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THE CASE OF NELSON HACKET.
to John scobLE, Esq., SECRETARYOF THE BRITISH AND FortEIGN

ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY.
WashingtonCity, Dec.27, 1842.

DEAR SIR,--I hastento communicateto you an interestingpieceof
informationI havejust obtainedfromtheHon. Mr. Cross,Representa
tivein CongressfromArkansas. It is

,

thatNelsonHacket,thecoloured
manwhowas surrenderedby theGovernor o

f

Canadaon a requisition
fromtheGovernor o

f Arkansas, to answer to a charge o
f stealing,was

taken to Arkansas,andwithout trial restored to the possession o
f

his
formermaster a

s
a slave; that h
e escapedagain,andwas retaken; but

finallyescapedthe third time, and has not beenheard o
f since; and

whether h
e

hasgoneclear, o
r
is destroyed, is notknown.

As it is reportedthatsystematicmeasureshavebeenadoptedhere for
the recovery o

f

thevastnumber o
f

slavesthatareescaping,by claiming
them a

s felons,theexasperationanddismaythatexisthereareindescrib
able; and if theyshould recoverevenone man,theywould hope, by
makinghim a

n example, to deterthosethatremain.
The Canadianauthoritiesought to b

e expresslyinstructed to give u
p

n
o

colouredman to theslavestates, o
n anypretextwhatever. There is n
o

othersecurity.
From a perusal o

f

Mr. Benton'sspeech in the Senate,againstthe
ratification o

f

the Ashburtontreaty, I haveno doubt the idea was
seriouslyentertainedthatthe10thArticlewouldsecurethe surrender o

f

slavesfromCanada. He exposes it
s insufficiencyfor that purpose,and

makes it a mainground o
f objection to thetreatyitself, that it abandons

theSouth. He says,“The South,left alone b
y

theseparatetreaty,now
madefor theNorthernStates,andwith thesympathies o

f

half theUnion
and a

ll

therest o
f

theworld againsther,must nowexpectgreaterout
ragesthanever in a

ll

thatrelates to slaveproperty.” None o
f

theslaves
thathaveescapedfromthisneighbourhoodhavebeenrecovered.Probably
theloss in value is a

t

least a hundredthousanddollars in the last six
months.
We areexpectingsomeexcitingdebates o

n

the subjectwheneverthe
treatyshall comebeforeCongress. I have no doubttheLondonCom
mitteewill exerciseduevigilance in regard to thelegislation o

f

Parliament

to carrythe treatyinto effect. Mr. Benton, in his speech,recitesthe
proviso o

f

Article 10, andproceeds to say—
“This reducestheengagementto themeresthoax. The offence is to

b
e

onefor whichthefugitivecould b
e

arrestedandtried, if committed a
t

the place o
f apprehension. And who supposesthat in the abolition

dominions o
f

GreatBritain,themurder o
r robbery o
f
a master b
y

his
slave,will b

e

admitted to b
e
a crimefor whichtheperpetratorshould b
e

delivered u
p
to justice? Even admittingthat,underthecommonlaw o
f

England,theremay b
e
a killing o
f
a master b
y

his slave,undercircum
stanceswhichwould amount to murder,yet whowouldexpect, in the
presentstate o

f

British feeling,that the law would b
e

executed b
y
a

British Judge 2 Who wouldexpectevensuch a murderer to b
e givenup,

muchlesswhenthekilling takesthe form o
f

defenceagainstviolence,

o
r escapefromoppression 1
"

We arebeginning to flatterourselvesthat
theplot for annexingTexas to theUnited Stateshasbeendefeated,by
exposure,for thisyear.

(Signed,)

#arliamentarp #ntelligenre,

JOSHUA LEAVITT.

As we are anxious to preservewhatevermay occur in Parliament
bearing o

n Slavery andtheSlave-trade, we haveextractedfrom the. of Hon. Members, deliveredduring the late debate on theistress o
f

the country, such parts o
f

them a
s

indicatetheir senti
ments, and the course they are likely to takewhen the points to

which they refer lead to discussionsand divisions in the House.
RESTRICTIONS ON COMMERCE. – SUGAR.

(Debates14th to 17thFebruary.)

Mr. LABouchere observed,thatthedistress o
f

the countryproduced

a
n

evidenteffectuponconsumption,but o
n

thatpoint h
e

shouldnot say
much ; still thereweresomecircumstancesconnectedwith it whichdid
appear to him not unworthy o

f

attention. He conceivedthatthesugar
dutiesafforded a

n

excellenttest b
y

which to judge o
f consumption. In

the year1841theprice o
f sugarwas38s., in 1842 it was34s., and yet,

thoughsugarwascheaper,the consumptiondiminished,for thequantity
consumed in 1841was 270,000hlids.,and in 1842only261,000hlids.
The falling off in the consumptionwas chiefly in the manufacturing
districts; in fact,theimport o

f sugarincreased in Londonand in several
otherports o

f

thekingdom,while it decreased in GlasgowandLiverpool,
theportswhichsuppliedthemanufacturingdistricts. The falling off in

Glasgowaloneduringthelast yearwas3,500casks. That was a strong
proof o

f

howthe consumingpowers o
f

thecountrywerediminishing.
Mr. EwART calledthe attention o

f

thehouse to a comparativestate
ment o

f

thequantity o
f

Brazil coffeetakenby Englandand theUnited
States in 1841. The crop in that yearwas 1,130,915bags; o

f

this
theUnitedStatestook 431,000bags,being a

n

increase o
f 125,000bags

on thequantitytaken b
y

thatcountry in 1840,whileEnglandtooknearly
70,000bags,being a decrease o

n

the quantitytaken in the previous
year o

f 88,303bags. If tradewasestablished on soundprinciplesbe
tweenthis countryand Brazil, British shipswouldcomedirect to Eng
land a

s
a market,with cargoes o
f coffee,withouttouching a
t anycon

tinentalports,and this countrywould consequentlybecome a kind o
f

entrepot. Indeed, h
e

consideredthatEnglandought to b
e

the entrepot

o
f

theworld; and h
e

was convincedthat if theypursuedthe course he

suggestedthis resultwould follow. He had, a
t

the commencement o
f

thesession,alluded to the importance o
f concluding a commercialtreaty
with Holland,with respect to theproduce o
f Java; and h
e thoughtthat
thereport o

f

Mr. Macgregor, o
n

the stateandtrade o
f Holland,which
hadsincebeenlaid upon the table o

f

the house,confirmedtheview h
e

had thentaken. He hopedthat somemeasureswould b
e adoptedfor

promoting a tradebetweenthiscountryandJava, forHollandwaswholly
unable to supply the demands o

f

that island. In 1841, Java took
2,200,000l.sterling o

f imports, o
f

which Holland supplied815,000l. i.

The exports o
f

Java amounted to 6,000,000l. In 1831,the quantity

o
f sugarproduced in thatislandwas7,000tons; it wasnow65,000tons.

He hopedthat a treatywould b
e

concludedwith Holland, b
y

which the
trade in coffeewith Java, hitherto a monopoly,would b

e

thrown open;
and such a measurewould undoubtedlyhave the effect o

f materially
revivingour commerce.
Sir C

.

NAPier believed,with respect to sugar,thattherewas a dispo
sition o

n

thepart o
f

Government to lowerthe duties o
n foreign sugar,

and h
e hopedthis impressionwas correct. He trusted that Govern

mentwouldsoon b
e

enabled to effectthis importantmeasure, b
y

inducing
theGovernment o

f

theBrazils to makesomeconcessionswith respect to

theslavetrade. Such a measurewould, h
e

wasaware, b
e productive o
f

injury to theWest India proprietors;butsurely,whenthepeople o
f

this
countryweresufferingsuchextremedistress,thewholecommunitywould
not b

e

sacrificed to supportanyinterestswhatever,whetherthose o
f

the
West India proprietors o

r
o
f

thelandedproprietors o
f

thiskingdom. He
thoughtthat if theWest India proprietorswho resided in this country
wentout to theWestIndies,andlookedaftertheirownestates,such a step
wouldpromotetheirowninterests.
The CHANCELLoR o

f

the Exchequer said,withrespect to sugar,the
subject o

n

which the right hon. gentlemanhad beenveryenergetic, h
e

wouldreservehis opinionstill it cameproperlybeforethe house; but

h
e

couldnothelpcongratulatingthecountry o
n

thefactthattheprice o
f

this necessaryarticlehad decreasedbelowthat a
t

which eventhe right
hon.gentlemancalculated it wouldnow b

e b
y

hisproposedbudget. And
this hadbeenobtainedwithoutthereproach o

f encouragingtherevival o
f

thathatefultrafficwhich it hadbeenfor so longtheobject o
f

thenation,
and a

t

suchgreatsacrifices, to suppress. No onecouldvaluemorethan
did h

e

(theChancellor o
f

theExchequer)theextension o
f trade; but to

that h
e thought it would b
e

unwise to sacrificetoo much; and in our
eagerness to promoteuniversalfreedom o

f trade, it would b
e

well to

rememberfinancialconsiderations—soessential to thecommerce,because

so important to thecredit, o
f

all tradingcommunities.
Mr. M. Phillips observed,therewas a readymarketfor sugar,and a

greatlyincreaseddemandwould arise for it
,
if wewereonlyplaced in

communicationwiththecountriesthatproducedthe article. Thosewho
had the interests o

f

the poor a
t

heartcouldconfer o
n

them n
o greater

boon than to placewithin their reachthis article o
f dailynecessity.

Everyhourtheydelayedthe settlement o
f

thisquestion b
y

theabolition
o
f

differentialdutiestendedseriously to compromiseour trade,andpro
longthatmiserynowcomplainedof.
Mr. M. Gibson remarked,that the housewasalso told that stipula
tionswere to b

e
obtainedfromtheBrazilswithrespect to theslavetrade;

and that this was to b
e

the condition o
n

whichthe duties o
n foreign

sugarswere to b
e

reduced. On this subjecthad not theygot a
ll

that
treatiescould give them Had nottheBrazilsacknowledgedthe slave
trade to b

e piracy? Thenwhynotenforceexistingtreaties,instead o
f

sayingthat, unlessnewoneswereobtained,thesugardutiesshouldnot

b
e

reduced The hon.gent.furtherstated,thatwhilst the Brazils put
duties,averagingfrom 2

0

to 40 percent., uponBritishmanufactures,
GreatBritainwas levying a notlessdutythan 400 per cent.upon Bra
ziliansugars.
Sir Robert PEEL observed,wecertainlydid not applythe newtariff

to thearticle o
f sugar,and I admit at once there can be no article of

greaterimportance to this countrythan that—noarticlewith respect to

which a reduction o
f pricecould b
e

moreimportantthan sugar. But
this I canwith truth affirm,that it was no desire to protectmonopoly
thatinduced u

s
to exceptsugar. Wheneveryou dealwith the article o
f

sugar, I verymuchdoubtwhetheryouwill not dealwith it in a manner
whichwill b
e

for the advantage o
f

theWest Indian colonies a
s

well a
s

the East Indies. But wereservedsugarfromtheoperation o
f

thetariff,
partly becausewewished to use it a
s

an instrument to obtain a reduction

o
f dutyupon our own produceinto othercountries,butmoreupon this
distinctground—thatwedidnotthink it right to givethefreeandunlimited
admission o

f sugar,withoutreference to theconsideration o
f
it
s beingthe
produce o

f

free o
r

slavelabour. I maintainedthatprinciple in opposi
tion—I maintained it lastyear in Government—Istill adhere to it; that

is
,
I think you ought, if you possiblycan, to make somestipulation,

not only in favour o
f

theabolition o
f slavery,theprevention o
f

theslave
trade,but o

f

the mitigation o
f slavery itself; youought to try to get

someconditionswith respect to slaverybeforeyou grant a
n

indiscrimi
nate admission o

f sugar. I retain the opinion uponwhich I acted in

opposition,and which I expressedlast year; and I think, considering
thediscussions in whichthe countryhas latelybeeninvolved—consider
ing thedoctrines it hasmaintainedwith regard to theUnitedStates,the
principles it hasavowedwith regard to France,neverwas there a period
when it wasmoreimportantthatthis countryshoulddeclare to theworld
thatshedid not relax,for anypecuniaryadvantage,the sameprinciples
whichshehasmaintainedwith respect to slavery. There is a greatdis
position to chargethis countrywith havingbeeninfluenced, in thezeal
wehaveshownfor thesuppression o

f

the slave-trade, b
y

mercantileand
pecuniaryconsiderations. I certainlythink it would verymuchabate
themoralinfluencewe haveattainedwith regard to thatquestion, if it

could b
e supposed, o
r
if therewereany appearanceswhichmightfairly

lead to thesupposition,thatfor thesake o
f obtainingfreetrade in sugar,

wedid anythingthatcould b
e

instrumental in continuingtheslave-trade,

o
r lending it oursanction.

RIGHT OF SEARCH.-Feb. 14.
Mr. HARDY, seeingthe noble lord latelythe Secretaryfor Foreign
Affairs in his place,felt verydesirous to put a question to him. It was

in relation to the treatieswith France, enteredinto in 1831and 1833,
relating to theright o

f

search. His questionwas, Did the proposition
for theoriginaltreatyandthesupplementaryonefor 1833originatewith
theGovernment o

f

this country o
r

withthat o
f

France?
Lord PALMERston.—When thenewGovernmentacceded to office, in

1830,theyproposed to theGovernment o
f

France a treaty b
y

whichthe
twocountriesgrantedreciprocallythe right o

f

searchwithin certainlati
tudes. Therewerecertaindetailsconnectedwith the instructions to be
given to thecruisers o

f

therespectivenationswhichdid notappear in and
werenot settled b

y

the treaty o
f 1831,becausetheGovernmentwere

most anxious to record the generalprinciplewhichhadbeenconceded.


