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70 THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF

NORTH CAROLINA.

We addressed, some time since, a printed cir-
ar t2 certain of our constituents, who had made

cul :
inquiries of us, as to the proofs of charges that

had been made against Geperal HARRISON, in
relation to a law of Indiana,

ment of fines and costs of prosecution. We con-

sidered that our fellow-citizens had a right to

make these ingairies, and that it was our duty to
As the letters we had received
upon this subject were very numerous, we de-
termined to give a general answer to them all ;
and, as we meant to say nothing but the truth,
and. unlike some other politicians, hid no objee-

answer them.

{ion that any thing we said or wrote should be
published, we issued a short reply to the inqui-

ries thus made of us in a printed cirzular, under

the responsibility of cur names.
This appears to have
some of our colleagues.

in which we are denounced us

and misrepresentations '
are “mortified beyond measure’ that this should
have been done by members who come from N,
Carolina.

We cannot say that we are either sorry_or
curprised at the course of our colleagues. We
mizht, to be sure, have expected a very different
course from these gentlemen as our coliragies,
and sa very sensitive for the honor of ouT State.
il we had really misstated any fact, or had, in
relation to those laws, misundersiood them and
misrepresented their true meaning, why did not
these g+ntlemen, instead of undergoing the mor-
tification of publicly denonncing us, cnll; on us,
and at least endeavor to show us our mistakes,
and desire us to correct them? We appeal with
confidence to such of you as know s, wh_r-ther
you do not believe that, if any errors or misrep-
resentations’ had been thus pointed out to s, we
would cot readily have corrected them, and pub-
licly repaired any wrong we had done?

These gentlemen koew well we would have
done so; and they did not thus call on us, be-
cause they did not believe they could show us
any unfounded fact or inisrepresentation. Ifthey
had called upon us, although they are some of
them lawyers, and we but p'ain ciizens, we
think, upon the sabject of these laws and other
matters in. their address, we could have enlight-
ened them so far asto have saved them from
the mortification they must feel [rom the expos-
ure we are about to make of them. D

We undertake to place them in this position
as charging us with misrepresentation, haviog
no other way of making it oat but by being guilty
of the grossest misrepresentations themselves.—
Now to the proof—and we begin with the Endi-
ana law; and we aver that we have stated its
terms and its meaning correctly, and that these
gentlemen have totally misrepresented them.

Now as we have. published this law, so have
they. They do not pretend that we have not
given it fairly, fully, and correctly.
acain, as we both agree—read it for yourselves:
Estract from the Laws of the Indiana Territory,

printed at Vincennes, by Messrs. Stout & Smoot,

in 1807. and now in the Library of the State De-
partment, Washington city.
: CHAPTER VL )

An Act respecting Crimes and Punishments.

Sec.30. When any person or persons shall, 0 con-
viction of any crime or breach of any penal law, be
sentenced to pay a fine or fines, with or without the
costs of prosecution, it shall and may be lawful for
the Court before whom such conviction shall be
had, to order the sheriff to sell or hire the person or
persons so eonvicted to service to any person or
persons who will pay the said fine and costs, for
such term of time as the said Court shall judge
reagonable. -

And if such person or persons, so segtenced and
hired, or sold, shall abscond from the service of his
or her master or mistress before the term of such

. servitude shall be expired, he or she so absconding
shall, on conviction Eefoue a justice of the peace,
be whipped with thirty-siine stripes, and shall,
morcover, serve two days for every one so lost.

Sec. 31. The judges of the several Coarts of re-
cord in this Territory shall give this act in charge
to the grand jury at each and every court 10 which
a8 grand jury shall b2 sworn.

JESSE B. THOMAS,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
B. CHAMBERS,
President of the Louneil.
Approved, September 17. 1807. )
WILLIAM HENRY HARRISON.

The difference between us, then, is as to the
meaning and effect of this law. We said it was
a law “to sell white men and white women for
sherifly fees, clerks’ fees, and lawyers’ fees, and

fines imposed by Courts.”

thus they make it out. They say:

“"Ve submit whether the statement does not bear
The act related to

lied only to those
who were sentenced, on conviction of any crine

its own refutation on its face.
‘crimes and punishments.” [tapp

or breach of any penal law, to pay ‘a fine or fines,
with or without the costs of prosecution.’
reading of the law exposes the groundless chargs,
because it says ¢ with or without the casts of pros-
ecation.’
lieve that, in enacting this law, the clerks’, lawyers’,
and sheriffs’ fees were alone consalted.

- i ——

and a law of Ohio,
subjecting white citizens to sale for the non-pay-

_given great offence to
Mossrs. Stasny, Wit-
r1axs, DEBERRY, and RAYNER, have addressed
you in a publication in yesterday’s Intelligencer,
i “having descend-

ed from high stations to make unfounded charges
1" and these gentlemen

Here it is|8

This our accusers |
deny—this they say is a misrepresentalion ; and

The

Messrs. M. and H. would have you be-

It was in-
tended as a punishment for crimes, such as horse
stealing, hog stealing, burglary, arson, &c.. which
are expressly mentioned in the law, when the erim-

inals were, ‘on conviction,’ sentenced to'pay a
fine, * with or without the costs of prosecution.””

We have here a lawyer's quibble about the
words “with or without the costs of prosecution.”

How.do these words show our charge to be
_goundless? We say they mean that when the

ourt sentences the person to pay a fine only,
“without the casts of prosecution,” then he is to
pay the fine only, and when the sentence isto
pay a fine “with the costs of prosecution,” then
he must pay the fine and cos's, and the costs are
| sheriffs’ fees, clerks’ fees, and lawyers' fees, and
the man unable to pay, is to be sold to pay the
fine and these fees. This we say is the law;
and our accusers (lawyers too) are either so
blinded by passion and prejudice, or velieve that
you are blind and ignorant enough to take any
version of it they may give you, that they deny
this'plain meaning of these words, and seem to
understand them as a part of the sentence of the
Court—that the Court sentences the man to pay
“a fine with or without the costs of prosecution.™
That is, the man is to pay the fine, “with or
without the costs,” as he pleases —so that he is
never compelled, by the senience under this law,
to pay the costs, unless he chooses to do sp; on-
ly the fine, without the cos!s. And thus they
malke out our misrepfesentation in saying that'a
mar could be sold under this law for cos:s, or
clerks’, sheriffs', and lawyers’ fees.

Let any man of common sensé say whether
the absurd and ridiculeus meaning they give to
these words, can be the meaning of the law.—
Did not the lnw mean that the persen convicted
was to be sentenced to pay a fine, with the costs;
that is, the costs also, 1f the Court thought fit to
{50 sentence him? Did it mean that he was to
pav the fine only, and never pay the costs; hav-
ing this option of paying the fine with the costs,
or without the costs, as he pleased?’ 1f so, why
did the law say any thing about cosis? and why
say, in the subsequent part of the section, that
the sheriff is to sell or hire, &e., “to pay the said
fine and costs” 2 Itis plain, then, the man could
h= sold lor the costs, and we are right, and our
accusersare wrong ; and they, ought, to be mor-
tified beyond measure,” that members from N.
Carolina, even if they were not lawyers, should
make such a misrepresentation.  Bat their mor-
tification ought to be far deeper for a far greater
misrepresentation on this subject. They say of
this act, "1t was intended as a punishment for
crimes, such as horse stealing, hog stealing, bur-
glary, arson, &e.”

Nouw, here is a most unfair intimation that the
white persons, men and women, subject to the
punishment of this aci, were such as were con-
victed of the crimes they have enumerated, or
such crimes. To be sure there is &c. bat that,
it was thought, you would not notice or vnder-
stand, and would therefore think that it was for
irfamous crimes like those they mention, that
persons were 10 be sold under this act, and not
(as the law says) “for any crime or breach of
any penal law.” )

Again, they say—*it was intended as a puo-
ishment lor crimes, sach as horse stealing, hog
stealing, burglary, arson, &e.” It was intend-
ed for no such thing: for this. very same law
punishes, all these offences they have specified
with severer punishments than fine and costs,
some of them with death. And indeed, who
ever heard of a law punishing such crimes mere-
ly by finesand costs? [ere then is a preity
plain misrepresentation. They say this law
“was intended as a punishment .for crimes such
as horse stealing, hog stealing, burglary, arson,
&c. which are expressly mentioned in the law 2
And these criunes are espressly mentioned in the
law, not as panishable by a sentence for fine and
costs only, but by whipping, imprissnment, pil-
lorys and death ; so that this law did not apply
to these crimes. And in this same law, assaults
and batteries, riots and other offences are men-
tioned, and made panishable by fines and costs
only; so that for these the law was intended ;
for these lesser misdemeanors or breaches of
penal law, as are not autended with any moral
tarpitude. Did not these gentlemen see that this
law applied d-slinct'I} and clearly to any crime,
anv penal law?® id they not know thal as-
saults and balteries, and other misdcmea:nors we
have mentioned, were withia its operation? [
they did, why, when they mentioned horse and
hog stealing, burglary and arson, did. they not
o on to assault and battery and riots belore they
closed the catalogue with this cunaing “&e.” ?

Buecause they will not ackuowledge and do
not waunt you lo see that theig favorite, General
fHarrison, signed this law to sell white men and
women and subject themn 1o thirty nine lashes, if
too poor to pay fines and fees for assaults and
batteries, and such like petty offences.

Here then is a double misrepresentation.—

First, in adroitly intimating that the law was
only intended for such heinous crimes as they
mention; and second, in saying thatit was in-
tended for horse stealing and the othercrimes
they specily, which are never so mildly-punished
as. by a sentence for fines and costs.
But this is not all. Their whole defence of
General Harrison rests on this pretence, and
their whole charge of vur misrepresentation as
1o this act, is the same—the law was only meant
for infamous ecriminals, borse thieves, and such
like. General Harrison was only for a law for
selling such offenders. This they repeat con-
tinually. 1hus they say: -

“We take it for granted that any intelligent man
will see at ence this misstatement, and will, as soon
as the law is read, be entirely satisfied that selling
a horse thief, or a hog thief, or one who had com-
mitted forgery or perjury, after he had been ‘con-
victed’ by twelve men, cannot properly or with
trath be said to be selling ‘respectable and good
neighbor men, for lawyers’ fees.” i )

We take it for granted that &very intelligent
man will see this misstatement, will see that we
have acyuitted ourselves and proved our accusers
guiltyy of what they charged upon us. The is-
sue between us is a plain one, [fthis law was
intended for thieves and persqns convicted of for-
gery or perjury, ifthey only were liable to be
sold under this law of General Harrison, then
we are wrong; but if otherwise, if the persons to
be sold under this law were not theSe heinous of-
fenders, as the law itself shows, hut persons
guilty of assaults, riots, and other lesser oﬂ’?ncgs
then we are right, and the miscepresentation is
upon our accusers, and respectable and good
neighbor mea might he sold under this law for
assaults and batterics, for we have known such
persofis to be sometimes guilty of such offences,
and we presume that at least one of our accusers
knows of such a case. '

We did not advise our constituents *'to oppose
the election of General Harrison becadse he
wished to punish thieves, forgers,and perjured

-

than this.
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with' this cruel” and disgraceful punishment of
sale and whipping, persons who were guilty of
assaults and baiteries and such smallgr offences
as very honest people may Sometimes be tempted
to eommit, if they were too poor to pay the fines
and costs of prosecution. :

Yet these gentlemen ask, “how could honest
people suffer by such a law 7 “No honest man
could complaia of it.”” Now we think there are
many l#ws for slight offences, which very honest
people may sometimes violate, and the law thinKs
s0 too, for it punishes, in such cases, simply
by the payment of fines and costs. And we
complain of General Harrison, because he
thought such people,. if they were poor, ought
to be subject to be sold and whipped. We say it
shows that he belongs to that class of politicians
whose sympathies are all with the rich. They
are to pay their fines and cosis, which they can
do without feeling it, but the poor are to be
sold. Nay, he carries the matter still further
He is for a law which, while it pro-
vides for selling the poor, proteets the rich from
{Jrosecmi_on. Look at this section of ‘the Ohio
aw.

“Sec. 17. Be il further enacted, That when an
person shall be apprehended for, or charged wit
commilting an assault, or assault and battery, if the
party accused caw agree, compromise, or settle with
the party injured, no further proceedings shall be
had on account of such offence, either by indictment
or otherwise.” -

General Harrison was for this.
in Ohio journal for 1820, page 305.

Thus it .appears that General Harrison is for
permiting a man who, with his money, is ena-
bled 10 satisly the party he has assaulted, to
escape all prosecution, slthough his conduct may
have deserved the most exemplary punishment ;
and the man who is too poor to do this, must be
tried, and if convicted, and too poor to pay his
fine and fees, may be sold. Thisis General
Harrison's way of distribating eriminal justice
to the rich and the poor. Their money is to give
impunity to the one, their poverty, servitude, and
stripes, to the other.

This is what our celleagues know they have
to defend for their candidate; and unable to
defend it, they deny it, and misstate the law.
We pronounce this attempt an unworthy artifice,
unbecoming members of Congress representing
honest men. Fellow-citizens: we call upon you
to read this short, plain law of General Har-
rison’s, and judge between us. It says:* Any
crime,” “breach of any penal law,” our col
lcazues * grossly insult your understandings,” by
insinuating, over and over again, in their publi-
cation, (what they dared not plainly assert,) that
it does not mean any crime, any penal law, but
was “intended for horse thieves, hog thieves,
burglary, arson,” etc

Now the itself *before them, pubdlished

This vote is

law i
horse thieves, hog stealing, and arson, in page 30,
and burglary in page 21, by severer punishments
than the payment of fines and costs, therelore, this
section was not iotended for them. And the
same law punishes assauits and battery in page
98, and riots in page 23, and also other offences,
by imposing fines and costs; and therefore this
section applies directly to such lesser offences.
And now, we ask you, have yon never known
honest men, good neighbor men, to be guilty
of assaults, riots, obstructions to lawful authority,
and such other breaches of law? And we ask
you_to say what you think of a law which would
expose such persons to sale, and to be whipped?
And what you think of the man who approved
such a law, and of the men who stop at no sort
of misstatements and artifice to uphold him for so
doing? _ :

But our colleagues have made a great discove-
ry. They have found a law of North-Carolina
as bad as this of Indiana; so that “the assertion
we made as to the Indiana law, may be made
with as much truth of this law as of the Indiana
law.” _

And here again we mean to prove upon them
another misrepresentation. We will rescue our
State from a charge which we consider disgrace-
ful, thus thrown upon it by some of its own rep-
resentatives. [t has no such law in its code.—
They say: . _ s

“By this law of our own State, which we quote
from mewmory, not having the book beforé us, it is
provided that certain persons who are idle and
disorderly in their conduct, (not confined to those
who are convicted of crimes, as the Indiana law
was,) should be ‘hired out; butif such persons
were of ill fame, so that he or they could not be
hired out for the costs, nor give sufficient security
for the same, and his or their future good behaviour,
in that case itshalland may be lawful for said court
to cause the offender or offenders, to receive thirty-
nine lashes on his or their bare back, after which
he or they shall be set at liberty, and the costs ari-
sing thereon shall become a county charge ; which
punishment may be inflicted as often as the person
may be guilty, allowing twenty days between the
punishment and the offence.” :

Now mark these worthy colleagues, who are
so zealous for the konor of their State, so morti-
fied that “members who should have come from
North Carolina” should make misrepresenta-
tions. It seems they “qnote this law from me-
mory, not having the book before them.” This
way of quoting the law was, no doubt, the.most
convenient, for they could remember to insert
such parts as might suit their purpose, and re-
member to forget the rest. Accordingly, “not
having the book before them,” they can only re-
member that »it is provided that certain persons
‘who are idle, disorderly in their conduct, (not
confined to those who are convicted of crirae, as
the Indiana law was,) should be hired out; and
then, “not having the book before them,” they
are favored with such a marvellous power of me-
mory, that they quote all the Test of the section;
and {rom the same page, being eight or nine
lines, word for word, exactly as if they had.the
book before them. We have nothing to do,
therefore, with this latter part, which they have
remembered with sauch surprising correctness.

T'hose persons who could not be hired out, nor
pay, nor give security, are to be \v!llppefi. Bat
who are they that are to be dealt with with such
severity? Every thing depends on that. Are
they such persons as the Indiana law gubjected
to sale and whipping #—persons guilty of as-
sault, riots, &c2 or are they vile profligates, har-
dened offenders, deserving such punishment?—
For this, we must refer to that part of the law
where those gentlemen’s memories _ialled them,
as remarkably as it helped them in the.other
part of it. .

Who, then, are the persons to be thas punish-
ed? Those gentlemen say, “persous who are
idle and disorderly in their conduct,” “not con-

victed of crimes, as the Indiana law was.”

wretches,” but because he wished to pﬁniah. .
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Then, according to the representation these
gentlemen give irom memory of a law of their
own State, persons who are only charged with
idleness and disorder, and have not been con-
victed of crimes, are to be punished by this law
of North Caroffan ; #nd if so, as they intimated,
it would be a harder law than that of Indiana,
for the punishment®there Was after conviction ;
here, according to their memory, it is without it.
Now, let the law speak for itself : vol. 1, Ie-
vised Statutes, page 201, sec. 44:

“If any person or perso%s, who have ne appar-

themselves and their families, shall be found saun-
tering about, and endeavoring to maintain them-
selves by gaming or other undue means, it shall

the county wherein such person may be found, on
due proof made, to issue his warraat for such offend-
ing person, and cause him to be brought before said
justice, who is hereby empowered, onconviction, to
demand security for his or their good behavior, and
in case of refusal or negleet, to commit him or
them te‘the jail of the county for any term not ex-
ceeding ten days; at the expiration of which time
he shall be set at liberty, if nothing criminal appears
against him, the said offender paying all charges
arising from such imprisonment ; and if sach per-
son be guilty of the like offence from and after the
space of twenty days, he or they so offending shall
be deemed a vagrant, and be subject to one month’s
imprisonment with all costs accruing thereon,
which, if he neglect or refuse "to pay, he may be
continned in prison until the next court of the coun-
IF, which may proceed to try the said offender ; and
if found guilty by a verdict of a jury of good and
lawful men, said court inay proceed to hire the of-
fender for any time not exceeding the space of six
months, to make satisfaction for all costs; but if
such person-or persons be of ill fame, so that he or
they cannot be hired for the costs, nor give suffi-
cient security for the same, and his or their futore
good behavior, in that case it shall and may be law-
ful for sgid court to cause the offender or offenders
to receive thirty-nine lashes on his or their bare
back, after which he or they shall be set at liberty ;
and the costs arising thereon shall become a county
charge which punishment may be inflicted as often
as the person may be guilty, allowing twenty days
between the punishment and the offence.”

Now, we see what a strange perversion of

this law is given by our colleagues. Are the
persons it thus punishes only idle, and disorder-
ly, and unconvicted ?
" Before the law can affect the party at all, he
must be a person who has no appareat means
of subsistence, or .neglects applying himselfto
some honest calling for suppart, then such per-
son must be found sauntering about and endeav-
oring to maintain himself by gaming or other
undue means.

When he does this, it becomes lawful for any
justice, on due proofl made, to issue a warrant
for him. When brought before the justice, he
is required to give security for his good beha-
vior. = And this is all he is required to do. i
he gives it, he is discharged, paying neither
fines norcosts. 1f he neglects or refuses, then’
he is to he committed to jail for any time not
exceeding ten days, “at the expiration of which
timne he shall be set at liberty, if nothing crimin-
al appear against him, paying the charges of
his imprisonment.” ‘I'hen, if he is again guilty
of the like offence after twenty days, he shall be
deemed a vagrant, and be sobject to one month’s
imprisonment with the costs, “which if he ne-
glects or refuses to pay, he may be continued in
prison until the next court of the county, which
may proceed to try the said offender, and if found
guilty by a verdict of a jury of good and lawful
men, said court may proceed to hire the offender
for any time not exceeding the space of six
monhs, to make satisfaction for all costs.”—
Then comes the part of the law the gentlemen
remember so well : if he be of ill fame and can-
not be hired out, then he is to be whipped.

So that, by this law, no man can be thus pun-
ished only for living idle and disorderly; he
must be a_ vagrant, living: by gaming or other
undue means. Nor are they unconvicted. Al
ter refusing or neglecting to give security for
their good behavior, they are (o be committed
for ten days. Then, if agaia guilty, he is to be
deemed a vagrant, and be committed for a month;
and then, if he neglects or refuses to pay the
costs, is'to be continued in prison till the court
sits, and then to be-tried and convicted b{ a jury
—all this, so unfortunately forgotien by these
gentlemen, thus libeling the mstitntions ol their
own State, must precede the hiring out or the
whipping. ' -

And on whom but the infanrons outcasts of
this punishment fall? And how does it compare
with the Indiana law, by which honest men and
good neighbors, committing no offence 1nvolv-
ing moral 1urpitude, but guilty of assault or oth-
er petty violation of law, were to be sold for an
unlimited time, if too poor to pay their fines and

| costs, and withaut trial by jury, (‘o which by

our law, even infamous vagrants iwere entitlec)
to be whipped, if _they absconded, with (hirty-
nine stripes?

Such laws as this of our State for the punish-
ment and restraint of vagrants, are to be found
every where, and no honest man, however poor.
can suffer from them. But where, in what State
or country which pretends to be free, can a law
be found like this of Indiana for selling and
whipping free white citizens, who bhave been
convicted of the trifling offences thal are pun-
izshablé only by the payment of fines and costs,
because they are too poor to pay them?

We had said, in our comments upon this law,
that these unfortunate paupers might be sold to
a free negro. According o . this law they cer-
tainly might, for it says they may be sold “to
anyg-person or persons who will pay the said
fine and costs.” Wae sunpposed, therefore, that
this law was like the one in Ohio, and that free
negroes might he the purchasers. We had
never heard, and knew of no other law. Our
coll-agues, however, have found one, and they
think us much to blame that we did not find it,
because “it is in the same book:” We now ad-
mit that there is a law prohibiting free negroes
from being the purchasers of these white per-
sons. It 1s in a subsequent part of the book.
and we were not bound to read the whole book
to see if tere was any other law altering the
provisions of the one we were examining.

We therefare agree, that afier passing this
law authorizing the sale to “any person or per-

gate the law, so far as not to allow free megroesto
be their purchasers; and we think it strange,

far [fova'being the case, that this
which out éotleagues have referred uvs, while it
prohibits free'negroes from buying them, places
them ‘under new restraints and punishments, so
cruel and intolerable as 16 make this law, also
approved by General Harrison, a fit eompanion
for the one we have reprehended.

By the thirteefith section, if one of these ser-
vants, (and let it be remembered that henest pér-

very law to.

ent means of subsistence, or neglect applying them-
selves to some honest calling for the support of

and may be lawful for any justice of the peace of

society, vagrants, and cominon nuisances, coulddofiunces, by imprisoning, fines, and costs.

sons,” it was fortunately thought proper 1o miti-

that when the case of these poor creatures was
thus reconsidered, some fagther mitigation had
not been thought reasonable. But this was so

sons, if poor, may be made servaots; and for an
indefinite {ime, 1n the opinion of the court,) if
they cammot pay these fines and costs, shall
be found ten miles from the temement of his
master without a pass, he may be carried be-
fore a justice, and be “by his order punished

discretion.” :

By the fourteenth. section, if he goes to the
dwelling "house or plantation of any person
whatever, without leave from his owner, “it
shall be lawful for the owner of such planta-
tion or dwelling house,” (we presume even if
such owner be a free negro, unless some oth-
er law . restricting” these cenefal expressions
be found,) *10 give or order such slave or ser-
vant ten lashes, on his or her bare back.”
The eleventh section enacts, that *in all
cases of penal laws, where free persons are
punishable by fine, servants shall be punished
by whipping, after the rate of twenty lashes
for every eight dollars.”

Our colleagues are welcome toall the proofs
they can gather from these pravisions, of Gen-
eral Harrison’s humanity and kindness to the
poor. We think the condition of those ser-
vants will be considered hard enough, under
such a system of laws, although they were
not iiable to be sold to free negroes.

The tenth section of this law deserves a re-
mark : this punishes the persons who “shall
buy, sell, or receive of, 1, or from, any ser-
vant, any coin or commodity whatsoever, with-
out the leave or consent of the master or
owner of such servant; and if any person shall
presume to deal with any servant, without
such lease or consen:, he or she so offending
shall forfeit and pay to the master or owner
of such servant four times the value of the
thing so bought, sold, or received, &c. and
shall also forfeit and pay the further sum of
twenty dollars to any person who will sue
for the same, or receive on his or her bare
back thirty-nine lashes, well laid on, at the
public whipping pos:; but shall nevertheless
be liable to pay the cost of said snit.”

Here, then, is another law of General Har-
rison’s, and we thank our colleagues for re-
ferring us to it, which affsrds aoother sample
of his commiscration for the poor, and shows
his sympathies are with the rich. '

Let any man or woman “presume to deal,”
however ignorantly, with one of the white ser-
vants of these lordlings, who buy their white
fellow-citizens, when too poor to pay fine and
fees; and if he or she so presumes, without the
master’s leave, they are to pay fourfold to the
master, and forleit twenty dollars to the inform-
er; and .if too poorto pay it, are to receive at
the public whipping post thirty-nine lashes on
his or her bare back, well laid on ; and then they
are [urther to be liable %o pay the costs of sueh
suit, '
We shoold like to know il our colleagues
think this “a law that no honest moan need com-
plain ol,”” and if they can find a law of North |
Curolina any thing like this. So much forthese
Indiana laws. We have been particular on this
topic, because we wished "to justify ourselves
from a charge most wantonly brought against
ug, and to make good our retort of it npon our
censors. We need not touch upon the other ac-
cusations against us, after this exposition, at
much length.

As to the Ohio law, it speaks for itsell. Tt is

of the same character, and breathes throughout

the same spirit—sympathy for the rich, severity

for the poor—for the one, the 17ih section of

this law, before quoted, provides imnpunity, to be

purchased by their money—for the other, public

sale upon ten days’ notice, & delivery to a master.

Wil it be pretended that this law also was in-

tended for horse thieves, and other infamous

criminals, specified by our colleagues, and not

for assaulis and other minor cffences? This

cannot be, for the Ohio laws punish all these in-

famous crimes enumerated in this publication,

not with fines and costs, b it with confinement in

the penitentiary. And thése laws punish as-

saults, destroying fruit trees, and other lesser

So .
that this® law manifestly applies to these latter

offences only. The sale it authorizes is of “any

persoft’” imprisoned, or under execution “for the
non-payment of a fine, or costs, or both.” Costs
are clerks’, sheriffs’, and lawyers’ fees. For these,

therefore—for these fees the man may be sold.

When it was under consideration 1t was dis-
cussed. General Harrison was aware, when he
voted Tor it. of the objectiops to it. It was al-
leged to be applicable to cases of assaunlt; it was
shown by Governor Lucas, then in the Senate,
how'it might apply to an old Revolutionary
soldier who, vpon suddran provocation, might
commit an assault, for which he might be sold,
and a free negro might buy him. General Har-
rison denied none of this, but voted for retain-
ing the section; and all this was true, for it is
not pretended that there was any other law of
Ohio prohibiting free negrees from purchasing
atsuch sales. So that, vnder this section, if
General Harrisor could bave carried it, an hon-
est good neighbor man might undoubtedly have
been sold, as we asserted, apd a [ree negro might
have boaght him. )

Where then is the misrepreseatation asto this
law? With uvsor our colleagues? They say
“a poor man could not suffer by this lJaw.” We
say heconld. They ailege we have not publish-
ed the 37th section of another act to which this
section refers. 'I'bis is true; and why should
we? for it does not affect the charge. We could
not have meant to conceal it; for we published
the passage in the Journal referring to this 37th
section, and were not aware that any ingenuity
could makeany thing out of it in the shape ofan
excuse for this vole of General Harrison; and
now that our colleagues have published it, how
‘|do they pretend that it affects the section for
which General Harrison voted ? It provides that

with stripes, not exceeding thirty-five, at his.

when it is made to appear to the satisfaction of
the county commissioners that a person imprison-
ed for a fine and costs cannot pay them, they
may order his discharge. This only made it dis-
eretionary on the commissioners—they may dis-
chdrge : butalthough satisfied the man could not
pay. they may not discharge; and the eection we

quoted, and for which General Harrison LT
only says this discharge under this 37th seet
shall not be prevented by this act ; still leaving ¥
discretionary. ‘Fhey may discharge ; and thew
adds these words: “if it shall be.considered ex-
pedient to grant such discharge.”. Mow we.ave’
at a loss 10 see how this affects the:section so as.
to excuse General Harrison for voting foy, it.
The man who does not pay his fine and fees, it
shall be lawful for the sheriffto sell. Butthe
county commissioner, if satisfied that he cannot’
pay, may discharge him “if it shall be consider-
ed expedient.” All we s#id was, thata man
might be sold under thislaw if unable to pay
fine and fees ; and ie it not plain that he could-ge 7
It is true the county commissioner, if satisfied of
his inability, may discharge him ifitshall be
considered expedient; but it is also true that
though satisfied of his inabilily, they may not
consider it expedient; and may not discharge
him. And isthis a proper subject—tbe sale of &
free white citizen, whose inability to pay is found’
to be left to a commissioner as a question of ex-
pediency 2 Weshould have thought no one could
be found who would not say that if the man was
poor and could not pay, he onghtto be discharged'
absolutely. But General [Harrison thought
otherwise, and our colleagues think with him,
that expediency is to determine whether he shall’
be discharged or sold. ‘FThese gentlemen are for
high doetrines and strong powers. The people
are not lo have their righ's secured absolutely.-
‘Those who govern must have a discretionary
authority to give or withhold their rights, as
they may see fit. This will make the people’
submissive and obedient ; the poor will be hum~
ble and submissive to the rich, and vote as they
please when they are made to depehd upon them.
And rulers, and judges, and commissioners will
be obeyed and respected, when they ean order a
man, who is proved to be poor, either to be dis-
charged or sold, to be free or have a master, a»
they may consider it expedient. We cannot be-~
lieve thut our colleagues have done much good
to their cause, or their eandidate, or themselves,
by referring you fo this section, and claiming
the right thus to dispose ef their fellow-citizens

las slaves according to expediency.  They have

betrayed their principles; and the people will
understand hosw they are to be governed, il the
party which advecates this sort of legisialion
shall be trusted with the power they are seek-
ing. It is onthis acconnt that the exposition of
this subject becomes interesting and importan:.
We shail therefare follow it a little further, and
take same notice of the litter of General FHarris-
on himself on this subject, which the publication
of our colleagues quotes with commendation :
and shall jostify, from this letter alone, all we
have syid of these |1ws and of the principles of
those who advoeate them.

In the irst place, we see the sume unfair effort’
to evade this charge, andto misrepresent the
effect and - intention of the act. Hesays it was
not intemie? to be applied to unfortunate debtors,
“but to infamous' offenders;’ apd he gives a
detail of amendmen's to the penntentiary law,
changing the punishment for thefis under fifty
dellars, “as if these were the infaimons offenders
for whom this law was intended. We have
already exposed this. Itis untrue tha#the law
was intended “for infamous offnders, persons

fconvicted of assaulis and other ‘similar trans-

gressions, are not infamcus.” And General
Harrison knew the law applied to them. kt was
so shown in the debate on it, and General Har-
rison did not deny it. :

So the Jetter cavils as our colleagues do about
the terms used in this charge against kim. Tt
repels the accusation of his having voted for a
law to sell white people lor debt. He "is quile
indignant that he should be charged with such a
thing. Strictly speaking these fines and fees for
which they might be sold, are perhaps not
properly debts, though as it is something which
a man owes, and is obliged to pay, it is pretty
much the same thing asa debt, and may have
been so spoken of, without any substantial mis-
take. We however, had not vsed this term.
We did not speak of dehts, but of fines and fees.
The letter admits that to sell debtors is “an abomi-
nable principle,” and that voting for such a law
wWould deserve “the execration of every honest
man in society.”” Now we ask where istne differ-
ence between seilling a man for debt, and selling
him for a fine, and for clerks, and Mwyers’fees ?
If the first isan “abominable principle.” what is
the other? So that it comes to this; we charge
and prove that General Harrison voted fora law
to sell poor white people for fines and fees; and
this letter 1s held vp 10 show that he was not for
selling them for debt ; no, that would be abomi-
nable,” To which ‘'we need only say that
selling them for fines and fees was bad enough.
T'he General thinks .otherwise, and proclaims
himself a great lover of the people, the friend of
the poor. He would not sell the poor creatures
for debt. He loves them 100 well for that; but
when they have to pay fines and fees for an
assault, ¢hen they may be strack off to the
highest bidder. He does not love them well
enongh to obj~ct to that. This lelfer seems to
consider it quite a trifle to be sold at auetion, and
havea master; anc that the people ought to think
nothing of being thus exposed, and disposed of.
See what soft words he gives tothe proceedings;
it is only to “be transferred to the comfortable
mansion of some virtuous citizen,” and they
ought to be glad of it.

See. ye poor white men and women! what
love General Harrison and his supporters have
for yon ! what kind provision they are willing
to make for your comfort! Itis true you ma
be sold at auction; but what of that! It wiﬁ
beto a virtuous citizen, for the sale is to the
highest bidder, and the rich will buy and the
of course are virtuous citizens. Then you wirl
be delivered over to your master, (the law does
not say you shall be tied,) and he will take you
to a comfortable mansion, nota log cabin, and his
admonitions will check your vicious propensities.

This is the way General Harrison thinks and
feels aboutthe sale of a free citizen; & our col-
leages concur with him, and think no honest
man need complain of it.

Fellow-citizens, does not such langoage betray
the true principles of the men who are seeking 1o
conciliate your favor? Tt shows how they
undervalue your intelligence as men, and your
feelings as {reemen. They know nothing of you.
They know nothing of the high spirit with
which the honest laborer goes forth to his daily
toil, returnes to his rude fare and humble home,
and rejoices in the proud consciousnessthat what
he sees around him is his own, and that there is
“none to make him afraid.”
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