OBJECT OF THE WAR.

SPEECH OF HON. W. T. WILLEY,

On the resolution declaring that the existing war,
bellion, without justifiable cause or provocation,
Union and the Constitution; and their purpose,

forced upon the country by the States in re-
was, and is, designed by them to destroy the
moreover, was at first, and is now, to disa-

vow and repudiate the fandamental principles of republican government on which our fathers

established the Union and the Constitution.

Mr. WILLEY said: ;

Mr. Presmene: The resolution offered b
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Tex ETCK{
a few days ago enunciates, as I think very
pro%rly, what are the purpese and motives of
the United States in prosecuting this war. The
resolution that T now submitrenunciates what
1 coneeive to be the motive and purpose of the
States in rebellion in precipitating this war
upon the country, and in prosécuting it. As I
remarked just now, sir, we have in the States
in rebellion, in the State which I have the
. honor to represent, not only the confliet of the

sword, but we have also the war of opinion.
think it is appropriate that the Senate and the
country should understand what were aad are
the real motives and purposes of the South in
instigating this rebellions and I propose to sub-
mit' my views somewhat at length upon this
propogitior.

Qur forefathers, when they threw off their
allegiance to the British erown, admitted that
a “decent respect to the opinions of mankind
required that they should declare the causes
which impelled them to the separation.”

They also acknowledged that “ Governments
long established should not be changed for light
and transient causes;’ that revolution was
justifiable only when government “became
destructive of the ends for which it was insti-
tuted amongz men,” such as ‘“the inalienable
rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness.” :

Having secured the recognition of our na-
tional independence, they proceeded to organ-
ize a government; and in order “to form a
more perfect union, establish justice, insure
domestic tranquillity, provide for the common

“defence, promote the general welfare, and se-
cure the Elessings of liberty to themselves and
théir posterity, they ordained and established
the Constitution " under which we have since
lived 8o happily, and prospered so well.

If thig “ respect to the opinions of mankind "
ig still to be recognised as obligatory, may we
not properly inquire what justification is offered

‘able right of life
‘life been more secure than in the United

by the insurgents against the Government of
tha United States for their regent and existing
lerrible efforts to subvert aBid overthrow it?
What essential right has been infringed or
withheld? What intolerable wrong has been
threatened or inflicted? In what respect has
there been & failure to secure to the citizen the
enjoyment of his life, hig liberty, or the pursuit
of his happiness? When or how has the Gen-
eral Government failed to accomplish any of
the great purposes of its organization?

Mr. President, “to err is human.” It were '
idle to claim that either of the two parties now

in conflict, or that any of the great parties

which have distracted the councils of the coun-
try, were wholly inculpable. But the question
now is, has anything oceurred in the adminis-
tration of the national Government to justify
this rebellion? Has the Federal Government
becoms so destructive of the ends of its instita-
tion as to create the right in the people, or any
portion of the people, “to alter or to abolish
it, and to institute & new government?” Re-
apsctfully appealing to the *opinions of mau-
kind,” and inviting the most rigid gerutiny and
criticism, I confidently declare that this rebel-
lion is wholly inexcusable.

T what T shall have to say I shall aveid all

theoretical and speculative examination of the

fitrtess and ada o of our gystem-of govera-
ment for the accomplishment of the purposes
for which it was ordained. It has been tried
for three-fourths of & century, and now there is
na necessity or room for speculation. We have
the results: of sctual experiment. And what
do they teach? What is the testimony which
they bear to the security of the great inalien-
in this country? Where has

States? I respectfully challenge an answer to
this question from the apologists of this rebel-
lion, héve or elsewhere. Spread out the map
of the world, and designate the nation where
the life of the citizen or subject or serf is more
thoroughly protected than was the life of the
American citizen prior to this rebellion. Un-
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fold the volume of universal history, and show
me the page which records the existence of
greater personal security than was enjoyed by
the people of the United 8tates. How many
millions of our people, twelve months ago, in
village and hamlet and cottage, slept with
doors unbarred, in calm and conscious securi-
ty, both of life and estate; and when either life
or estate was assailed, where and when did
there exist a Government more prompt and ef-
ficient to avenge the injury?

And as to liberty, what unwarrantable re-
straint has ever been imposed upon the enjoy-
ment of it? The American citizen worships
God everywhere according to the dictates of
his own conscience. His religious liberty is in-
comparable, Asa eitizen, his rights are equally
well defined and secured. His civil liberties
were incomparable; and what political fran-
chise or privilege has ever been denied or in-
fringed by the Federal Government? Who, in
all these respects, was so happy as the Ameri-
can citizen? Wheresoever the flag of the Re-
public floated; on every ocean and sea under
the whole heavens; wheresoever it marked the
residence of the American minister or Ameri-
can cousulate; in every city and seaport and
town beneath the sun; in the palaces of kings
and the cottages of peasants, to earth’s remo-
test boundary, the name of American cifizen
had become a guarantee of personal and polit-
ical security and privilege as high and as as-
sured as ever attached to the national charac-
ter of any human being,

Mr. President, I am touchinz upon an in-
spiring theme; but I will not allow myself to
be betrayed into a further pursuit of it. I may
be allowed to say, however, that while, like all
our guilty race, the American citizen inherits
the primal curse attaching to our first progeni-
tor, yet no porfion of the posterity of Adam
ever came 50 near to the enjoyment of that
wide and unrestricted freedom that in the fancy
of the great poet fell to the lot of our federal
father, a8 he turned his back upon the gates of
Paradise, when

4 The world was all before him, where to cheose
Hie place of reet, and Providence his guide,”?

My purpose is more practical. It is to appeal
to matters of fact known to every intelligent
man. It is to challenge the productien of an
instance in the nomenclature of nations where
liberty has been more perfectly secured and en-
joyed than it was in the United States, and to
demand specifications of those infractions of
liberty by the Federal Government which may
justify thizs great rebellion. But I shall chal-
enge in vain. There will be no response to
my just demand,

And what shall we say of the pursuit of hap-
piness? Surely that people ought to be happy
whose property, person, and life, and whose lib-
erties, civil, religious, and political, are fully
secured to them. But, apart from the enjoy~

ment of these great rights, what has been the
practical operation of the Government upon
the physical condition of the people, and how
has it affected the common weal in respect of
the merely material interests of the country?
Has there been any deficiency here ? 1 again
beg to appeal to the facts; I again challenge
a parallel of progress and prosperity. Three
querters of a century have hardly passed away
since we entered upon the arena of independ-
ent nations. We commenced the war of inde-
pendence with a population of three million;
now we number more than thirty million. In
what age, in what elime, shall we find a paral-
lel? We started in the race of national devel-
opment with thirteen isolated, disconnected, im-
poverished colonies. When this rebellion broke
out, it required the shores of the two oceans to
circumscribe our enlarged and conselidated
empire.  Our commerce burdened every wave
of the ses, and filled every port-on the globe.
We could have proudly defied the world in
ATrmas.

Sir, I am not dealing in pictures of fancy. I
am not painting with the colors of an unbridled
imagination. I am notindulging in figures of
speech. I am guoting from the census, Iam
appealing fo recorded facts, Sir, all the fancy
belongs to the authors of the rebellion. Itis
they who are abnegating the results of experi-
ence, and are madly rushing after the phan-
toms of a disordered imagination; desertinﬁ
the beaten paths of long-attested security an
prosperity, to follow the dgnis fatuus of a fren-
zied speculation. Nor can it be said that there
were any indications of decline in our national
prosperity. Down to the very day of the insur-
rection our growth in population and wealth
and power was advancing with a constantly
accelerated momentum and progress. And,
sir, this remark is as applicable to the seceded
States as to any other section of the Confed-
eracy. It will be found that this rebellion was
precipitated upon the country when the condi-
tion of the South exhibited ineontestible ewi-
dence of greater prosperity than it had ever
done in any previous period of our national ex-
istence. :

What is the plain deduction from this anex-
ampled national prosperity? Is it not that
there could have been no real grievance justi-
fying rebellion ?

But we may, with equal confidence, chal-
lenge a more minute examination of the policy
and administration of the General Government
affecting the States in rebellion. And here I
do but allege what the records of the country
will amply attest, when I say that in thebe-
stowment of official patronage and emolument,
and position in every branch of the Govern-
ment, the South has ever enjoyed an eminently
liberal proportion of favor. %ha journala and
acts of Congress will verify the assertion that
every important measure of national policy has
either originated with Southern statesmen, or
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has been made, sooner or later, essentially to
conform to the demands of Southern sentiment.
This is a broad assertion, but it is true. The
South has always exercised a controlling influ-
ence in the councils of the Republic. She has
had more than an equal share of Presidents ;
she has had more than a fair proportion of ap-
pointments in the Cabinet; the Supreme Court
has been adorned with a full quota of her emi-
nent jurisis; the corps diplomatique has had
no just cause of complaint for the want of rep-
reseatatives from south of Mason and Dixon’s
line; and the glorious annals of our army and
navy attest on every page the valor and skill
of Southern chieftains,

But the great.outery of the South against the
North has been predicated principally on al-
leged grievances respecting slavery. Now, I
shall offer an apology for the unfriendly legis-
lation of some of the free States in their distinct
capacity. This legislation has sometimes been
in direct conflict with the plainest provisions
of constitutional law; but the judiciary in every

_instance, I believe, where a case has arisen un-
der this ies.of State legislation, has declared
it to be unconstitutional, and thus rendered it
nugatory. Nor will my sense of propriety al-
low me to do aught else than condemn and de-
nounce the miserable misrepresentation and
vituperation of the domestic institutions of the
South, which -have disgraced in too many in-
stances the Northern press and pulpit. But
why should the General Government be made
responsible ‘for these things? What has it
done unfriendly to the South? Look at the
facts. The South has always prevailed in ques-
tions affecting slavery. For instance: was
more efficient legislation required to secure the
constitutional right of recovery of fugitives from
lahor, Southern men prepared the law to suit
themselves, and it was enacted accordingly.
Did fanaticism interpose to rescue the fugitive
from the custody of the law, the Geuneral Gov-
ernment, with a Northern President in the chair
of the Executive, enforced the law at the point
of the bayonet. The South asked for the Mis-
souri compromise, and got it; and then the
South asked for its repeal, and got that. What
reasonable demand of the South was ever de-
nied? To the credit and honor'of the North,
I answer—none! none!

Thus may we speak of the past; but what
of the future? The pretence was that the Re-
publican party intended to abolish slavery in
the States wherever it existed, or, in some man-
ner, to assail it detrimentally, Mr. President,
I am not a member of the Republican party.
I opposed to the extent of my poor ability the
election of Mr. Lincoln; and I have nothing
to regret or to retract. But, sir, I never be-
lieved that it contemplated any interference
with the domestic institutions of the slfve
States. Whatsoever else may be obnoxious in
the avowed principles, or in the actnal admin-
istration of the Government by this party, it is

not, I think, justly liable to animadversion in
thig respect. Such a design has been expressly
repudiated by every respectable exponent of
the Republican party from the commencement
of its organization. The fourth resolution in
the Chicago platform, on which Mr. Lincoln is
elected, explicity declares:

“That the maintenance inviolate of the
¢ rights, and especially the right of each State,
‘ to order and control its own domestic institu-
¢ tions according to its own judgment exclu-
¢ sively, is essential to that balance of power on
¢ which the perfection and endurance of our po-
¢ litical fabric depends.”

I have seen nothing in the administration of
the Government, as yet, which would warrant
any just apprehension of a departure from this
avowal of constitutional obligation, and there
have not been wanting exigencies to test its
fidelity. If anything could cause it to swerve
from the right line of constitutional daty on
this point, it would be the unholy rebellion of
the slave States, which are waging a relentless
war upon it. And yet I remember with what
supreme satisfaction I read the proclamation
issued to the people of Virginia by General
MecClellan, when he first entered that Common-
wealth, declaring ther® should be no infringe-
ment of the rights of slaveholders, and that all
attempts at servile insurrection should be sum-
marily suppressed. I refer with equal satisfac-
tion to the entire unanimity with which Con-
gress, at the last session, resolved that the war,
brought upon the country by the South, should
be prosecuted with the sole purpose of suppress-
ing the rebellion, and restoring the Government
to its legitimate constitutional supremacy, and
that when these purposes were accomplished
the war should cease.

In harmony with this avowal, was the act of
Congress for the confiscation of property em-

loyed in aiding and supporting the rebellion.
The rights of the loyal slaveholder were sedu-
lously guarded, and the determination of the
Government not to interfere with the institu-
tion of slavery, especially manifest. And so it
was, when General Fremont, by his proclama-
tion, proposed a different policy, he'was prompt-
ly rebuked by the President, and commanded
to revoke his unauthorized procedure. I might
multiply proofs; I cannot forbear to mention
another. When General Sherman disembarked
his troops a} Beaufort, in the very flush of a
glorious victory, he does not, as the representa-
tive of the Government, forget his constitu-
tional obligation asan officer or as a citizen, but
by his proclamation to the people of South
Carolina, doing equal credit to his head and
his heart, assured even that rebellious State,
that “he had come among them with no feel-
ings of personal animosity, no desire to harm
her citizens, destroy their property, or interfere
with any of their lawful rights, or their social and
local institutions.” = General Dix reiterated the
same sentiments, And now, sir,the President of
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the United States, in his late message, crowns
these repeated demonstrations of fidelity to the
Constitution with his official sanction and au-
thority. I honor him for it ; and pledge to him
the support of the loyal citizens of Virginia, so
long as he adheres to his present position.

8ir, this apprehension, real or assumed, of
unconstitutional aggressian upon slaveryin the
States whereit exists, is without reasonable
cause,

But it was alleged that there conld be no
misapprehension of the purpose of the Repub-
lican party, by congressional intervention, to
exclude the South from carrying their slaves
into the Federal Territories. I am sorryto he
compelled to admit that this objection is well
taken. Now, I am free to declare that by no
active agency of mine shall the area of slavery
ever be extended. T will never aid in its diffn-
sion. As a slaveholder, believing that under
existing circumstances the welfare—moral,
physical, and religious—of the African race
requires that they should be, for the present at
least, kept in bondage, I say this, But sworn
as I am to support the Constitution, I will con-
cur in no act which shall deprive any citizen or
any section of any constitutional right. . Con-
sulting my own opinios of the powers of Con-
gress under the Constitution, I should have
had little hesitation in saying that the recog-
nition or the exclusion of slavery in the Ter-
ritories was entirely a matter of legislative dis-
cretion ; and in the exercise of such discretion,
I repeat, that by no active agency of mine
should slavery ever be established where it had
not existed. The Territories are the common
heritage of all the people; and I would leave
them to be settled by any or all of the people,
from every section, without restriction as to
the character of the property which they might
carry with them, If the slaveholder wanted
to go there with his slaves, let him do so, and
let him abide the result.of the popular deter-
mination when the time arrived for the organ-
ization of the Territory into & State. Taking
the responsibility of carrying his slaves into the
Territory, let him encounter the risk of the
character "of the constitution which may be
ordained. Such is my poor view of congres-
gional power in the premises, and of the proper
policy to be adopted in the exercise of it. But,
sir, my opinion must yield to better authority.
The Supreme Court of the United States is the
constitutional exponent of disputed principles
of constitutional law. As a citizen, and es-
pecially as an humble member of this augnst
body, I bow with implicit submission and loy-
alty to the judgment of this great constitutional
arbiter. Sir, in my estimation, any other course
will be disastrous in the extreme—prolific of
anarchy, and subversive of the foundations
and security of all popular government, Sub-
mission, unqualified submission, to the arbitra-
ment of thesSupreme Court, is the great sheet-
anchor of our safety. Let it be understood

that Congress is not bound by its decisions and
interpretations of constitutional law, and what
would be the result? The sense of the Con-
stitution would vary with the political com-
plexion of the party in power, To-day it would
mean one thing; to-morrow it would mean
another, The rights of the people would be-
come the sport of party spint, and the order
and security of society would be convulsed and
upheaved, and confusion becoming perpetually
worse confounded would ensue, until the whole
benefit of established government would be
lost. ;

What if the Supreme Court err in its judg-
ment? This is possible—nay, it is probable.
But in such case we aresnot remediless. Let
the error be corrected by an amendment of the
Constitution in the mode prescribed in that in-
strument; and let the matter of dubious con-
struction, and the errors of the Supreme Court,
be obviated by terms which shall not admif of
misconstruction. My Lord Coke, long ago,
said in reference to this ?rinciple, “ certainty
ig the mother of repose.” We can have no
certainty, no repose, no security, no liberty, no
good government, unless we abide by the judg-
ment of the judiciary in questions of constitu-
tional law. Bpt, sir, I find myself departing
from my purpose not to be drawn into an argu-
ment upon ahstract principles of government.
I come back to the facts and legitimate deduc-
tions from facts proving that this rebellion is
without justification.

And now, sir, I inquire what has the Repub-
lican party done, since the avowal of its policy,
to exclude slavery from the Territories ? Why,
sir, with a decided majority in the other branch
of Congress, it has allowed several terriforial
governments to be organized without interven-
tion to exclude ‘slavery. The South was at
perfect liberty to emigrate there with their
slaves if they thought proper., Will it be a suf:
ficient reply to this fact to allege, as Southern
politicians have alleged, that this liberality on
the part of the North would never have been
manifested if it had not been known that the
soil and climate of those Territories were of
such a character as to practically prevent the
existence of slavery there? Grant the fact;
what wrong-has the North done to the South ?
Was the North responsible for the climate and
soil? Sir, this outery against the North in re-
gard to these Territories applies only to the
God of nature;and, so far as secession is pre-
dicated upon the exclusion of slavery from any
of the present Territories of the United States,
it is a revolt against the inexorable laws of na-
ture and Providence. The spirit which dic-
tated it is akin to the spirit which inspired the
angelic revolt in Heaven. May its overthrow
be as complete. i
¢ But, sir, the South itself being judge, I aver
there was in the policy and administration of
the General (Groyernment in reference to the
Federal Territories no just cause of complaint.
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I need not remind the Senate that this averment
is authoritatively admitted in the official action
of Southern Senators on thig' floor. Senators
all remember the resolution of Mr. Brown, of
Missigsippi, offered for the consideration of this
bedy only a few months prior to Mr, Lincoln’s
election. I will read it:

“ Resolved, That experience having already
¢ ghown that the Constitution and the common
‘ law, unaided by statutory provisions, do not
¢ afford adequate and sufficient protection to
¢ glave property, some of the Territories having
¢ failed, others having refused, to pass such en-
* actments, it has become the duty of Congress
‘ to interpose and pass such laws as will afford
‘ {o slave property in the Territories that pro-
‘ tection which is given to other kinds of prop-
¢ erty.

“The yeas and nays being demanded on the
¢ adoption of this amendment, it was decided
‘in the negative by the following vote:

Y gas—DMessrs. Brown, Johnson of Arkan-
sas, and Mallory—3. :

“ Navs—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg,
Bright, Chesnut, Olark, Clay, Clingman, Crit-
tenden, Davis, Dizxon, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick,
Foot, Foster, Green. Grimes, Gwin, Hamlin,
Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, fveraon, Johnson
of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nichol-
son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebas-
tian, Blidell, Ten Eyck, Thompson, Toombs,
Trumbull, Wigfall, Wilson, and Yulee—42.",

Every Southern Senator, excepting three
only, voted against this resolution, thereby ac-
knowledging that down fo that day, at least,
there was no territorial grievance requiring re-
dress.

Indeed, the act of secession logically implies
that the exclusion of slavery from the Territo-
ries was not considered to be an intolerable
grievance ; for secession is a voluntary and
final abandonment and surrender to the North
of all elaim to them by the South.

Mr, President, how utterly absurd are all the
pretexts of the insurgents for their rebellion,
Granting, for the sake of argument, that the
policy and purposes of the Republican party
were justly obnoxious to the animadversion
which has been heaped upon them, what had

the South to fear? If the South had remained |

loyal to the Goyernment, and its Representa-
tives in this and the other House had remained
in their seats, what could your President or
your party have accomplished prejudicial or
objectionable to the South? Sir, you were pow-
erless to do us harm. Your President could
not have appointed a member of his Cabinet
without our concurrence. With a clear ma-
jority in both branches of Congress against you
and your party, your hands were tied. No min-
ister to a foreign eourt could have represented
this Government against the consent of the
South. No law could have been enacted which
was not acceptable to the South. The finances,
that omfipotent lever of political power, were

.under the control of the majority opposed to
your party and your policy. You were com-
pletely dependent on us for the means of ad-
minigtering the Government. Sir, I am re-
counting facts. And yet, sir, with all the power
and control of the Government and of the Re-
publican party in the hands of the South, seces-
sion commences. South Carolina recalls her
Senators and Representatives in Congress. Mis-
sissippi follows her example. Other States
tread in their rebellions wake—all ¢rying aloud,
as they go, against the overshadowing power of
the North, which was all the time in the minor-
ity ; till atlength, by the defection of State after
State, our majority here was destroyed, and we
of the border States, hitherto securgyin our con-
servative principles, alike aloof from the ultra-
ism of the extremists North and South, and for-
tified by our majority here, were left in a help-
less-'m-i-nnﬁti;-‘sﬁnding as it were “between the
devil and the deep sea.” And to-day the so-
called Confederate States are appealing to the
sympathies of the world to rescue them from

| the persistent oppression of the United States

Government !

Sir, these subterfuges were so transparent
that the more astute of the conspirators, seeing
that they must be convicted by the verdict of
reason and the voice of mankind of duplicity,
have boldly avowed that the election of Mr,
Lincoln, and the triumph of the Republican
party, were not the causes of their rebellion, It
became convenient for them to make these
things'the occasion of it. The careful observer
of events might have seen their shadows com-
ing before, twenty-five years ago. The real
course of this rebellion 1 hope to make appar-
ent before I conclude. At present, suffice it to
say, that it was no sudden, unpremeditated in-
surrection—it was the result of a deliberate,
long-concocted conspiracy: as has been virtu-
ally acknowledged by many of the principal
conspirators,

We all remember the letter of William L.
Yancey, urging the policy of ¢ firing the South-
ern heart,” for the purpose of  precipitating ”
a dissolution of the Union.

In the late convention in Bouth Carolina,
most of the leading members expressed them-
gelves in terms of exultation, that the event so
long devoutly wished for had been consum-
mated.

Mr. Keitt, a prominent member of the other
branch of Congress, declared that he had “hbeen
engaged in this movement ever since he en-
tered political life.” -

Mr, Rhett said:

“It iz nothing produced by Mr. Lincoln’s
¢ election, or the non-execution of the fugitive-
‘glave law, It is a matter which has been
¢ gathering head for thirty years.”

Mr. Inglis said:

% Most of us have had this matter under con-
¢ sideration for the last twenty years.”



I might multiply the evidence; but the fact
is now unguestionable.

It was necessary to apologize for their with-
drawal under some pretence of justification.
Hence the dogma of “peaceable secession”—
the right of a State to peaceably secede at the
pleasure and within the sole discretion of the
State seceding! A new theory of our Govern-
ment was thus propounded to cover the igno-
miny of the retreating parties. And what an
idea of government! What a Union! A Goyv-
ernment without authority to maintain itself,
and a Union with no obligation or bond to per-
petuate it? What a commentary on the wisdom
of Washington and Franklin, of Madison and
Jefferson! §ir, the Constitution which we have
hitherto regarded and revered as the wisest
and best plan of Government ever devised,
turns out, if this dogma of secession be true, to
be a mere solecism, a miserable abortion.
Under this theory, we have a constitutional
Government avowedly on its face claiming to
form a more perfect Union, yet containing
within itself a fundamental principle of its own
destruction.

Sir, our Federal Constitution is & farce if this
right of secession be admitted. It is a mere
caricature of government. It is less eflicient
than the old Articles of Confederation, which
were acknowledged to be a failure. Of the
operations of the old Artieles of Confederation,
Washington wrote to Warren as follows :

“The Confederation appears to me to be lit-
¢ tle more than a shadow without the substance,
*and Congress a nugatory body, their ordi-
¢ nances being little attended to. To me it is a
¢ golecism in politics—indeed, it is one of the
¢ most extraordinary things in nature—that we
¢ should be confederate as a nation, and yet be
¢ afraid to give the rulers of that nation—who
¢ are creatures of our own making, appointed
¢ for a limited and short duration, and who are
‘ amenable for every action, and may be re-
¢ called at any moment, and are subject to all
¢ the evils which they may be instrumental in
¢ producing—sufficient powers to order and di-
¢ rect the same. By such policy as this the
¢ wheels of Government are clogged, and our
¢ brightest prospects, and that high expectation
¢ which was entertained of us by the wondering
¢ world, are turned into astonishment; and from
¢ the high ground on which we stood we are
¢ descending into the vale of confusion and
¢ darkness.”

To James Madison he wrote:

“The consequences of a lax or inefficient
¢ Government are too obvious to be dwelt upon.
¢ Thirteen sovereignties pulling against each
¢ other; and all tugging at the Federal head,
¢ will soon bring ruin upon the whole ; whereas
“a liberal and energetic Constitution, well
¢ checked and well watched to prevent en-
¢ croachments, might restore us to that degree
¢ of respectability and consequence to which we
¢ had the fairest prospeect of attaining.”

6

To John Jay he wrote:

“ We have errors to correct. We have prob-
“ ably had too good an opinion of human na-
¢ ture in forming our Confederacy. Experience
‘has taught us that men will not adopt' and
¢ earry into execution measures the best calcu-
¢ lated for their own good without the interven-
¢ tion of coercive power.. 1 do not conceive we
¢ can exist long as 4 nation without lodging
‘ somewhere & power which will pervade the
¢ whole Union in as energetic a manner as the
¢ authority of the State Governments extends
¢ over the several States,”

And yet, if it be true thata State may secede
at pleasure, Washington, with the sages who
co-operated with him in the establishment of
the Federal Constitution, and whe professed in
their preamble to it to desire and to have pro-
vided for a “more perfect union,” utterly un-
conscious of the imbecility and of the true
.import of his own labors to remedy pre-existing
evils, succeeded only in furnishing to his coun-
trymen a constitution of government less effici-
ent and containing less force of national unity
and power than the shackling and rickety arii-
cles of the old Confederation which were super-
seded. And this delusion and ignorance of the
import of his labors must have followed and
possessed the “Father of his Country™ all
through the eight years of his illustrious ad-
minigtration of the Federal Government, for,
in his farewell address, he says to his country-
men:

“To the efficacy and permanency of your
¢ Union a Giovernment for the whole is indis-
¢ pensable. No alliance, however strict, be-
¢ tween the parts can be an adequate substi-
‘ tute; they must inevitably experience the
¢ infractions and interruptions which all alli-
¢ ances in all times have experienced. Sensi-
¢ ble of this momentous truth, you have im-
¢ proved upon your first essay, by the adoption
¢ of a constitution of government better calcu-
¢ lated than your former for an intimate union,
‘ and for the efficacious management of your
‘ common concerns. This Government, the
¢ offspring of our own choice, uninfluenced and
“ unawed, adopted upon full investigation and
‘ mature deliberation, completely free in its
¢ prineiples, in the distribution of its powers,
¢ uniting security with energy, and containing
¢ within itselfa provision for its own amend-
¢ ment, has a just claim to your confidence and
¢ your support, Respeet for its authority, com-
¢ pliance with its laws, acquiescence in its
‘ measures, are duties enjoined by the funda-
¢ mental maxims of true liberty. The basis'of
¢ our political systems is the right of the people
‘ to make and to alter their constitutions of
¢ government. But the Constitation which at
‘ any time exists, till changed by an explicit
‘and authentic act of the whole people, is
¢ gacredly obligatory npon all. The very idea
¢ of the power and the right of the people to
¢ establish Government presupposes the duty
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¢ of every individual to cbey the established
¢ Govérnment.”

But this fietion of secession, I repeat, strikes
at the fundamental idea of a national govern-
ment: It completely emasculates it and leaves
& barren inanity. It is now giving terrible

illustration of the consequences portrayed by |&

Washington. Behold how, again, in the lan-
guage of his letter to Warren, which I have
just remd—

“By such a policy as this the wheels of Gov-
¢ ernment are clogged, and our brightest pros-
¢ pects, and that %ugh _expectation which was
¢ enfertained of us by the wondering world, are
¢ turned into astonishment; and from the high
¢ ground on which we stood, we are descending
¢ Into the vale of confusion and darkness.”

The old Articles of Confederation are head-
ed “ Articles of Confederation and Perpetual
Union between the States;” and they are con-
cluded in these terms: “And that the union
shall be perpetual” The preamble to the
Constitation cﬁaec]a.res that one of its principal
En‘poseﬁ ig to “form a more perfect union.”

ow is all this consistent with the principle of
peaceable, discretionary secession ?  Sir, in the
language of General Jackson, in his message
of 16th January, 1833:

% The right of the people of a single State to
 absolve themselves at will, and without the
¢ congent of the other States, from their most
¢ solemn obligations, and hazard the liberty
¢ and happiness of the millions composing this
¢ Union, cannot be acknowledged. Such an-
‘ thority is believed to be ufterly repugnaut
¢ both to the principles upon which the General
¢ Government is constituted and to the objects
‘ which it was expressly formed to attain.”

Equally repugnant to this doctrine of seces-
sion are the powers vested in the General Goy-
ernment by the express terms of the Constitu-
tion. The Constitution expressly vests in the
General Government all the fundamental func-
tions of complete national sovereignty. By
gection eight of article one, among other attri-
butes of sovereignty, power is conferred on

(}on%reas—-
“To levy and eollect taxes, duties, imposts,
“’and excises.

“To regulate commerce with foreign nations,
“and among the several Stated:

“To coin money, and regulate the value
¢ thereof.

“To declare war, and grant letters of marque
¢ and reprizal.

“To raise and support armies,

“To provide and maintain a navy.

“To make treaties,”

And, as if the framers of the Constitution
were apprehensive of future assumptions of au-
thority upon the part of the States, incompatible
with the exercise of this national sovereignty,
they did not rest satisfied with conferring these
positive powers on the General Government;
bat they also, by negation, expressly prohibited

the exercise of such powers by the Statés. So,
in article one; section ten, of the Constitution,
it is provided, among other restrictions, that—

“No State shall enter into any treaty, alli-
¢ ance,or confederation ; grant letters of merque
! or reprisal; coin money; emit bills of credit,”

c.

And, finally, as if to exclude all controversy,
it is ordained in the second section of article
six, ag follows:

“This Constitution, and the laws of the Uni-
! ted States which shall be made in pursuance
! thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall
¢ be made, under the authority of the United
¢ States, shall be the supreme law of the land.”

The advocates of this right of dizcretionary
secession do not pretend that it is either ex-
pressly or impliedly reserved in any clause of
the Constitution ; but they allege the right is
inferrible from the manner in which the Con-
stitution was ratified by the States; that it was
ratified by the States distinctively in their sov-
ereign capacities as States; and that, therefore,
the Constitution is a mere compact between
sovereign States; and is; in fact, nothing more.
than the terms of a league between independent
sovereignties, liable to be dissolved at the
pleasure of any of the parties to it. All this
iz mere assumption, Not so did Mr. Madison,
the great artificer of the Constitution, under-
stand his own handiwerk. He says:

“Tt was formed by the States—that i, by the
¢ people in each of the States, acting in their
¢ highest sovereign capaeity ; and formed con-
¢ gequently by the same authority which formed
¢ the State constitutions.”

And again he says:

% Nor 1s the Government of the United States,
¢ created by the Oonstitution, less a Govern-
©ment in the strict sense of the term, within
¢ the sphere of its powers, than the governments
¢ created by the constitutions of the Btates are
¢ within their several spheres. 1Ii is, like them,
¢ organized into legislative, executive, and judi-
¢ ciary departments. It operates, like them,
¢ directly on persons and things ; and, like them,
¢ it has at command a physical force for execu-
¢ ting the powers committed to it.” :

And the form and mode of submission of the
Constitution forratification are repugnant to the
idea of a mere compact or leagne betwecn the
States in their distinefive sovereign capacity.
Look at the preamble to it. It does not com-
mence, We, the States ; nor, indeed, We, the peo-
ple of the BStates respectively, do ordain and
adopt the following compact or league. Nog
it gpeaks out honestly and to the purpose, It
plainly and broadly declares : “We, the people
of the United  States, do ordain and establish
this Constitution for the United States of
America.” _

Why, sir, this device of anarchy and confu-
sion was exploded in the very beginning, Some
of the jealous devotees of State rights, apprehen-
sive of the over-shadowing power of the cen-
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tral Government, started the idea of a con-
ditional adoption of the Constitution, reserving
the right to withdraw if it should afterwards
appear to be necessary. Hence, Mr, Hamilton
wrote to Mr. Madison, inquiring if it would be
competent to do so. What was Mr, Madison's
answer? Mr. Madison then, just fresh from
his labor of framing the Constitution, in 1788,
replied as follows :

% The Constitution requires an adoption i
¢ foto, and forever. It has been so adopted by
¢ the other States. An adoption for a limited
¢ time would be as defective as an adoption of
¢ gome of the articles only. In short, any con-
¢ dition whatever must vitiate the ratification.
¢ What the new Congress, by virtue of the power
“to admit new States, may be able and dis-
¢ posed to do in such a case, I do not inguire,
¢'ag T enppose that is not the material point at
¢ present, 1 bave not a moment to add more
¢ than my fervent wishes for your success and
¢ happiness. The idea—and these are the words
¢ to which I wish patticularly to refer—of re-
¢ gerving the right to withdraw was started at
¢ Richmond, and considered as a conditional
¢ ratification, which was itself abandoned as
¢ worse than rejection.”

Where, then, can this extraordinary right of
gecession find its predicate? Verily, it is said,
in the resolutions of the Virginia and Ken-
tucky Legislatures, passed 1798-99, and 1800.
It would be more to the point to refer to the
Constitution itself. The Legislatures of Vir-
ginia and Kentucky were, no doubt, very re-
spectable bodies ; but they were not the parties
who made the donatitution'; nor can their re-
gsolves supersede the Constitution. But it i3
alleged that Mr. Madison, who was, in fact, the
father of the Constitution, was also the author
of the rezolutions of 1798-99 ; and that, there- |
fore, these resolutions are, in fact, his expo-|
sition of State rights under the Counstitution. |
Did Mr. Madison mean, by his enunciation, in |
these'celebrated resolutions, of the right of State
interposition in certain contingencies, that a
State had a right to withdraw from the Union ?
T answer no.  If Mr. Madison, as the principal
framer of the Constitution, is authority for the
correct exposition of the Constitution, let the
game rule apply to him as the author of the re-
solutions. And here I cite him as auathority
that he never designed by these resolutions to
enunciate any such power in the States, both
on the grounds of his intelligence as a states-
man and hig integrity as a man of truth. He
has said he meant to enunciate no such prin-
ciple. He has repeatedly so declared-—in
his letters to Mr. Everett, Mr. Cabell, Mr. Ste-
phenson, and Mr, Trist. And yet his great
name ig persistently paraded before the public
as sanctioning the pestilent principle of seces-
sion!

The truth is, the assumption of the right of
a State to withdraw from the Union of its own
accord, and without reference to the will or the

wishes of any or of all of the other States in
the Union, has only found champions bold
enough to avow it within the last few years.
Even Mr. Calhoun himself, so late as 1844, de-
clared:

“That each State has a right to act as it
¢ pleases in whatever relates to itself exclusive-
¢ ]y, no man will deny; but it is a perfectly
¢ novel doctrine that any State has such a right
¢ when she comes to act in concert with others
¢ in reference to whatever eoncerns the whole.
¢ In such cases it is the plainest dictate of com-
‘ mon sense, that whatever affecta the whole
¢ should be regulated by the mutual consent of
¢ all, snd not by the discretion of each.—Cal-
Toun’s Letter, declining nomination, o Balti-
more Convention in February, 1844,

At the time of the passage of the resolutions
of 1798-99, the construction now placed upon

| them was not dreamed of. IMr. Wirt, then in

the vigor of youthful manhood, and the ardent
admirer and personal and political friend of
Mr. Madison and Mr. Jefferson, writes to Judge
Carr, of Virginia, under date of January 6,
1833:

“ Ag to the right of a State to secede from
¢ the Union, I do not recollect to have ever

*“ heard it made the subject of discussion in the

‘ high- times of '98-9 and 1800, and conse-
¢ quently never heard the denial of the right to
¢ secede treated as a high Federal doctrine.”

# %  # % = &Mp Madison's and

| ¢ Mr., Jefferson’s resolutions were not for seces-

¢ gion—they were appeals to the other States,
¢ and looked no farther than the repeal of the
tlaws,” &e.

That Mr. Wirt is entirvely correct in this as-
sertion, there can be no doubt. Other cotem-
poraries and cotemporaneous events corrobo-
rate the statement of Mr, Wirt. For instance,
at a festival held by the presidential electors of
Mr. Jefferson, in 1800, at the city of Richmond,
there were present some of the leading states-
men and exponents of Virginia policy and
opinion; and most prominent among the senti-
ments offered on that occasion was, “secession
is treason.'’ p t}

If any journal may be quoted as authority
for the views of the Slate-rights party in Vir-
ginia at least, and as reflecting the opinions
of Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison especially,
the Richmond Enquirer was certainly worthy
of that distinction. Now we find in the Rich-
mond Enquirer of November 1, 1814, the fol-
lowing: ) )

“Nop man, no association of men, no State,
¢ or set of States, has a right to withdraw itself
¢ from this Union of its own account. Thesame
‘¢ power which knit us together ean unknit.
¢ The same formality which formed the links of
‘ the Union is necessary to dissolve it. The
¢ majority of Btates which formed the Union
‘ must consent to the withdrawal of any one
¢ branch of it. Until that consent has been ob-
‘ tained, any attept to dissolve the Union, or
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¢ distract the efficacy of its constitutional laws,
‘is treason—treason to all intents and pur-
¢ poses.” ‘ i :

Thus, it seems to me that these celebrated
resolutions afford no warranty for the “right
of a Btate to withdraw itself from the Union of
its own account;” and the pretence for peace-
ahle, irresponsible secession, predicated upon
them, dissolves from view, “like tke baseless
fabric of a vision;” and the secession of the
States now in arms against the Government;
stripped of its specious disgnises and sophis-
tries and garniture of falsehood, stands forth in
its true character—* treason to all intents and
purposes "—a  wilful, unprovoked, diabolical
conspiracy against the best Government God
ever vouchsafed to man, and against the last
cherished hope ot conszitutional liberty in. the
world. :

Bir, it will require the concentrated and accu-
mulated indignation of centuries to denounce,
in terms of commensurate severity, the mon-
strous sin and turpitude of this rebellion. It is
a crime against the human race. It has no
shadow of apology. The false pretences of its
authors and abettors will not avail to shield
them against the coming exeeration of man-
kind. Even Calhoun was congtrained to ad-
mit, in his letter to Geeneral Hamilton in 1832,
that— i

“With institutions every way so fortunate,
¢ possessed of means so well calculated to pre-
‘ vent disorders, and so admirable to correct

‘ them when they cannot be prevented, he who
" “would prescribe for our political disease dis-
‘ union on one side, or coercion of a State, in
¢ the assertion of its rights, on the other, would
¢ deserve, and will receive, the execrations of
¢ thig and all future generations.”

8ir, truth will ere long strip these conspira-
tors naked before the world, and the people
whom they have so cruelly misled will rise up
and curse them. History—impartial history—.
will arraign and condemn them to universal
contempt. It will hold them responsible before
man and God for the direful conseguences al-
ready brought upon the country, and for the
evils yet to come—for the desolations of war,
its pillage, and rapine, and blood, and carnage,
and crime, and widowhood, and orphanage, and
all its sorrows and disasters,

# ATl that the mind would shrink from of oXCesses;

All that the body perpetrates of bad;
All that we read, hear, dream of man’s distresseg;
All that the devil would do if run stark mad;
All that defies the worst which pen expresses;
All by which hell is peopled, or as sad
As hell.”? :
. Mr, President, it must remain for some fu-
ture American Sallust to delineate in terms of
adequate execration the canuses, instrumentali-
ties, and personages of thig wicked rebellion.
How far he may find parallels of treason and
turpitude in the pages of his Roman prototype,
I shall not now pause to inquire. It may not
become hig duty to portray the character of any

.| ernment.

American Catiline in colors of moral debase-
ment, as dark and horrible as these which have
justly consigned the name of the Roman con-
spirator to eternal infamy ; but the cardinal of-
fence—the treason itself—of the modern patri-
cides will transcend the enormity of the an-
cient rebels by so much as the hlessings and
liberty of America excel those of Rome. For
if Sallust properly presented, as the most as-
tonishing and deplorable feature of the effort
to sabvert the Roman republic, the fact that it
was instigated at a time when “ every nation
from the rising to the setting of the sun lay in
subjection to her arms, and though peace and
prosperity, which mankind think the greatest
blessings, were hers in abundance, there were
yet found among her citizens men who were
bent with obstinate determination to ?Iunge
themselves and their country in ruin,” (see
Watson's translation, London, 1852, page 43,)
what shall be said of those whopwithout pre-
tence of provocation, have conspired to destroy
the unexampled peace and prosperity of the
United States, and to overthrow the wisest and
best Government which the annals of history
have ever presented to the admiration of man-
kind? a Government of which one of the prin-
cipal conspirators, now Vice President of the
organized rebellion, said a little more than a
year ago—

“ That this Government of our fathers, with
¢ all its defects, comes nearer to the objects of
‘ all good governments than any other on the
¢ face of the earth, is my settled convietion.”—
A. H, Stephens, before the Georgia Legislature,
November, 1860.

I come now, Mr. President, to the inquiry,
what has produaced this rebellion ? What is the
design of the leaders of the rebellion in attempt-
ing to destroy the Government? We have seen
that there has been no just cause of dissatisfac-
tion with the Government. It has most suc-
cessfully accomplished the end of its inatitution
in securing “life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness,” for the citizen, and in “ promoting
the general welfare.” We have seen that the
policy of the Government has always been con-
trolled by the South, and that at the time of the
ontbreak of the insurrection the administration
of the Government was completely within the
power of the South and its friends. We have
seen that slavery and the rights of slaveholders
were secure from any successful aggression by
the Republican party or by the General Gov-
1t was no dread of the abolitionists
which precipitated the rebellion. Ex-Governor
Adams was not singular in the sentiment to
which he gave utterance at Columbia, when he
declared:

- “The abolitionists were our best friends.
¢ Thank God for what they have already done.”
* % % % GTf to-morrow morning they re-
¢ pealed every anti-slavery law, and said ithey
¢ would never whisper the word ‘ negro’ again,
* he would still loose his connection with them.”
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We must, therefore, seek for the impelling
eauses in other considerations, Perhaps they
were multifarious and somewhat complex.
Perhaps disappoinfed political aspirations had
something to do with the matter, Envy and
chagrin at the prosperity of the other sections,
the sole and legitimate result of industry, en-
terprise, and gkill, and not the fruits of partial
legislative policy, may have exerted their bale-
ful influences ; for the tenor of alleged griev-
ances oft-times bore striking resemblance to
the complaints which Catiline poured in the
ears of hig co-congpirators. * Who,” said he,

“Who in the world, indeed, that has the feel-
‘ings of a man, can endure that they should
‘ have a superfluity of riches to squander in
¢ building over seas and leveling mountains,
“and that means should be wanting to us for
¢ even the necessaries of life; that they should
“join together two houses or more, and that
¢ we should not have a hearth to call our own?
¢ They, though they purchase pictures, statues,
¢ and embossed plate; though they pull down
‘ new buildings and ‘erect others, and lavish
fand sbuse their wealth in every possible
¢ method, yet cannot, with the ntmost efforts of
¢ caprice, exhaust it. But for us there is pov-
“erty at home and debts abroad; our present
¢ circumstances are bad, our prospects much
¢ worse; and what, in a word, have we left but
¢ a miserable existence?” :

An ungenerous envy of Northern thrift may
have, in some instances, been productive of
prejudice in the Southern mind. But why
should the South envy the prosperity of the
North? Let us rather turn with joy and grat
itude to the natural resources of the South, in-
viting development—a climate unrivalled; a
soil as fat as the Delta of the Nile; mines of
inexhaustible magnitude and incalculable val-
ue; rivers in which navies may ride secure;
sea-ports where the commerce of the world may
find harbor—all the elements of individual and
national prosperity and happiness worthy of the
Almighty hand that poured them in such infi-
nite exuberance around us. Fostered and pro-
tected by the best Government man ever en-
joyed, and proud of our name and position as
American citizeng, let us rather be stimnlated
by the prosperity and success of our neighbors
to energy and industry, and .show ourselves
worthy of the rich gifts which God and pature
have so munificently bestowed upon us. *

But what was the primary inciting cause of
this rebellion? I answer—dissatisfaction with
the principles and operation of democratic gov-
ernment. It was hostility to the simplieity and
equality of republican institutions. We may
not find any direct and unequivoeal avowal of
this fact on the part of the conspirators. It
would be strange if we should. Satan ever ap-
proaches his victims as an angel of light. Lib-
erty has always been destroyed in the name of
liberty.. Despotism is strategetic. It fights
with masked batteries. All history will attest

that eneroachments on human rights have gen-
erally been made in the guise of freedom and
friendship.

-Mr. President, I am not before you either as
the defender or the denouncer of slavery. Its
friends, however, claim that it is necessary to
the perfection of any high degree of civiliza-
tion; that by exempting those who possess
slaves from those menizl and servile offices in-
separably incident to the economy of any con-
dition of society, it affords leisure and means
for superior mental and social improvement,
and imparts a dignity of character and polish
of manners unattainable where slayery does not
exist, If this assumption be confined in its ap-
plication to the slaveholder, it may, to some ex-
tent, be true; but how small a proportion of the
people of the South own slaves!

8ir, I dare not say, with George Mason, of
Virginia, that * every master of a slave is born
a petty tyrant,” for I am a slaveholder. I des-
pise the vituperation so indiscriminately heaped
upon slaveholders by the madness of fanatic
abolitionists, They are the worst enemies of
the slave in the world. They have already in-
jured him much; and if their policy were car-
ried out it would degrade the slave still below
his present position, and entail miseries upon
him exceeding the horrors of the slave-ship. Tt
would beggar both master; and slave, and de-
moralize the whole country. Let us leave sla-
very where the Constitution and laws have
placed it, and await the progressive influences
of that blessed Christianity, which, in God's
own time, shall redeem and regenerate the
human race. 3

But, sir, it may nevertheless be so that sla-
very does tend to foster in ‘the feelings and
mind of the slaveholder sentiments averse to
the perfect level of natural and political equal-
ity upon which the gystem of American repub-
lican institutions is based. - Labor is not so
reputable in slaveholding as it is in non-slave-
holding communities ; and althongh the laws
do not create or tolerate any distinctions predi-
cated upon this.fact, we find them existing
with a power and influence as inexorable as
if they were a part of the Constitution. T re-
member the startling effect of a passage in the
speech which the eloguent Preston, sent as a
commissioner from South Carolina to the late
Virginia convention at Richmond, made before
that body. Said he:

“Southern civilization cannot exist without
¢ slavery. . None but an equal race can labor
¢ at the South. Destroy involuntary labor, and
¢ the Anglo-Saxon civilization must be remitted
¢ to the latitudes from which it sprung.”

Sir, how I did wish that these remarkable
sentences could have reached the ears of the
five million laboring’ inhabitants in the South
who own no slaves! Whatever may be the
cause of ‘this' aristocratic sentimént in the
South, and especially in the Gulf States, I
shall leave the further discussion of it to phe
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losophers and statesmen. If is the fact that T
am at present considering; and that the fact
exists is, I think, indisputable. It will not be
denied that Judge Pratt, of South Carolina, is
an eminently able man, and may justly elaim
to be considered an authoritative exponent of
the views of a large portion of the people of his
section. In a late elaborate article animad-
verting upon the temporizing measures of the
confederate States, he says: =

“The contest is not between the North and
¢ South as geographical sections, for between
¢ such sections merely there can be no contest;
¢ nor between the people of the North and the
¢ people of the South, for our relations have
“ heen pleasant, and on neutral grounds there
‘is still nothing to estrange us. We eat to-
¢ gether, trade together, and practice, yet, in
¢ intercourse, with great respect, the courtesies
“of common life. But the real contest is be-
‘ fween the two forms of society which have
“become established—the one at the North
¢ and the other at the South. Society is essen-
¢ tially different from government—as different
¢ ag is the nut from ﬁle burr, or. the nervous
¢ body of the shell-fish from the bony structure
¢ which surrounds it ; and within this Govern-
‘ ment two societies had become developed as
¢ variant in structure and distinet in form as
‘any two beings in animated nature. The
‘ one is a society composed of one race; the
¢ other of two races. The one is bound together
¢ but by the two great social relations of husband
‘and wife and parent and child; the other by
‘ the three relations of husband and wife, and
¢ parent and child, and master and slave. The
¢ one embodies in 1ts political structure the prin-
¢ ciple that equality is the right of man; the
¢ other that it is the right of equals only. The
¢ one emhodying the principle that equality is
¢ the right of man, effpands upon the horizontal
¢ plane of pure democracy; the other, embody-
‘ ing the principle that it is not the right of
‘ man but of equals only, has taken to itself
¢ the rounded form of a social aristocracy. In
¢ the one there is hireling labor—in the other
‘ glaye labor ; in the .one, therefore, in theory,
“at least, labor is voluntary; in the other in-
¢ voluntary; in the labor of the one there is the
¢ glective franchise; in the other there is not;
¢ and, as labor is always in excess of direction,
‘ in the one the power of government is only
¢ with the lower classes; in the other the upper.
¢ In the one, therefore, the reins of government
‘ come from the heels, in the other from the
¢ head of the society; in the one it is guided
¢ by the worst, in the other by the best, inteili-
¢ gence; in the one it is from those who have
¢ the least, in the other from those who have
¢ the greatest, stake in the continuance of exist-
¢ ing order.” :

Mr. President, Judge Pratt is by no means
singular in his repudiation of the cardinal
principle of democratic institutions—the right
of the majority to govern. The constitution of

&

his State confines the political power, in facts
to a comparatively small number; and the
fundamental laws of several of the other South-
ern States, including my own, have denied that
population or suffrage is the true basis of po-
litical power, but secure to property a repre-
sentation in the Legislature,

Mr. President, Mr. Jefferson enunciated the
axiom that “absolute acquiescence in the de-
cisions of the majority was the vital principle
of republics.” Thus he summed up the argu-
ment in favor of adhering to the General Gov-
ernment and preserving it:

“ The preservation of the General Govern-
‘ ment in its whole constitutional vigor as the
¢ sheet-anchor of our peace at home and safety
¢ abroad ; a jealous care of the right of election
‘ by the people—a mild and safe corrective of
¢ abuses which are lopped by the sword of rev-
¢ olution where peaceable remedies are unpro-
‘ vided; and absolute acguiescence in the de-
¢ cisions of the majority—the vital principle of
¢ republics, from which there is no appeal but
¢ to force, the vital principle and immediate pa-
¢ rent of despotism.”

But, sir, Mr. Preston, the South/ Carolina
commissioner, to whom I have already referred,
delivered a very different message to us- last
spring, in the Virginia convention. He de-
clared to us:

“Tn the free States, the simple, isolated, ex-
¢ clusive, sole political principle is a pure de-
‘ mocracy of mere numbers, save a scarcely dis-
¢ cernible modification, by a vague and unde-
‘ fined form of representation. In these States
‘ there can be no departure from this principle -
‘in its extremest intensity. The admission of
‘ the slightest adverse element is forbidden by
‘ the whole genius of the people and their in-
¢ gtitutions. . It is as delicate in its sensitive-
‘ ness as personal right in England, or slavery
‘in Carolina; it is the vitalizing principle, the
¢ breath of the life of Northern socialism. The
‘ almighty powergof numbers is the basis of all
‘ gocial agreement in the Northern States. A
¢ fearful illustration of this is at this- moment
¢ exhibiting its results in the Government un-
¢ der which you are consenting to live. That
“ Government was ‘ instituted and appointed’
‘ to protect and secure equally the interest of
¢ the parts. By the agency of mere numbers,
¢ one section has been restricted and another
‘ expanded in territory; one section has been
¢ unduly and oppressively taxed, and one sec-
¢ tion has been brought to imminent peril; and
‘in this hour the people of the North are con-
¢ sulting whether they can subjugate the people
‘ of the South by the right of number.

“The ‘ government by the people’ is equally
{ the rule of the South, but the modification nf
¢ the ‘rule of numbers’ is so essential in the
¢ slave States, that it cannot coexist with the
¢ same principle in ity unrestricted form. In
¢ the South it ig controlled, perhaps made ab-
¢ solutely subject, by the fact that the recogni-
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¢ tion of a specific property is essential to the
¢ vitalization of the social and political organ:
¢isms. If, then, you attempt to institute the
¢ rule of either form into the organism of the
¢ other, you instantly destroy the section you
¢ iivade. To proclaim to the North that num-
¢ bers shall not be absolute, would be as offen-
¢ give ag to proclaim the extinction of slavery in
¢ the South. The element of property would
¢ neutralize the entire political system at the
¢ North; its exclusion would subvert the whole
¢ organism of the South.” :

This is not the opinion of isolated individ-
uals. Tt is wide spread in the South. Ttis al-
ready incorperated, in eome form or other, in
the organic laws of several of the States; and
other States are seeking to give it constitution-
al authority. Thus, in the constitutional con-
vention of Virginia, recently in session, Mr.
Stuart, formerly Secretary of the Interior, as
chairman of the committee having the subject
in charge, made & report, from which I read
the following extracts:

“ (fovernments are instituted for the protec-
¢ tion of the rights of persons and property;
¢ and any system must be radically defective
¢ which does not give ample security to both.
¢ The great interests of every community may
¢ be clagsed under the heads of labor and capi-
¢ tal, and it is essential to the well-being of so-
¢ ciety that the proper equilibrium should be
¢ established between these important elements.
‘ The undue predominance of either must,
¢ eventually, prove destructive of the social
¢ gystem. Capital belongs to the few—labor to
¢ the many. In those systemsin which capital
¢ has the ascendancy, the government must, to
¢ sgome extent, partake of the character of oli-
¢ garchy; whilst in those in which labor is pre-
i gominant, the tendency is to what Mr., John
‘ Randolph graphically described as ‘the des-
¢ potism of king numbers.’

“In the opinion of your committee no sys-
¢ tem of government can afford permanent and
¢ effectual security to life, liberty, and property,
¢ which rests on the basis of unlimited suffrage,
“and the election of officers of every depart-
¢ ment of the government by the direct vote of
¢ the people,”

Sir, great astonishment has been expressed
at the hostility of Southern statesmen to popu-
ular education. But, sir, we ought not to be sur-
prised at it. Knowledge is power ; and to keep
the masses in ignorance is a necessary precau-
tion to keep them in subjection. To maintain
the oligarchy of the few owning the capital, it is
necessary to bind down with the slavish.chains
of ignorance the many who perform the labor,
Hence, Mr. Stuart connects with the recom-
mendations which I have just read, the follow-
ing: :

“This tendency to a conflict between labor
¢ and, capital has already manifested itself in
‘ many forms, comparatively harmless, it is
¢ true, but nevertheless clearly indicative of a

F

spirit of licentiousness which must, in the epd,
ripen into agrarianism. It may be seen in
¢ the system of {ree schools, by which the chil-
¢ dren of the poor are educated at the expense
¢ of the rich.”

Sir, the true reason of this hostility to popu-
lar edueation is hostility to democratic institu-
fions.

I need not remind many of the members of
this body with what pertinacity Mr. Calhoun
resisted the application of the majority princi-
ple to our system of national government, as
subversive of the rights of the States. He
warred upon this great principle from the time
of his Fort Hill address, and before that time,
down to the day of his death, in the Senate, in
popular addresses, and in labored volumes of
essays. Nor need I advert to the mighty influ-
ence which this great man exerted on SBoutharn
opinion. Sir, there is a wide-spread hostility
all through the Gulf States, more especially, to
the great fundamental political right of the
majority to rule.

It will be remembered, moreover, that the
headspring of this rebellion was in the very
State where, in the war of the Revolation, the
attachment of the people to the aristocratic in-
stitutions of the mother country was the hard-
est 40 subdue. This attaghment was never
wholly extinguished. Flashes of the old aris-
tocrafic flame have often gleamed out from the
revolutionary ashes, as they did recently, when
Mr. Russell was assured by many there that
they longed to renew their allegiance to some
descendant of the royal family of England.
8ir, there is a wonderful * hankering” in South
Carolina after the “flesh-pots of Egypt.” By
referring to the January (1860) number of the
Democrafic Review, I find an elaborately-writ-
ten article, from which T hgve taken the follow-
ing extract:

“The formation of the cotton States, with
¢ Cuba, into a great cotton, tobacco, sugar-and
¢ coffee-producing Union, calling forth the
¢ houndless fertility of Cuba, and renovating
¢ the West India Islands with the labor of the
¢ blacks of the Sputhern States, in those hands
‘ in which their labor and numbers have thriv-
‘en so well, and THIS EMPIRE ANNEXED TO
¢ Briraiy, by treaties of perfect reciprocity,
¢ giving the latter the command of the eastern
¢ commerce by way of Nicaragua, and all the
¢ benefits of possession, without the responsi-
¢ bility of slave ownership, would be a magnifi-
¢ cent exchange for the useless province of
¢ Canada.”

And, sir, I find the following in the news-
papers of the day, giving some most significant
antecedents of the present distinguished Sec-
retary of the Treasury of the so-called Confed-
erate Grovernment:

“T was very much surprised, Mr. Chairman,
‘at the honorable member’s speech from
¢ Charleston, [Colonel Memminger,| who said
¢ he had rather South Carolina wag attached
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‘ to the Government of Great Britain, as she
¢ was previous to the revolitionary war, than to
‘ remain a member of this Union. Such an
¢ expression neither becomes an American nor
¢ a Carolinian, and must have been uttered in
¢ the heat of arzument and declamation, with-
¢ out due consideration.—B, F. Perry in the
South Carolina Legislature for 1850-51.

In an address which this gentleman made
before the Virginia Legislature a year or two
agq, he uttered sentiments as little in accord
with the spirit and genins of our American de-
mocracy. )

I recently cut from the National Intelligen-
cer—a paper which, by its wise, conservative,
and patriotic course through a long series of
fears, has placed the friends of constitutional
iberty under the most lasting obligations—the
following short article:

“A Nascext Nosinizy.—In the number of
¢ DeBow's Review for July, 1860, is an elabo-
‘ rate article from the pen of George Fitzhugh,
¢ Esq., author of ‘Sociology for the South,’ and
‘ long & prominent advocate of disunion, In
‘ the article designated he gives expression to
¢ the following aspivation :

“¢England. has once tried to dispense with
‘ nobility, and France twice, but each experi-
‘ ment was a failore. In America we have the
¢ aristocracy of wealth and talents, and that
¢ aristocracy is somewhat hereditary. The land-
¢ ed aristocracy of the South, who own slavés,
“ approach somewhat to the English nobility.
 Time must determine whether the quasi aris-
¢ toeracy of the SBounth has sufficient power, per-
 manence, and privilege to give stability, dura-
¢ bility, and good order to society. It is snffi-
¢ ciently patriotic and conservative in its feel-
¢ ings, but, we fear, wants the powers, privileges,
‘ and prerogatives that the experience of all
¢ other countries has shown to be necessary.'

“If such was Mr. Fitzhugh’s fear while the
¢ Bouth remained in the Union, and under the
¢ Constitution, we presume his hopes have con-
¢ giderably risen since the outbreak of the pres-
¢ ent war, for in the same article he avows a
¢ preference for a military government, as being
‘the “most perfect’ known to man, and im-
‘ putes it as a fault to the Republican party
¢ that the more advanced of its number Were
‘averse to wats. Mr, Fitzhugh's langhage
¢ under this head is as follows: (It will be seen
¢ that ‘he finds the perfection of military gov-
“ernment in the fact that it allows ‘the least
¢ liberty’ to its subjects.) -

“‘The most perfect system of government is
‘ to be found in armies, because in them there
¢ is least of liberty, and most of order, subordi-
¢ nation, and ohedience.’ "

1t is but a short time since Governor Brown,
of Georgia, charged upon the leaders of the se-
cession movement in that State a design to es-
tablish—

A strong central goyernment, probably pre-
¢ ferring, if they did not fear to risk an avowal

¢ of their sentiments, a limited monarchy, sim-
¢ jlar to that of Gireat Britain, or other form of
! government, that will accomplish the same
¢ thing under a different name,”

Only two or three days before the victory of
our fleet at Porj Royal, Governor Pickens, of
South Carolina, closed his message to the
Legislature of that State with the following sig-
nificant intimations:

% Ag far as the Northern States are concern-
¢ ed, their Government is hopelessly gone ; and
¢ if we fail, with all our congervative elements
¢ to save us, then, indeed, there will be no hope
¢ for an independent and free Republic on this
¢ continent, and the public mind will despond-
fingly turn to the stronger and more fixed
¢ forms of the Old World,

“In this point of view I most respectfully
¢ urge that you increase the power and dignity
‘ of the State, through all her administrative
* offices, and adhere firmly to all the eonserva-
¢ tive principles of our constitution.”

It were easy to multiply the evidence of hos-
tility among the instigators of secession to what
Judge Spratt ealls the “horizontal plane of
Fure Democracy.” The columns of most of the
eading journals in the interest of the rebellion
teem with assaults, direct or indirect, upon the
gheat principles of political equality on which
our republican institutions are based. T shall
not weary the Senate by any detailed reference
to them, I will give an extract from one as
an example of many. I have taken the follow-
ing extract from the Richmond Whig, of June
14, 1861, Speaking of the Bouthern States :

“This vast region, inhabited by a people
¢ who are bred from childhood to horsemanshi
‘ and the use of arms, and who know what lib-
‘ erty is, and love and adore it, is portioned
‘ out for subjugation by the disgusting Yankee
‘ race, who don't know how to load a gun, and
‘ look contemptible on horsebaek. That they
¢ may be drilled into respectable military ma-
‘ chines by the Virginian who commands them
¢ ig likely enough; but withont disjointing the
 eternal fitness of things, and dislocating the
! order of nature, that they should become ca-
¢ pable of empire, ig simply absurd. Grant that
‘ mere brute force should enable them to over-
‘run the land like a cloud of eastern locusts,
¢ their reign would pass with themselves. They
‘ possess not one guality that fits them for com-
‘ mand, Since their beginning as a nation,
“and out of all their seething population, they
f have never yet produced a general or a states-
‘ man, That is an effort beyond their ability,
¢ But for organizing hotels, w%i:kiug machinery,
¢ and other base mechanieal contrivances, they
‘ are without equals in the world, And the
! very law of nature which inyests them with ex-
¢ celience in those inferior departments of hu-
‘ manity, condemns them to inferiority in those
¢ of a nobler and more exalted strain.”

Senator Hammond is by no means alone in
his conception of the dignity of labor. There
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are hundreds of thousands who concur in- his
estimate of laboring men as the mere “ mud-
" gills” of society, on which there should be
erected an aristocracy, controlling the political
power of the State.

Do you ask me, do the masses of the people
of the South understand the purpose of the ad-
vocates of this subversion of democratic gov-
ernment? Sir, I admit the proportion of the
Southern people holding these views was, and
and perhaps atgl ig, greatly in the minority.
They consist mostly of slaveholders and their
immediate dependents, The number of actual
slave-owners in the Southern States does not,
perhaps, exceed four hundred thousand, and the
number of dependents and expectants in inter-
est will not amount to above one million five
hundred thousand more, But then it must be
considered that these slaveholders are the prin-
cipal men of wealth, education, intelligence,
and social influence, Besides, sir, as I have

_already said, the aggressions of the few upon
the rights of the many are always accomplished
under false pretences. The cry of “ Bouthern
rights,” # Southern rights,” # Southern rights,”
has been rung in the ears of the people with
such ceaseless, vehement importunity, as to
create an honest impression on the publlc mind

that grievous and outrageous wrong has been.

done to Southern rights already, and that still
further and greater outrages are imminert.
Especially has the opinion been propagated
that slavery is everywhere to be abolished in
defiance of constitutional guarantees, and the
rights of the States are to be sacrificed to the
caprices of Northern fanaticism. Thus has
the “ Bouthern heart beey fired.” Still, it may
be asked, how conld such a meagre minority pre-
cipitate such a rebellion as now exists, if the
messes were not co-operating? I ask, what
had the people to do in seceding the States out
of the Union, and in the organization of the pro-
visional Confederate Government? What had
the people in my own once honored State to do
in attaching Virginia to the Southern Confed-
eracy? Nothing, sir. Nothing. They knew
not when it wds done. They knew not that it
was in contemplation till after it was done.
In secret session, with doors barred against the
popular ear, with hearts steeled against the
expressed will of the people, the conspirators
at Richmond not only withdrew my State from
the Union, but transferred her arms and her
finances and her liberties to the self-constituted
authorities at Montgomery; and before the
people knew of the dark infernal deed, the
tread of armed legions from the Gulf States
was ghaking the plains of Virginia, eager to
transfer the horrors of war to the Potomac and
Ohio—eager to ginvolve my neighbors and
friends and kindsmen in the carnage and deso-
lation which they onght to suffer themselves.
Mr. President, I find in the rich and classic
pages of Mr. Burke a passage so much in point
that I am sure the Senate will pardon me for

substituting it in the stead of any further re-
marks of my own on this topic. It is from one
of his letters “On a Regicide Peace.” The
great statesman had been classifying the peo-
ple of Great Britain and Scotland. Among
them he supposed theré were four hundred
thousand “political citizens.” Of these, he
places one-fifth, or about eighty thousand, on
one side, and the residue on the other. Of the
character of the minority he says: “ On these
no reason, no sargument, no example, no ven-
erable authority, could have the slightest influ-
ence; " and then, to show the power and influ-
ence of such a minority, he proceeds:

“ This minority is great and formidable. I
¢ do not know whether, if T aimed at the total
¢ overthrow of a kingdom, I should wish to be
¢ incumbered with a larger body of partisans.
¢ They are more easily disciplined and directed
¢ than if the number were greater. These, by
¢ their spirit of intrigue, and by their restless,
¢ agitating activity, are of a force far superior to
‘ their numbers, and if times grew the least
¢ critical, have the means of debauching or in-
¢ dmidating many of those who are now sound,
¢ ag well as of adding to their force large bodies
¢ of the more passive part of the nation. This
‘¢ minority is numerous enough to make a
¢ mighty cry for peace, or for war, or for any
¢ object they are led vehemently to desire. By
¢ passing from place to place, with a velocity
‘ mcredible, and diversifying their character
¢ and description, they are capable of mimicking
‘ the general voice. We must not always judge
¢ of the generality of the opinion by the noise
¢ of the acclamation.

% The majority, the other four-fifths, is per-
¢ fectly sound, and of the best possible disposi-
“tion to religion, to government, to the true
‘ and undivided interest of their country. Such
‘ men are generally disposed to peace. They
¢ who are in possession of all they wish are lan-
‘ guid and improvident, With this fault (and
‘ I admit its existence in all its extent) they
¢ would not endare to hear of a peace that led
‘ to the ruin of everything for which peace is
¢ dear to them. However, the desire of peace
“is essentially the weak side of that kind of
‘men. All men that are ruined, are ruined on
¢ the side of their natural propensities. There
‘ they are unguarded. Above all, good men do
¢ not suspect that their destruction is attempted
¢ through their virtues, This their enemies are
¢ perfectly aware ofy and aecordingly they, the
‘ most turbulent of mankind, who never make
‘a scruple to shake the tranquillity, of their
¢ country to its centre, raise a continual ery for
¢ peace with France ; peace with regicides, and
‘¢ war with the rest of the world is their motto.
‘ From the beginning, and even while the
¢ French gave the blows, and we hardly op-
¢ posed the vis inertice to their efforts, from that
‘ day to this hour, like importunate guinea
‘ fowls crying one note day and pight, they
¢ have called for peace.”
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Mr. President, there is more than one appli- |
, cation to be made of this eloquent extract. It f
'not only illustrates the power of an active, un- |
serupulous minority, but it also aptly describes
a party in our own midst who are eternally
clamoring for “peace, peace,” when “there is
no peace.”
uch, sir, are my apprehensions of the pur-
poses of this great rebellion. It is not only
treagon against the Union and the Constitu-
tion, it is treason against universal liberty.
And it was for these reasons that I have said
we were here to-day in the last intrenchments
of liberty, fighting her last battle. And if she
perish in the conflict she will sink into a grave
from which there will be no resurrection.
Shall we conquer? Bhall the American people
prove themselves worthy of the position in
which God and his providence have placed
them ? What is our response to the demands |
which the friends of political freedom are mak- |
ing wpon us from the uttermost parts of the
earth? Ts it possible that we have been eleva-
ted to this amazing height of national power
and glory only that our fall shall be the more
fatal and disastrous? Sir, we have no cause
of despondency. Twenty millions of loyal
people strugsling in such a cause as this must
prevail; and besides, God reigns. Let the
enemies of our American liberty remember |
that, Let its friends remember it. Let us
cherish the blessed trath. And let us be as-
gured that if we are frue to ourselves and to
the voice of duty which calls us—which is the
yoice of God—the same providential hand
which led ocur fathers to vietory and freedom |
will gnide us still, until our mission is com- |
pleted in the diffugsion and establishment of I

civil, political, and religious liberty throughout
the world.

Our enemies will be foiled. They wish our
overthrow, They confidently predict it; but
let me say to them, as the bard said to traitors
in another land :

“ Fond, impious man, thinkest thou yon sanguine cloud,
Ruised by thy power, can quench the orb of day ?

To-morrow he repairs hig golden flood,
Aud glads the nation with redoubled ray.’”

8ir, T think the cloud is already breaking.
Tts fury in the Northwest has been spent on
my own native hills, There we see, at least,
one spot of blue sky; and that “morrow’s
sun,” soon to pour his cheering light upon our
land again, when the “morrow” comes, is
tinging the gkirts of the receding tempest, and
to the eye of the patriot’s hope is penciling

 there the bow of fg:omiae and of peace, a new

covenant of God for all ages to come, of union,
prosperity, and constitutional liberty.

Sir, this Union cannot be dissolved. Nature
and Providence forbid it. Our rivers, and
lakes, and mountains, and the whole geo-
graphical conformation of the country rebuke
the treason that would sever them. Our diver-
gities of climate and soil and staple production
do but make each section necessary to the
other., Science and art have annihilated dis-
tance, and brought the whole family of States
into close propinquity and constant and easy
intercourse. We are one people in language,
in law, in religion, and destiny, * Whom God
hath joined together, let no man put asunder.”
The past is glorious—the future shall be
sublime,

t No pent-up Utlca contracts our powers ;
But the whole boundless continent is ours.””

WASHINGTON, D. C.

BCAMMELL & ¢o., PRINTERS, CORNER OF SECOND & INDIANA AVENUE, I'HIRD FLOOR.
1862,
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