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mented upon by Attorney General Brent, in his report of the trial
of Hanway.

What owner of a ¢fugitive. from service or labor,” after 1he
awiul tragem at Christiana, and the mockery of Jusuce that
marked tie trial of its autl»oxb, would be willing to risk t!
chances of his re-capture during the hours of day His very
appearance would be the signal for the secretion ot the slave, so
as effectually to secure him against re-mpturn, or 1f 1t better
comported v.lth the feelings of “the fugitive al*d his harborers,
they could at once “ by the blowing of Lcrns,”” or other pre-con-
certed swndls summon their trained bands ‘of desperados, and
make LneJlau'st owner pay with Ins life the forfeit of his temer-
ity, In either case no redress éould ba hoped for under the pro-
visions of the ¢ Fugitive Slave Law.” Yet such has been the
ruling of a Lnued States Court, as delivered through its learned
and grave presiding Judge!!!

With regard to the remaining propositions deduced from the
charge of bis Honor Judge (Jnu, tha Committee deem it unne-
cessary to enter o any a.na)w, oi them. That task has been
performed with such signal ability in the report inade to his Ex-
celicncv, the Governor, by the late Attorney General of the

State, Hon. Robert J. brent {\u.u, in connection with the Hon.
James Cooper, of Ft‘Ilﬂb\ivd}llu, ably represented Maryland in the
trial of Hanway,) that its repetition here appears to be uncailed for;
more particuiarly as tne report ¢f the distinguished Atlorney
General has been printed and extensively circulated throughout
the State. It will ouly be necessary to remark, en pas.sant, that
tnai Report comple* ely annthitiates the positions assumed by the
learned Judﬂ'c and dewonstrates their utter incomvatibility W1th
the um\ermdy recognized prine lplcs of ‘constitutional law , as
expounded by the ablest jurists of the nation.  We will only add
one v.ord in reference to the suggestion made by Judge Grier to
the local tribunals, where the uuu‘we may have be(,n committed,
as the proper source for ootamm» redress. It 1s not assuming
too much to say that, after the e};ah,mc» set by the Loronerb
Inquest @t Christiana and the Grand Jur‘ of Lancaster county,
no slave owner of sane mind could be found wiliing to submit his
rights to the adjudication of ar ny such triburals. ihe entire disre-
gard of even tz e decencies of ‘civilized life, and the utter mockery
of all the forms of mm and Ju““ce, that marked the proceedings
of those bodies, render it clear to every mind, not diseased by
the fell spirit of funaticism, that to seek ledress from such a
source, would only be to subject the credulous applicant to ¢ ir-
sult added to injury.”

The Committee have thus, as briefly as the importance of the
subject would permit, endeayored to lay before the House the
leading facts counnected w1th the history of the slave question,
tovether with the condition in which that question has been lett
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