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ANTI-SLAVERY CATECHISM.








Question. Why do you consider it a duty to preach and

publish abolition doctrines?


Answer. First, I consider it my duty as a Christian; for

the system of slavery, as a whole, and in each one of its

details, is in direct opposition to the precepts of the gospel.

Secondly, I consider it my duty as a conscientious

citizen of this republic; for I believe slavery is prejudicial

to the best interests of my country; and I dare

not hope that God’s blessing will rest upon us, if we

persevere in our iniquity.


Q. But the abolitionists are accused of showing the

worst side of slavery. Is it not true that they seek to

give an exaggerated idea of its evils?


A. I believe every man, who candidly examines the

subject, will come to the conclusion, that every side

appears to be the worst side. Allow me to give a brief

statement of the case. Between two and three millions

of people are compelled to labor without wages. They

gain nothing more by working ten hours than they would

by working one hour. It is not in human nature that

they should be disposed to be industrious under these

circumstances. They try to do as little as possible. The

chief part of the labor that is got out of their bones and

sinews is obtained by fear of the whip. A peck of corn

a week is the usual allowance for the food of a slave.

The planters generally estimate that a slave can be fed

and clothed at an expense of from fifteen to twenty dollars

a year. The following is the printed testimony of Thomas

Clay, of Georgia, himself a slave-holder, though reputed

to be an amiable, conscientious man: “A peck of corn

per week, if it be sound flint corn, is sufficient to sustain

health and strength under moderate labor. But there is

often a defect in the quality, and the quantity is then insufficient.

The present economy of the slave system is

to get all you can from the slave, and give in return as

little as will barely support him in a working condition.

Even where there is not direct intention to abridge his

comforts, they are but little consulted; and the slave,

seeing his master wholly engrossed by his own advantage,

naturally adopts the same selfish course, and, when not

restrained by higher principles, becomes deceitful and

selfish.”


Q. If Mr. Thomas Clay is a good man, and really

thinks slavery so bad in its effects, why does he not

emancipate his own slaves?


A. If you were to ask him, I suppose he would give an

answer very common among planters. He would tell

you that he could not do it because the laws of the State

in which he lives impose such heavy penalties, that the

process of emancipation is extremely difficult and

expensive.


Q. Who makes the laws of the Southern States?


A. The slave-holders themselves. When I hear a man

say that he would gladly emancipate his slaves, if the

laws would allow it, it makes me think of an anecdote I

have often heard. A little girl had been ordered to

perform some household work in the absence of her

mother. When the parent returned, and saw that her

orders had not been obeyed, she said, “My child, why

have you not done as I bid you?” The little girl replied,

“I should have been glad to do it, mother; but I could

not. Don’t you see I am tied?” “And pray who tied

you?” inquired the mother. “I tied myself,” was the

reply. Now this is plainly the case with the slave-holders.

They make oppressive laws, and persist in

upholding those laws, and then say, “I would do my

duty, if I could; but the laws will not permit it.”


Q. Do the slaves have to work all the time?


A. In some States the laws ordain that slaves shall

not be compelled to work more than fourteen hours a day,

from September to March, nor more than fifteen hours a

day, from March to September; and it is reasonable to

conclude that there would have been no necessity for

making such a law, unless some masters did compel

their slaves to toil beyond the specified hours. Convicts,

who are imprisoned for crime, are not obliged to work

more than ten hours a day, and are better fed than the

slaves. It is an extraordinary thing for a slave to be

sent to the state prison for an offence. Instead of punishment,

it would in fact be amelioration of his lot.


Q. But I have been told that the slaves sometimes work

for themselves.


A. When they happen to have kind masters, they are

sometimes allowed a part of the time to earn something

for themselves; but the laws are extremely inefficient

for the protection of property thus acquired. If a white

man sees fit to seize the products of their industry, the

law in most cases affords no redress; because in slave

States a colored man is never allowed to give evidence

against a white man, under any circumstances. Any

note of hand, or written contract with a slave is worth

no more than a promissory note to a dog; because no

slave can bring an action at law. In several of the

States, a slave is liable to punishment if it is ascertained

that he has acquired any property.


Q. I have been told that masters are allowed to kill

their slaves. Can this be true?


A. The laws do indeed nominally consider the killing

of a slave as murder; but no instance has ever been

recorded of a white man executed for killing a slave.

One law on this subject has the following strange qualification:

“Except said slave die of moderate punishment.”

As if any punishment, that occasioned death, could be

moderate! If a hundred blacks or mulattoes, either

bond or free, should see a slave murdered, it avails

nothing against the murderer; because the laws of slave

States do not allow a colored person, under any circumstances,

to testify against a white man. The laws of

South Carolina favor the master to such a degree,

that when accused of murdering a slave, he may be

absolved simply upon his own oath, that he did not commit

the crime!


Q. But I am told that white men are not unfrequently

prosecuted for cruelty to slaves; and this looks as if the

laws afforded the poor creatures some protection.


A. I have read not a few Reports of Cases in Southern

Courts; and those reports did more than any thing

else to make me an abolitionist. Prosecutions are

always brought for the master’s interest—never for the

protection or redress of the slave. In Martin’s Louisiana

Reports, 1818, you will find the case of Jourdan vs. Patten.

In this case a lady sued a neighboring proprietor for the

damage of putting out the only eye of one of her slaves.

The Supreme Court decided that the defendant should

pay the lady the sum of twelve hundred dollars; in consideration

of which, the slave should be placed in his

possession. The lady received all the money, as an

indemnification for the loss of property; but the poor

slave not only received no atonement for his sufferings,

but was actually given to the very man that had knocked

his eye out! This is a fair sample of the nature of all

such prosecutions. In Nott & McCord’s South Carolina

Reports, 1818, it is stated that a slave belonging to Mrs.

E. Witsell, was shot through the head by two men who

were hunting runaway negroes. The lady commenced

an action to recover the value of her slave. The judge

told the jury that circumstances might exist to authorize

the killing of a negro, without the sanction of a magistrate,

or even the order of a militia officer; but it was thought such

circumstances were not connected with this case; the

lady was therefore entitled to compensation for injury

done to her property. As for the poor slave himself, his

parents, his wife, or his children, they were never once

thought of in the matter.


Q. But do you really believe they hunt negroes with

dogs and guns, as some people say?
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