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We must say a few wordserewe close in reply to the sensible
and good-spiritedletter of Mr. Laird. This gentleman falls into
an error when he saysthat we expressed“great doubt that any
benefitwould arisefrom the contactof Africans with Europeans,
and civilizedmen of their own race” in the West Indies. hat
we questionedwasthe attainmentof suchan amountof benefit as
would qualify them to becomethe civilizers of Africa. This Mr.
Laird's schemeimplies,and this he wasbound to show. What is
his reply: They will acquire,he tells us, “some knowledge of
tropical agriculture;” 2, “some knowledgeof the law they live
under;” 3, “ someidea of the decenciesof life;” and 4, “some
notion of a purer faith than paganism.” That theseelementswill
be adequateto the regenerationof Africa he doesnot affirm; and
we think he will hesitatelongbeforehe doesaffirm it. Till then
our argument remainsuntouched.
In reply to our suspicionsrespectingthe numbersof Africans,
who “might begot for foodandprotection.”Mr. Laird says:—

I will statea casewhichwill showthatin thatunhappycountryit is to
bedone. In Juue 1833,I wasontheNiger a fewmiles belowthe con
fluenceof theTchadda. The Felatahsmadea slavingexcursion,and
swepttheWestBankof theNiger fromRabbahdownwards. From the
deck of mysteamer,I countedsix towns in flamesat one time;the
miserableinhabitantsthatescapedacrossthestream,thereabout1200
yardswide,encampedundermygunsontheeasternbank; the decksof
myvesselwerecrowdedwithsuppliantsfor “foodandprotection.”Here
wasa casewhereI mighthavesavedthousandsof lives,if I couldhave
offeredthemapermanentrefuge. In thesameyearachiefontheCalabar
river died: hiswarcanoewaspulledbyfortymen: a fewdays afterhis
death,thecanoecamedownthe riverwiththeskullsof thosemenplaced
on thethwartswherein lifetheyhadsat,thewholehavingbeensacrificed
athisfuneral. .

Thesearejust such casesaswe inmagined.. Not for a singlemo
ment should we deprecate,the extension of British “protection”
to such sufferers, and “food” follows of course. But what we
have objectedto is the offeringof suchprotection with theviewof
shippingoff theparties to the West Indies. If we could protect
them in their homes,or if we hada home in Africa to offer them,
we should havenothing to say againstit : but to offer protection

for the purpose of shipping o
ff

the parties to the West Indies, is

only doing ourselves under the plea o
f kindness,what the slave

tradersaredoing by open hostility.
To our opinion that a

n

extensive“re-emigration to Africa is a

fallacy,” Mr. Laird replies, “Is he not aware that it has com
menced " And he quotes the return of “º Africans,principally captured slaves, originally taken into the Bahamas,
and afterwards removed to Demerara,” together with that o

f

* Seventeenemancipatedslaves,” who “bought up the time o
f

their apprenticeship” in the samecolony. But thesecasesprove
nothing to the purpose. Mr. Laird relies o

n

the return o
f large

numbers,and o
n large numbers o
f

those who left their native
shores, not b

y

force, but voluntarily. That “mysterious sym
thy in the mind o

f

the negrowith his country,” which draws
himback to it when h

e

had beentorn from it b
y

violence,cannot
surely b

e

reckoned upon a
s existing powerfully in those who

desert it from choice.

CASE OF NELSON HACKETT.
From the American and ForeignAnti-Slavery Reporter.
[Applicationhavingbeenmade b

y

Mr. Scoble, o
n

behalf o
f

theCom
mittee o

f

the 13ritishandForeignAnti-SlaverySociety,for the Facts in

connectionwiththis importantcase,whichwas the subject o
f
a parlia

mentary". we lost no time in communicatingsuch informationa
s

was a
t band,promising to makefurtherinquiry,andcommunicatethe

result. Charles H
. Stewart,Esq., o
f Detroit,being o
n
a visit to thiscity,

and knowing h
e

was in possession o
f

the materialfacts,we immediately
applied to him o

n

thesubject. He verypromptlywroteout a narrative

o
f

thefactsfor publication,andwehavegreatpleasure in laying it before
our readers. Mr. Stewart is a

n

Irishman b
y

birth, is a lawyer o
f high

respectabilityin Michigan,and President o
f

theAnti-SlaverySociety o
f

thatstate. The mostimplicitconfidencemay b
e placed in hisstatements.

The circumstancesattendingthiscaseare o
f
a most importantcharacter

—Sir CharlesBagothasprobablybeenmostingloriouslyimposedupon—
andtheBritishgovernmentwill, wedoubtnot,provideagainstthe recur
rence o

f
a similarevent.]

Hackett was a slave in Arkansas. In the spring o
r

summer o
f

1841, h
e

was a
t
a racecoursewith his legalmaster,andwasdesired

to take home a race-horse. The homewas a
t
a considerabledis

tance,and Hackett, finding himself well mountedunder circum
stancesthat permittedabsence,directedhis coursetowardsliberty
—the incessantsubject o

f

solicitudewith this unfortunateclass. At
this timehe had in care the outsidecoat o

f

the master,and healso
had his gold watch: in what mannerthis last wasobtained is not
known. After many perils, h

e

succeeded in finding and effecting
his way through the long route interveningbetweenArkansas, in

the remote south-west,and Canada, a
t

its northern frontier: he
passedthrough Detroit, in the state o
f Michigan, and took up his

abode a
t London, o
r

somewhere in the vicinity o
f Windsor, oppo
site to Detroit. In the course of the summer or fall he was
followed. A person o
n

behalf o
f

his allegedowner consulted a

lawyer o
f

much respectability, Mr. George F. Porter, whether
there wasany mode ". which Hackett could be recaptured into
slavery. Mr. Porter, being a

n abolitionist, gave n
o encourage

ment. The application to him showsthe governingmotive o
f

the
master,and that h

e

desired to repossesshimself o
f

the person o
f

Hackett, not so much perhaps o
n

account o
f

his actual value, a
s

that his recaption,and the dreadful punishment that awaitsthe
failing aspirant o

f liberty, might deterothersfrom a like attempt.
The next thing known is that the agentwent to Canada,and
there had Hackett arrested for theft—stealing a coat,gold watch,
and horse o

f A
.

B
.

(the master). č. interest was
excitedº the coloured people, by a proceedingwhich theywell knew to b

e

but a vindictive persecution for daring to assert
self-liberty; but they found that Hackett was in custody,like
any other alleged criminal upon informations sworn in Canada,
and that h

e

must abidethe due trial o
f

the charge a
t

the ensuing
assizes o

r circuit, to b
e

held a
t Sandwich, in February o
r March,

1842. Nothing could b
e

doneuntil then,and IIackett andfriends
abidedpatiently the arrival o

f

court.
The arrest was in the fall, probably October o

r November,
1841. It appearsthat Hackett was kept a very closeprisoner

a lawyer, Mr. Baby, alonewaspermittedaccess to him during his
confinement. After Hackett wasthus arrested, his claimant had
him indicted before a grand jury o

f Arkansas,for larceny ; and
procured from the governor o

f

that state, a demand o
n

the
governor o

f

Canadafor the surrender o
f

Hackett. These ºrs:were sent to the colonial government,and were receivedby Sir
Charles Bagotabout the time o

f

his arrival in Canada. It is not
known what kind o

f private applications o
r representationswere

made to Sir Charles,but it is probable, mayalmostcertain, that

h
e

was altogether imposedupon—that Hackett was represented

a
s
a great criminal, and that British sense o
f right was appealed

to
,
to know if their governmentwould screenvillany, and reward

with impunity the robber—thatHackett'scolour,and the.#cxtenuating circumstances o
f

his case,werealtogethersup -
That misrepresentationwas freely made I know, from the fact
that his captorsalleged in Detroit that Hackett had committed a

rape,under aggravatingcircumstances, o
n

h
is

master'sdaughter
—a charge not only without evidence o

f any kind, but which I

ascertained to b
e false,and to have been suggestedfor the mere

urpose o
f creatingfeelin ainst Hackett. Sufficientdiscredit

is a
t

once given to it
,

b
y

the fact that it wasnot the subject o
f

indictment. Had so aggravated a
n

offence existed, it would
readily have beenseized o

n
a
s

the ground o
f

demand o
n
a foreign

government not bound by treaty o
r usage to surrender, in place

o
f

the light one o
f larceny. It may alsohavebeenrepresented to

Sir Charles, that, along the borders,the magistratesgive up to

each other those petty criminals who seek $
y

flight acrossour
dividing line a

n impunity from crime. Such is the fact. The
surrender is unauthorized b

y

law : it is the exercise o
f force

the exchange o
f neighbours'courtesy,and is winked a
t

a
ll

round.
There is a great differencebetweenthis bordersurrender o

f

hen
roost pilferers, and the deliberate official action o

f

the British
nation, in it

s highestand most solemnsanction,forming a prece
dent in the usage o

f

nations. The American slave-ownerhad
also so managed a

s
to securethe co-operation o
f

thosepossessed o
f

influence o
n

the Canadian frontier, and poor Hackett became a

miserablevictim to combinedpower, skill, andwealth,while.a captive in British confinement,trusting, with implicit confi
dence to the accused'ssacredpalladium—that boast o

f

Britain's
constitution—a trial b

y

his peers. Neither himself nor a single
friend wereaware o

f

themeasurespursuing : they wereprepared
for trial, and for nothing else.
At any rate Sir Charles Bagot, deceived or not, ordered the
surrender o
f Hackett, and gavewarrant to thejailor a
t

Sandwich

to surrender him, and a letter to Colonel John Prince, o
f

Sand
wich, her Majesty's Consul (a kind o
f

local attorney-general)and

to all British authorities, to aid and assist in the delivery o
f

Hackett to a man o
f

the name o
f Davenport, who runs the ferry
betweenDetroit andWindsor.
The mode o

f cxecuting this warrant showed the parties'own
consciousness o

f impropriety. It wasnot done in that open,fear
lessmannerwhich imparts dignity to the law, and proclaims it

s

sovereignty; but a
t

nine o
r

ten o'clock o
f
a winter's night in the

Canadas,when the severity o
f

the seasonhadhousedevery person
and animal, during the month o

f February last, a party o
f

men
were collected, a boat was prepared,Hackett was seizedwithout

a moment'sintimation, and hurried across the Detroit river amid
masses o

f floating ice, and incarcerated in the Detroit gaol. Whe
ther o

r

not the demand o
n

the Sandwich jailor had beenpre
viously made, is not known; but it probably was, and every
arrangenienthad doubtlessbeenleisurely made,though secretly.

In Detroit, Hackett was immured in a private cell. He was
somedays therebeforethe fact was known, but it leakedout. I

madeapplication to seehim : his beingthere a
t

a
ll

was denied... I

finally made application to our Supreme Court, and obtained a

habeascorpus. I was then admitted to see Hackett, and shown
the papers connectedwith his arrest. Hackett candidly avowed
the fact, that h

e

had used the horse a
s

the means o
f procuring

freedom. He had n
o way o
f restoring either it
,

watch, o
r coat;

n
o

demandwasmadefor any o
f

them. At his arrest he still hai
all o

f them, and a
ll

were receivedand used b
y

his captors, a
s they

admitted.
The papers then consistedonly o

f

the letter o
f

Sir Charles

t’
s secretary, in official form, to Colonel Prince andother

authorities, and a
n

authenticatedcopy o
f

the warrant o
f

surrender
The indictment hadbeenleft with § colonialgovernment,and its

contentswerestated to me b
y

theagentandcounsel o
f

the:Sufficient evidence, however, was afforded, that the colonial
government,whether rightly o

r discreetly,yet, in fact, had duly
surrendered Hackett. The question then was should we of
Detroit contest the matter? e could havedone so: a forei
warrant was o

f

n
o validity with us. Hackett was illegally in


