give a respectful if not
a patient attention.

I now proceed to make some extracts from an eloquent speech
dehvered by Mr. Thompson at Bristol, when he visited that
city in September last year, to give an account of his recent
anti-slavery tour in the United States. No other man on this
side of the Atlantic has been so 1dentified with the anti-slavery
cause in America, or has given such proofs of disinterested-
ness in its advocaey, or has afforded more generous help to the
fugitive. He is respected, beloved, and trusted by the Ame-
rican abolitionists; and with good reason; for by espousing
the cause of the American Society, he has estranged powerful
and wealthy adherents in IEngland, whose friendship might
have greatly promoted his personal interests. So far {from his
late course having excited the “irritation” Mr. Tappan has men-
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tioned, his last visit to America was like an ovation for the
greater part of the time—indeed, for the whole time, with the
exception of the interruption of his first meeting in Fanueil
Hall, and a mob at Springfield excited by some pro-slavery
traders in that town. The progress of the public mind in the
United States on this question was very plainly tested by the
cheerful and respectful hearing Mr. Thompson obtained in
1851, contrasted with the furious riots excited by his ¢ foreign
interference” in 1835. It is probable the irritation Mr. Tappan
complains of existed in his own mind—in consequence of Mr.
Thompson’s adhesion to the American Anti-slavery Society,
which long experience and intimate knowledge of its faithful
and strenuous labours had assured him was the only instru-
mentality upon which he could certainly rely.

EXTRACTS FROM MR. THOMPSON’S SPEECH AT BRISTOL.

“T eannot sit down without first telling you who are doing the great work
of abolition in the United States. But, before doing so, I will tell you nega-
tively who are not doing it, and who are therefore eriminally guilty of the per-
petration of the great sin of America.

“ The Legislature of the United States is not doing it. The course of the
general government of that country has been downwards ever since the Decla-
ration of Independence. 1 say, emphatically, that for seventy-five years, while
this country has happily been rising, and its people struggling on from one
degree of liberty to another, under a superincumbent mass that would have
crushed any other race but such an one as ourselves, the course of America has
been invariably downward. Do you ask me the proof? The Declaration of
Independence passed ; a Constitution was adopted. The convention that framed
that Constitution sent it forth with five distinct and separate pro-slavery pro-
visions, out of one of which the Fugitive Slave-Law recently passed has grown.
Then came the Fugitive Slave-Law of 1793. Then came the purchase of
[slave-holding] Louisiana in 1803. Then the purchase of [slave-holding]
Florida. Then the admission of [slave-holding]| Missouri, Then the war
upon the [slave-holding] Peninsula of Florida against the Seminole Indians,
upon the question of affording protection to fugitives. Then after that came
the piratical expedition of Texas. Then its annexation. Then the war in
Mexico, with all its horrors, rapine and blood ; and, finally, to cap the climax,
and erown this pyramid of national atrocity, this infernal Fugitive Slave-Law.
The Legislature then, it is clear, is not and has net been doing the work of
abolishing slavery.

““ The Clergy of America are not doing the work of abolishing slavery. The
action of ecclesiastical bodies in their organised capacity and form is against
emancipation. The churches of the United States are the chief strength of
slavery.

“The Politicians are not doing it. Do not be led away by the idea that
the work is being done by any particular sect of politicians. It is a gross
misrepresentation. You may have heard a good deal said of what the Free
Soilers are doing ; what the Liberty-party are doing ; what the Buffalo platform
men are doing ; what the Barnburners are doing ; what the Loco Focos are
doing ; or what the Pewter Muggers are doing. (Laughter). No, it is not
the politicians—nor even the professedly Anti-Slavery parties amongst them—
that are doing the work. ‘Who is doing it? Is it the American and Foreign
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Anti-Slavery Society in New York ? No, there is no such Society in that city
Jor the purpose of overthrowing Slavery in America.

‘“ But, sir, there is a society which is really doing the work of the abolition
of slavery in America, and of that society I speak from personal experience.
In the most public, solemn, and emphatic manner, I would bear my humble
testimony to the character of the American abolitionists. For more than twenty
years I have had peculiar opportunities of judging of the motives which lead
persons to engage in the work of philanthropy and reform, as well as of
observing the spirit in which they prosecute their object, and the prineciples by
which they are sustained when their labours are unpopular, arduous, pro-
tracted, and perilous. I have mingled much with those who would better the
condition of the world by the dissemination of the Seriptures—with those, also,
who would send Christian missionaries to every part of the earth, to turn men
from heathen darkness to the light of the Gospel ; with those, also, who, pro-
secuting what may be called domestic reforms, have sought to ameliorate the
condition of their own countrymen, by the removal of shackles on their con-
sciences, their industry, their trade, or the exercise of their political rights.
(Cheers.) I mneed not add that I have mingled much in this kingdom with
those who have professed a zeal for the abolition of slavery throughout the
British dominions, and throughout the globe. It has also been my privilege,
once and again, to be united in labour and in hope with the Abolitionists of
America.

““In respect of this band of reformers, my opinion of them rests upon no
transient glance at their objects, their measures, or their character. For more
than eighteen years, I have known them intimately. In 1833, 1 was the co-
adjutor and constant companion of William Lloyd Garrison—(cheers)—during
his first mission to this country. In the years 1834 and 1835, I was the
representative of British Abolitionists in the United States, the agent of the
American Anti-Slavery Society, and from time to time, in the course of my
journeys, the guest by turns of almost every leading anti-slavery man in the
country. From 1836 to 1840, inclusive, I was in constant communication
with the Abolitionists of America, and was the recognised exponent of their
principles and plans in this country. In the latter year I had the happiness to
be identified with those devoted men and women whom the hateful spirit of
sectarianism excluded from the World’s Convention. In later years I co-operated
with the American Anti-Slavery Society, and did my best to preserve the Aboli-
tionists of England and Scotland from being infected with that leprosy which
had smitten those on the other side of the water who were known by the name
of New Organizationists. In 1845, I joined the faithful representatives of the
American Society, and laboured with Frederick Douglass, and Henry C. Wright,
and James N. Buffum. In 1846, I had the happiness to welcome to England
for the third time, my friend and brother, Mr. Garrison—(loud cheers)—and to
co-operate with him successfully, in saving the religious bodies of this coun
from the consequences of the fatal error committed by the Evangelical Alliance,
when they deliberately refused to make man-stealing a ground of exclusion
from their body.

¢¢ Still more recently, and within the last year, it has been my high privilege
to labour with the Abolitionists of America for more than eight months. I am
justified then, I think, when I lay claim to an intimate knowledge of the cha-
racter, the motives, and measures of the Abolitionists. No man I believe knows
them better, or has enjoyed a larger measure of their confidence. (Hear, hear.)
Having enjoyed these opportunities and advantages, I am here to declare that
in my most deliberate judgment there does not exist a body of men and women
associated for the attainment of any object, more single in their purpose, more
pure in their motives, more lofty in their principles, or more truly Christian in
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their spirit, and the character of the instrumentalities they employ. The truth
compels me to go turther, and to say that I do not know a body of individuals
besides, who, to the same extent, exemplify the practical virtues of Christianity.
(Cheers.) I speak now of the members of the American Anti-Slavery Society—
a society formed under the most impressive circumstances in the year 1833—
whose Declaration of Objects and Principles is one of the noblest documents ever
penned. I speak of those who have stood by the great and dauntless leader of
the anti-slavery host, William Lloyd Garrison—a man who, though he has not
yet reached the meridian of life, has for two-and-twenty years toiled with un-
remitting ardour and unimpeached disinterestedness and unequalled heroism in
the cause of the bleeding slave ; a man who, though denounced by the State as
a traitor, reviled by the Church as a heretic, and anathematised by the slave-
holding conspiracy of America as an incendiary, is the truest patriot, one of the
most devout imitators of the life of Christ, and one of the best friends of the
human race. If I were asked to name the man of the present age, who has
accomplished the greatest moral work of the age, and from whose labours the
mightiest issues would flow, I should unhesitatingly pronounce the name of
William Lloyd Garrison. (Cheers.) There isin the United States of America
but one efficient and wuncompromising Anti-Slavery Society, which is that
which has Mr. Garrison for its president.

‘“Some persons on this side of the water, imagine there is another society
called the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society. I am here to declare
that there is no 7real organization or society of that name, and that those who
are aware of the facts of the case, and seek to lead the people of this country to
believe in the existence of an American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, are
practising an injurious and wicked fraud. It is with deep pain that I have this
day readin the Anti-Slavery Reporter of Monday, the 1st of September, a state-
ment which is not merely a misrepresentation or a suppression of the truth, but
the publication of that which is in itself absolutely false. This statement is the
more inexcusable, inasmuch as on the 1st of August, at a public meeting in the
city of London, and in the presence of persons connected with the British and
Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, I stated that the American and Foreign Anti-
‘Slavery Society was a name, and no more—a nonentity. This statement of
mine was published in the London daily papers, accompanied by a challenge at
the time to meet any individual in print or on the platform, who was prepared
to dispute my assertion. The statement of the Reporter to which I allude is
the following :—* The American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society is one of the
most important of all the agencies in existence in the United States, for the
destruction of the accursed system of Slavery.” This statement was printed and
published on the 1st of September—one month after I had deliberately made
the assertion I have quoted, and fifteen days after Mr. Richard D. Webb of
Dublin, who is now on the platform, had, in a letter printed in the Brustol
Framiner, made a similar statement. But, more important than all, the
Reporter makes this statement after the appearance in this country of an article
from the pen of Mr. Garrison, gravely impeaching the character of that organ
of the Anti-Slavery Society, and containing the following paragraph :—* But it
(the Anti-Slavery Reporter) is assiduous in its endeavours to make the British
publie believe that the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society (the offspring
of baffled priesteraft and vanquished sectarianism) is the great efficient instru-
mentality for the abolition of American slavery; when, in fact, that society
holds in the whole country but one meeting in the course of the year—and that,
too, as a matter of form ; adroitly making use of the anniversary season in May
to collect an andience together ; when it keeps not a single lecturing agent in
the field ; when it is without an official organ ; when it has no auxiliary associa-
tions ; when its receipts and expenditure are too insignificant to be laid before
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the public eye; and when its very existence and entire management are concen-
trated in one man, who lost long ago the respect and confidence of the true
Abolitionists of the country.

¢“ Yet, without a reference either to my public statement on the 1st of August,
or to Mr. Webb’s on the 15th, or to Mr. Garrison’s formal indietment of this
very paper, the Anti-Slavery Reporter, in the present number, seriously informs
its readers that this society, without funds, without an agent, without an organ,
without an auxiliary, with only one public meeting in the course of a year—a
society concentrated in one man—is one of the most important of all the
agencies in existence for the destruction of slavery. I have, no doubt, sub-
scribers to this paper before me this evening, and I will take the liberty of
asking them what they have learnt from the pages of the Reporter during the
last twelve years, of the operations of the genuine Anti-Slavery Society of
America—the true American Aunti-Slavery Society of America? I will ask
them what their idea of it is at this moment? Are they aware of its extent,
numbers, resources, agencies, publications, income, expenditure, influence ?
I believe they are utterly ignorant. Let me then say that from its formation
in 1833 until the present time, it has pursued its course with a fidelity, steadi-
ness of purpose, and devotion to its great object, which have never been excelled,
if they have ever been equalled, by any body. Tried, tempted, tested in every
eonceivable way, the society has remained inflexibly and sublimely true to its
principles. Again and again the inexorable truthfulness of the society has been
the salvation of the slave’s cause in America, and it is now the salt that saves
the mass from utter corruption. [t is the only anti-slavery association in
the United States that is what it professes to be, an association jfor the deli-
verance of the slave from his bonds.

‘“ Has this Society any organ? It has an official organ in the Anti-Slavery
Standard, another in the Pennsylvania Freeman, another in the Bugle, pub-
lished in Ohio, while at the same time it elevates and moulds, more or less, the
anti-slavery views of every other paper in the Union. Has it any agents or
lecturers? Their name is legion. There are some that are above their fellows
conspicnous and influential. ~Every week sees Mr. Garrison in the field, pour-
ing himself out like water. Every week and almost every day of every week
Mr. Phillips—who has not his equal on either side of the Atlantic for eloquence,
pathos, power, or beauty, as an anti-slavery lecturer—is to be seen electrifying
New England audiences on the great theme. But time would fail to tell of the
Quincys, Mays, Jacksons, Fosters, Pillsburys, Parkers, Putnams, Stones, Walkers,
Treats, Buffums, and others, who throughout the year are preaching the great
truths of abolition from the borders of New Brunswick to the Falls of Niagara,
and far as the frontiers of civilization extend along the forests and prairies of
the great west. Has the American Society funds? It has. The income of
the Massachusetts Anti-Slavery Society is about 9,000 dollars ; but this is the
income of a State society alone. I believe if the various State societies were to
make a return of their several incomes, it would be found that not less than from
20,000 to 25,000 dollars are annually subscribed within the limits of the
American Society. But when I attempt to estimate the gross expenditure ot
the members of this Society, by adding to their subscriptions what they pay for
the support of newspapers—what they spend in travelling from meeting to
meeting, and from convention to convention—what it costs. them to practise a
hospitality that knows no bounds—what they are constantly subseribing for
local ohjects and special purposes connected with the Anti-Slavery Movement, 1
confess I am afraid to name any sum, for I know not whether it be 200,000 or
500,000 dollars.

‘“ While I remained in America I frequently spoke three times a day, and
never did I receive an insult from an American audience in my life. There has
been a little noise occasionally—once through the influence of a mercantile clique
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who got into Faneuil Hall, and standing in the centre of the room, made noise
enough not only to drown my voice, but the voices also of many of the most
estimable and worthy citizens of Boston. I have addressed the Americans when
I have seen the expressions, visible upon their countenances at the outset, of
hatred, suspicion, and jealousy, give place gradually to attention and deep
enthusiasm, and when I have, at the close of the meeting, had to shake hands
with some 700 or 800 of those very men who were at first my enemies ; and
having entered the hall the object of general distrust and dislike, I have left it
with the hearty ¢ God bless you!” of every individual present—and why ?
Simply because I had uncovered America to itself, and held the mirror up before
the prejudiced men at the North, or before the slave-holder and practical abettor
of slavery at the South. I am here, a living witness, after two visits to
America, the first for sixteen months, and the last for eight months, making
together two years, having spoken in language the most scathing I could find
upon the subject of slavery, having—I trust I may say it very modestly—done
some good in America, if I may judge of what I saw after the lapse of fifteen or
sixteen years, of the converts that were scattered over that country, the fruit of
the anti-slavery seed I had been permitted to sow so long before. I say, I
may with modesty, yet with truth, say that I have done some good in that
country. But how have I done it? By discarding compromise ; by sinking
nationality ; by standing upon my right to be heard in the streets of Boston,
equally with the American missionary in the streets of Constantinople ; by de-
claring that God’s truth is not bounded by the Atlantic Ocean, or circumseribed
by Mason and Dixon’s line ; by maintaining that this is God’s earth, and not
President Fillmore’s; that the three millions of bondmen in the United States
are his children, and not their slaves, and that in the name of God and man I
may plead, wherever I find a slave, for his immediate emancipation.”

ADDITIONAL TESTIMONY TO THE AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY
SOCIETY.

The following testimony from one of the truest, ablest, and
most devoted abolitionists is so forcible and pithy, that I can-
not withhold 1t. Let 1t speak for itself. It will be found
consistent with the other statements in this essay.

¢¢ All our sincere Abolitionists, whether whigs, democrats, liberty-party men,
or free-soilers, are members or friends of the American Anti-Slavery Society. Ask
such men as Mr. Giddings, of Ohio, one of the seven free-soil members of
Congress, and a whig, what they think of the American Anti-Slavery Society.
Mr. Giddings receives and cherishes its agents at his house, encourages its
meetings by his presence and co-operation, and feels that all right political
feeling and action have had their source in its teachings. Ask such men as the
Hon. John P. Hale, of New Hampshire, one of the seven free-soil members, and
a democrat, what they think of the American Anti-Slavery Society. They will
tell you of their respect, confidence, and admiration for the consisteney of its
course. Ask such men as Samuel E. Sewall, Esq., a liberty-party man, what
he thinks of the American Society. IHe was one of its members from the earliest
date. He still continnes to be one. All such men feel that the position of that
society is one that commands and directs the divisions of the political battle.
Ask the Honourable Charles Sumner, a free-soil whig, whether he thinks he
should have been at this hour one of the seven free-soil members, but for the
eighteen years of preparatory action of the American Anti-Slavery Society. Ask
also Gerrit Smith, an early and constant friend of Mr. Garrison’s, though a
liberty-party man, and of evangelical religious sentiments. But why do I
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allude to any names? It is the testimony of the whole land from Maine to
California, through all its press, Pro-Slavery or Anti-Slavery, that the ¢ Gar-
risonian’ or ¢ American Anti-Slavery Society’s’ influence has been compulsorily
powerful on the political action of the United States during the last eighteen
years; and that its powers are continually increasing, and are ounly the more
mighty because they are entirely spiritual.

‘“ The American Anti-Slavery Society is composed, in fine, of men of every shade
of political opinion, who look to its influence to mould and purify their parties.
A majority of them have found that the truest and most prevailing policy, in
dealing with a mighty evil that we wish to destroy, is to take our shoulder
from its support. Therefore it is that the dis-union policy is adopted. There-
fore it is we say, that to covenant with the slaveholder that we will ©restore
his slaves when they escape to us; that we will take arms with him against
them if they strive to throw off his bondage ; and that we will allow him three
votes for every five slaves, as a guarantee for the perpetuity of the slave system,
is, in the impressive language of Hebrew prophecy, ‘a covenant with death
and an agreement with hell,” which shall, God helping us, be annulled and
broken. It has sometimes been our habit in past years to say we were not a
political body. ¢Ah! said a liberty-party man to me, after the passage of our
first resolution urging the same ground to be taken with respect to the State,
that had already been taken with regard to the Church—*you can never say
after this that you are not a political society ; for you have taken political
ground which makes you part and parcel of the polities of the land.” It is true.
Adhesion to moral and religious principle on any question will make it part and
parcel of the politics of the land. From that time we amended a phrase that
expressed but half our meaning, and have said ¢ We are not a partizan society.’
We are neither a whig, democratic, liberty-party, or free-soil society. But we
are labouring for muMANITY. We are laying the foundation afresh for many
generations. We are the AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY ; and as such we
see and feel that we are changing the whole crooked politics of our nation.

‘“ The following is a brief summary of the reasons which certain persons in
England accept as sufficient for acting in hostility to the American Anti-slavery
Societ

£ Oﬁe publicly accused it of INFIDELITY, because, du}hmng to depart (at the
instigation of pro-slavery clergymen, urﬂ‘ed on by slaveholdels,) from its appro-
priate work of abolishing slavery, it refuses to excommunicate some of its most
faithful members.

““ A second publicly accused it of bringing forward women improperly, and
thus becoming A WoMAN’s RiGHTS SOCIETY ; because its female members, by
the exercise of their right to vote, helped to defeat the machinations of some
who attempted to destroy the usefulness of the society.

‘“ A third publicly accused it of being A NO-GOVERNMENT SOCIETY ; because,
pointing to a higher law than the law of man, it teaches disobedience to the
slaveholding requisitions of the United States Government, as an anti-slavery duty.

¢“ A fourth publicly accused it of being A No-CHURCH SoCIETY ; because it
branded the American church, the bulwork of slavery, as anti-christian.

‘“ A fifth publicly accused it of being A DO-NOTHING SOCIETY ; because it
refused to sink its existence in the quagmire of political partlza.n strife ; its
treasures at the hustings; and its anti-slavery principles, by compelling its
members to take oaths to the slave-holding provisions-of the United States Con-
stitution ; whilst at the very time of making this accusation, the society was
holding its hundred conventions a year, pouring its petitions by hundreds and
thousands into the legislatures ; and, by the arguments of its addresses to
legislative committees, procuring the ablowatlon of pro-slavery laws, and pro-
moting all the action that States can take, while united with the Slaveholding
General Government. '
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““ Such are the reasons commonly offered for assailing the American Anti-
slavery Society. To state them fairly is to give the lun]ncst praise that could be
offered to that society ; for every one of them is a testimonial of its worth to
the slave, and its fidelity to the teachings of Christ.”

A COMPARISON AND CONTRAST.

Obj ecmons against the ¢ bitter spirit” and the ¢ harsh lan-
guage” of the abolitionists are of old date; they began with
the enterprise, and have continued ever since. They are now
repeated by Messrs. Scoble and Tappan, as if they were diffi-
culties of later years. Now let us contrast the position of
these gentlemen, as opponents to slavery, with that of the
American Anti-slavery Society, and we shall be better able to
estimate the value of their objections.

The one i1s the Secretary and the virtual mouth-piece of the
British and Foreign Anti-slavery Somety, which rarely
comes before the British public from year’s end to year’s end,
except 1n the pages of its Reporter, of which he is the ed1t01
and controller. If we complain that the paper 1s dry,
common-place, unimpassioned ; that it is occupied with much
that has little direct reference to slavery, such as interviews
with ministers of state about sugar duties, courteous receptions,
and satisfactory replies; if you look in vain in its columns for
vigour, earnestness, eloquence, spirit- stlrrmg warmth or sym-
pathy, or for the discussion o:EP slavery in all its religious,
Fohtlcal and social bearings; if you meet no notice of the

abours of those noble men and women whose time and
talents have been freely and disinterestedly devoted to the
American slave, amidst a thousand temptations to desert him ;
under any of these circumstances, you know where to burn.
Ask for the editor, and when you g ear his views on the anti-
slavery question, and on the character and measures of the abo-
litionists, you have a solution of much that has puzzled you
in the course of the British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society,—
the serenity of its indignation, its official, lifeless, cut-and-dry
resolutions, and the comparatively small share of attention de-
voted in 1ts Reporter to American slavery. It 1s clear that a
society thus represented is completely controlled in the public
manifestations of its temper. It works in a room, with paste and
scissors; 1ts committee meet on extraordmary ex1gen01es, to
foot the bills and inspect the machinery—and the thing is done.
Can 1t be, that such an instrumentality represents the living
earnest, anti- slavery spirit of England?

Mr. Tappan 1s 1n pretty nearl_y similar circumstances as to
the control of his spirit and his language. His pretensions,
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however, are greatly more audacious, and his influence more
insignificant. The British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society

et some money ; they have a paper; they are the delegates of
a handful of subscribers, who commit to them the care of’ their
anti-slavery consciences, who trust them implicitly, and take
little trouble to do any anti-slavery thinking for themselves.
This gives the Committee of the British and Foreign Anti-
lavery Society that influence which their secretary wields.
Mr. Tappan, like Mr. Scoble, 1s the head of a close borough ;
his committee is self appointed ; he 1s subject to slight control;
he does all the work; he manages the publication of the oc-
casional pamphlet or anti-slavery almanac; he draws up the
report; he 1s the mouth-piece of the society. The ¢ spirit” of
the society 1s Lewis Tappan’s, and the ¢ language” is his.

Now the American society is differently circumstanced. It
comprehends those friends of immediate abolition in the United
States, who prefer a wide platform to a close committee for the
promotion of their objects; it includes persons of all opinions
on other subjects, who, however they differ on political or
religious dogmas, are clearly united in opinion that slavery is
a sin and should be immediately abandoned. It includes men
and women, old and young, rich and poor, the gentle and the
vehement, accomplished scholars and men who have had.
few advantages of education, politicians and those who place
no faith in party politics. Whatever be the constitution of the
society, or 1its resolutions, every one of its members 1s at
liberty to forward the cause in his own way; there 1s no ex-
communication, except that which is self-imposed by treason
to the anti-slavery cause. ~Under these circumstances, it 1s
inevitable that such a variety of persons, coming before the
public in newspapers of a remarkably free-spoken, unexclusive
character, or addressing public meetings, will exhibit every
variety of temper, every intonation of feeling. They will be
regulated by the natural character of each, their ideas of
truth, their feelings of the necessities, the claims, and the
wrongs of the slave. The American Anti-slavery Society is
not like a puppet-show. Nobody owns it. No individual
has the management of it, and pulls the strings.

The American and Foreign Anti-slavery Society has no news-
paper of its own ; the American Society maintains the National
Anti-slavery Standard with 1ts own funds, and several societies
in connexion with it maintain papers of their own in the
same way. The one holds a single meeting in the year;
the other holds hundreds. The one is a close corporation,
confined to men of orthodox opinions, and advocates of a “right-
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eous civil government;” the other includes men and women
of all shades of political and religious opinion. The one is a
vigilance committee™ throughout the year, with the exception
of three hours of a single day; the American Society has
numerous vigilance committees connected with it. The Ame-
rican and Foreign Society is a Missionary Society, numbering
ninety agents in distant lands, by the simple expedient of as-
suming as 1ts own the labours, funds, and instrumentalities of
the American Missionary Association, through whose periodi-
cal, the American Missionary, it appeals for aid to publish its
annual report. The other society is merely the AMERICAN
ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY, and has neither time nor funds to
spare from the heathen and slaves in the United States, for the
promotion of Christianity and the abolition of slavery in Siam.
The American and Foreign Anti-slavery Society is formidable
and respectable on paper; the American Society is a numerous,
living, lecturing, subseribing, publishing, catholic-spirited,
energetic society, wielding an influence which makes every
American slaveholder tremble.

It 1s a remarkable characteristic of the abolitionists of the
‘ Garrison stamp,” above any other labourers in a difficult and
unpopular cause, that they fearlessly publish in their own
papers the vilest calumnies and the fiercest onslaughts of their
enemies; so that if you wish to see Mr. Garrison painted in
the blackest colours, or the abolitionists held up to ridicule or
contempt, you have only to examine the first page of each
number of the Liberator. IFor example, the recent warnings
of the Rev. Mr. Gutherie of Greenock, as to the infidel ten-
dency of that newspaper, will be found in two numbers of the
Laberator; and left, like most similar accusations, without note
or comment. In the National Anti-slavery Standard, the organ
of the American Anti-slavery Society, a similar course is pur-
sued. I do not see that a more striking proof could be given
of conscious rectitude and moral intrepidity.

* The object of a Vigilance Committee is to assist fugitive slaves with food and
clothing ; to shelter them and forward them to Canada; to protect them from their
pursuers ; and, if overtaken and apprehended, to procure for them legal advice and
assistance. Throughout the Free States there are many such Committees, as well as
individuals scattered here and there, who form a cordon from the Slave Frontier to the
British territory, who are always ready to shelter the fugitive and send him forward,
often at great risk to their own persons and property. The slaveholders are excessively
irritated by this combination, which is sometimes called the underground railroad.
Thomas Garrett, a Quaker in the State of Delaware, was lately stripped in his old age
of the greater part of his property for aiding the escape of a slave mother and her chil-
dren. When cautioned by the sheriff against a repetition of the offence, he replied,
aWhoever knows of a fugitive in distress, may send him to the house of Thomas

arrett.” '
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Contrast the American Society’s courageous, because unpo-
pular, condemnation of Kossuth’s recent time-serving policy in
the United States, with the conduct of Mr. Tappan, and the
committee of his society, who presented a laudatory address to
the Hungarian exile immediately on his arrival in New York,
following 1t up by an intimation that they had no desire to
embarrass him by asking for a reply. If M. Kossuth was enti-
tled to this forbearance for his country’s sake, is not the emi-
grant, the trader, the politician, or the priest also entitled to
plead the maintenance of a family, the claims of business, the
interests of a party, or the progress of a sect, as exonerating
him from encountering popular hostility by any serious oppo-
sition to slavery ? : -

When we consider the infinite variety of ways in which the
question of slavery affects American society, its legislature,
its churches, its law courts, its resorts of business, its parlours,
its hotels, its steam boats, and 1its railways; when we consider
that every interest of humanity, every affection of our common
nature 1s aroused by 1its discussion; 1t 1s the sheerest cant to
object against the American Anti-slavery Society, that the
spirit and language of all its members do not please us.

I have found in all the American abolitionists with whom
I have been associated, a straightforward demeanor, purity of
mind, punctuality in pecuniary engagements, a generous dis-
position, and freedom from hypoecritical profession of any kind.
‘When you meet with people of this stamp, you are fortunate in
your company. When such people stand up for the right, I am
not alarmed by their language, for I know that their hearts
are in the right place.

CONCLUSION.

I have thus endeavoured to show the fallacious character of
the charges against the American Anti-slavery Society, and
the false pretensions and unfaithfulness of its opponents. My
main object, however, has been to supply correct information
respecting that Society, its labours, its claims, and the charac-
ter of its principal supporters. This information has been
hitherto withheld from the British public, or unscrupulously
misrepresented 1n the meanest way, by those duty it was, as
the official friends of the slave, to proclaim it with rejoicing
and thanks to God. When known as they deserve to be, the
American abolitionists cannot fail to be appreciated, and to
secure the willing support and sympathy of all who honor ad-
hesion to principle, and disinterested devotion to a noble but
unpopular cause.
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These statements must go for what they are worth. The
reader’s decision will depend on his preconceived opinions, his
habits of thought, and the influences which surround him.
Let mo one accept my views without investigation. I am
most anxious that the friends of the slave shall inquire for
themselves; feeling thoroughly persuaded that in proportion
as j;h_ey prefer the interests of humanity, truth, and practical
religion, to the interests and reputation of sects and parties,
they will accept my conclusions. If I gain the attention of
any earnest, whole hearted people, and awaken their minds to
serious effort in this great cause, I shall feel amply rewarded.
This is not a mere benevolent question. It is second to none
in 1ts 1importance to the best interests of humanity and civiliza-
tion. It involves every question of moral reform, and cannot
be followed up or adequately prosecuted without a constant
reference and adhesion to first principles. Its solution must
result in the peaceful abolition of slavery—in a bloody revolu-
tion—or in the establishment of despotism in the United States.
Slavery must advance or recede. It must be swept away, or
it will trample down all before it.

Dublin, April 4th, 1852,

APPENDIX.

Tue British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society has taken no steps to redeem itself
from the following grave charges, which have been brought against it in the London
Morning Advertiser, the Bristol Examiner, and various other papers both English and
American, as well as at several public meetings:— '

1st.—That the general course of the British and Foreign Anti-slavery Society has
been one of unfaithfulness to the interests of three millions of slaves in the United
States of America.—(See London Morning Advertiser, July 19, 21, 22, 25, 28,
31; Aug. 1, 6, 16, 26, 27; Sept. 22; Oct. 7, 23, 24; Nov; 5, 1851.—
Bristol Examiner, April 12 ; May 10 ; Aug. 23, 30; Sept. 6, ot w0tk 2319,
1851.—Bristol Mercury, April 7, 1850 ; April 12, 1851. Also reprints of these
articles in the Boston Liberator and the New York Anti-slavery Standard.)

9nd.— That it omitted to take any action in anticipation of the visits of American
pro-slavery clergymen to England, until it was compelled to follow the current of
popular feeling, which had been created during the previous three months by other
less influential associations.—(See London Morning Advertiser, July 19 to Aug. 16,
and Sep. 22, 1851.—Bristol Examiner, April 12; Aug. 30, 1851.—DBristol Mer-
cury, April 12, 1851.)

3rd.—That it subsequently claimed to have originated the anti-slavery measures
taken in this direction by different religious bodies, though many had been adopted
before it put forth any recommendation of them.—(See London Morning Advertiser,
July 31 ; Aug. 1; Sept. 22, 1851.—DBristol Examiner, Aug. 30, 1851.)
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4th,—That, although thoroughly aware of the real character and merely nominal
existence of the American and Foreign Anti-slavery Society, it has persisted in
demanding for that society exclusively the support of British abolitionists.—(See
London Morning Advertiser, Sept. 22 ; Oct. 7 ; Nov. 5, 1851.—Bristol Examiner,
Aug. 23, 80; Sept. 6, 27 ; Oct. 5, ; Esq.,
at the Hall of Commerce, London, Aug. 1, 1851 ; and at other meetings in the
metropolis, reported in the London daily papers, and reprinted in the Boston Libe-
rator and the New York Anti-slavery Standard.)

5th.—That it has studiously concealed from the public the umnceasing exertions and
great achievements of the ‘¢ American Anti-slavery Society,” excluding from the
Reporter all notice of its proceedings, and declining to insert, even as advertisements,
any resolutions of sympathy with its labours, or any appeals for aid to its annual
bazaar.—(See London Morning Advertiser, Oct. 7, 23 ; Nov. 5, 1851.—DBristel
Examiner, April 12; Aug. 23, 30; Sept. 6, 27 ; Oct. 5, 19, 1851.—Mr,
Thompson’s speeches above referred to, and reprints in the Boston Liberator and
the New York Anti-slavery Standard.)

6th.—That it has taken no notice in the British and Foreign Anti—sla.very Reporter
of the most remarkable  series of anti-slavery meetings ever held in the United
States, at which George Thompson, Esq., M.P. recently addressed vast numbers of
the American people, with singular eloquence, falthfulness, and success.—(See Mr.
Thompson’s speeches above 1efe11ed to, and reprints in the Boston Liberator and
the New York Anti-slavery Standard.)

7th.—That it has assiduously kept back from the readers of the Reporter, accounts of
interesting and important public meetings, held in different parts of the kingdom,
to welcome those able and distinguished representatives of their brethren in bonds,
William Wells Brown, and William and Ellen Craft; and has neglected and dis-
couraged fugitive slaves bearing high testimonials from leading members of the
_ American Anti-slavery Society, while commending to the sympathy of the British
public such as are patronized by the American and Foreign Anti-slavery Soeiety.—
(See London Morning Advertiser, Febr. 19; July 28; Sept. 22, 1851.——Bristol
Examiner, April 12 ; May 10 ; Aug. 30, 1851.——Mr. Thompson’s speeches above
referred to.—New York Anti-slavery Standard, Sept. 11.—Boston Liberator,
Sept. 5, 1851.)

8th.—That for the last eleven years some of its more active members, without rebuke
from the society, have industriously circulated sinister reports, prejudicial to the
character and influence of some of the most virtuous, high-minded, and intrepid
American abolitionists, while the Reporter has been closed to all statements calcu-
lated to remove such misapprehensions; thus evincing a want of candour and
magnanimity utterly unbecoming the professed friends of the slave.—(See London
Morning Advertiser, June 30 ; August 1, 26 ; Sept. 22, 1851.—Bristol Exa-
miner, April 12 ; Aug. 23, 30; Oct. 5, 19, 1851.——Boston Liberator, Aug. 1,
1851.—New York Anti-slavery Standard, Aug. 7, 1851.——Collins’s ** Right and
Wrong among the Abolitionists of the United States,” Glasg. 1841.——Glasgow
Female Anti-slavery Society’s Appeal for 1841.—Speech of George Thompson,
Esq. at the Annual Meeting of the Glasgow Emancipation Society, Aug. 2, 1841,
Massachusetts Anti-slavery Society’s Annual Reports for 1840, 1841, 1846.)
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