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THE OBERLIN RESCUE.

Phe Oberlin rescue cases grow more and more com-

licated, and are likely to lend to an encounter
Eetwcen the Federal nuthorities and the State Courts
of Ohiv, similar to_that whidh took plice in Wis-
consin in the case of Booth, who was proceeded
against in a civil suit upon a similar charge of re-
sintance to the Fugitive Sluve nct. Advantage was
tuken of the commission of the parties charged into
cluse custody. after the conviction of Bushnell, to
apply to the Su{u’ump Court of Ohio for o writ of]
hahcas corpus.  In his application tu the Court fur
this writ, which was made on the 2lst, Judge
Spaulding stated that he intended to question the
constitutionality of the Fugitise Slaveact, which he
held to be an intrugion upon the rights of the State
and its eovereign prerogative to regulate, by pains
and penalties, its own internal policy. He also in-
uisch that it was the peculiar duty of the Supreme
Court of the State to guard the liberties of the citi-
zens of Ohiv from infringement, whether by the
Federal Judiciury or anybody elee. The Court, un-
deterred by the reeent deeivion at Washington, in
the Wisconsin case, which, indeed, admitted their
right to issue the writ, though it denied their right
to ischarge under it anybody committed by Federal
authority, granted o ruic upon the Murshal to show
cunse why this wris should not issue.

Both Marahal and District-Attorney wers thrown
into o great rage by the appearance of this docu-
ment—the Marghal declaring that the prisoners
never stould be’taken to Columbus. . 'They paid,
however, so much atiention to the ruls of the Su-
premo Coufi, that the District Attorney appenred at
Culumbus, on Saturduy to shew cuusé why the writ
shuuld notissue, Thepoint wasargued an Monduy,
and the decision of the Court will probably be found
under the telegrphic head of to-day’s paper.

Already, befors the servive of the rule; the Mar-
shal had received o telegrapbie intimation from
Columbus that a habeas corpus might®issue, and,
knowing that the’Cleveland jailer would at énce
ohey ity he begun to take mensuré to get the pris-
oners back into his own hands. 1f¢ began with
Bushnell, the vne already convitted, under pretence
that he was wanted in the Court-rooin, and, havin,
got possession of him under that dodge, ch\ppcﬁ
Tiim nto  side-room of that building, which is the
property of the United States, and there kept him as
a prisoner.  He then seat to the jailer for the mitti-
mus under which Bushnell had been committed to
his custedy, but that the jailer refused to give up,
and still claimé Bushnell us his prisoner.

In thus undertaking to lock up Bushuell ina
special juil, the Mamshal has certainly got himsell
into difficulty. The only place in which a Sheriff
or Marshal hias n vight to detain a prisoner is in the
juil established by public autherity. Ile has no
right to lock up his prisuners in_any out-of-the-way
plitce he muy selozt.  Theact of 1834 puts prisoners,
committed hy the authority of the United States
Courts, under the esclusive control of the jailers of
the State juils to which they miy have been com-
mitted, Bushmcll was duly committed to the Cleve-
land juil, and the juiler still holds the mittimus
which shows 4t. The Murshal's detention of Bush-
nell elsewhére isa false’ imprisonment, and “would
seem to afford ample ground for the issue of a habeas
corpus, in his case at least, however the Court at
Columbus tnay decideas to the other prisoners.

Meanwhile, an indictnfent for kidnupping, found
by the Grand Jury of Lorain County dguinst Jen-
nings and Munning, the two’ Kentucky witresses,
hag put them in danget of arresy.” To protect them
against it, the District-Judge had committed them’
to the custody of the Marshal as witnesses, and he
keeps them lucked up in the building in which the
Uunited States Court is lield, but whether in the
same room with Bushnell or not, we nre unable to
state. 1t- in suspected thut ho means to smuggle
them scéretly out of the State, in order to prevent
their detention under the indictment found against
them. The Murshal hus sworn in a hundred des-
}j}cmdocs or deputics, it is thoughtwith this ohject.

ut, to prevent this, o strict watch is kept up about
the building in which they are lodged.  There are
algo suspicions of un intention to carry off Bushnell
to some seeret placo of confinement, notwithstanding
a pledge given by the District Attorney to the Su-
premo Court, that, if a writ shoald issue, Bushnell
should be forthcoming. Some curious details will
be found in the letters of our Cleveland correspond-
ent.—New York Tribune.
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