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SPEECH OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN,  his

Of Iilinois, delivered at the Cooper In- suthority, nor anything in the Constitution, he may think it; but ope may and ouglt
sti

tute, Monday, February27, 1960, | forbade the Federal Government, to eon- fo vute against a measnre which he deems

== S1ATE OFFICERS. —_— trol as to sla in the Federal Territory. unconstitutional, if, st the :ame time, ke

ENER, Gorernor, | Mgz. Prasomxt aso Feriow Crnizess,  No while after the adoption of the decrus it expedient. I, therefore, would

MOSTD B. FAIRVIELD, Lisutanant Govaruor. {or New Yomk: The facts with which 1| onginal Constitution, North Carolina ceded be unsafe to set down cven the two who

g“‘m e S shall deal this evening are mainly old and | to the Federal Government the country now voted against the prolubition, as baving

'L CASE, Auditor Generai. familiar ; nor is there anything new in the | constituting the State of Tennessee ; and done so because, in their understanding, any

| e B3t Tresasse. | general use I shall makeof them. Ifthere s few yesrs later (Gieorgia ceded that proper division of loeal from federal auth.
] L 0.
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shall be any novelty, it will be in the mode | which now constitutes the States of Missis- ority, or anything in the Constitution, for-

presenting the facts, and the inferences sippi and Alabama. In both deeds of bade the Federal Government to control as
'and observations following that presenta- cession it was made s condition by the ced- to slavery in the federal tcnitoﬁ

‘ ing States that the Federal Government The remaining sixteen of the * thirty-

tion.
In his speech last autumn, at Columbus, should not prohibit slavery in the ceded nine,” so faras I have discovered, bave

ding upon
: eaid : 'actually in the ceded country. Under the direct question of Federal control of
“ Qur fathers, when they framed the these circumstances, Congress, on taking slavery in the Federal territories. But
Government under which we live, under. | charge of these countries, did not absolute- there is much reason to believe that their
stood this question just as well, and even ly probibit slavery within them. But they understanding upon that (uestion would
better than we do now.” id interfere Iillz it—take control of it— not have appearcd different from that of
I fully endorse this, and I adopt it as o even there, to a certain extent, In 1798, their twenty-three compeers, had it been
text for this discourse. 1 so adopt it be Congress organized the territory of Missis- manifested st all. 13y
cause it furnishes a precise and agreed start- | sippt. In the act of organization, they_l:m-' For the purpose of adhering rigidly to
ing-point for a disoussion between Republi- | hibited the bringing of slaves into the Ter- the text, I have purposely omitted what
'cans and that wing of Democracy headed | ritory, from any place without the [nited  ever understanding may bave been mani-
' by Senator Douglas. It simply leaves the ' States, by fine, and giving freedom toslaves fested, by any person, however distinguished,
|inquiry : * What was the understanding | so brought. This act passed both branches other than the thirty-nine fathers who

ing, no line dividing local consiitutional weasure, however expedient

Now, and bLere, let me a liwle  Bearing this in mind, and seeing that
against Leing misunderstood. I do mot sectionalism has since arisen upon this
mean to say that we are bound to fullow same subject, is that warning a weapon in
implicity in whatever our fathers did. To your hands agsinst us, or in our hands!
do so would be to discard all the lights asgainst you? Could Washington himself
of current experience—to reject all pro- speak, would he cast the blame of that see-
gress—all improvement. What Ido say tionalism upon us, who sustain his policy,
is, that if we would supplant the opinions or upcn you who repudiate it® We re-
and policy of cur fathers in any case, we spect that warning of Washington, and we
should do so upon evidence so conclusive commend it to you, togetber with his ex-
ard argument & clear, that even their smple pointing to the right application
great authority fairly considered and weigh- ' of it
ed, cannut stand ; and most surely not ina . But you say you are copservative—em-
case whereof we ourselves declare they un- inently conservative—while we are revolu-
derstand the question better than we. | tionary, destructive or something of the sort.

If any wman, at this day, sincerely be-' What is conservatism ?  Is it not adher-
lieves that n proper division of local from ence to the old and tired, against the new
Federal authority, or any part of the Con- and nutired? We stick to, coutend for,
stitution, forbids the Federal Government the identiesl old poliey on the puint in con.
to eontrol 25 to slavery in the federal terri- | troversy which was adopted by our fathers
tories, Le is right to say so, and to enforce | who framed the Government under which
Lis position by all truthful evidence and wo live ; whila you with one accord, rejoct
fair argument which ke ean. Bot he has and scout, and spit upon that old policy,
no right to mislead others, who have less | aud insist upon substituting something now
access to history and less leisure to study  True, you disagree among yoursclves ss to
it, into the false belicf that ** cur fathers, | what that substitute shall be. You have |
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anxiety to save a friend, the
to that frivad, xnd, by betrayed the plot
the calamity,  Ooasonslly peisonings
from the kitchen, and open or stealthy
sassinations in the field, and
“"ﬂdi”sl:.lmwnwmemﬁ-
occur a3 the natural of Slavery,;
oty AL
think, can bappen in this for
time. Whoetﬁnmuehftmmmeh;npu,
I:;mhmevm.till be alike disappoin-
ted.

In the language of Mr. Jefferson, utter-

many years “It is still in our
power to dircet of emancipa-
tion, and deportation, peaceably, and in

such slow degrees as the evil will wear off
insensibly ; and their places be, parre,

su, filled up with white laborers. l’.u
the contrary, it is left to force itself on, hu-
man pature must shudder at the prospect
Leld up.”

Mr. Jefferson did not mean to sy, nor
do 1, that the power of emanecipation is in
the Federal Government. He spoke of
Virgiuia ; and, as to the power of emanei-

|those fathers had of the question men- of Congress without

| tioned 7'
U What is the frame of (iovernment un-
der which we live ?”

The answer must be: “ The Constitu-
tion of the 'nited States” That Consti-
tution consists of the original, framed in
1787 (and under which the present (iov-
ernmeut first went into operation), and
twelve subsequently framed smendments,
the first ten of which were framed in 1750,

Who were our fathers that framed the
Constitution * | suppose the ** thirty nine "

g-euand pays. In
 that Congress were three of the * thirty-
pino "' who framed the eriginal Constitu-
|tice. They were Jobn La
Reed and Abrabam Baldwin. They ail,
probably, voted for it
would have placed their opposition to it up-
on reeord, if, in their understanding, any

line dividing local from Federal authority, |

or anything in the Constitution, properly |
| furbage the Federal Government to control
| as to slavery in federal territory.

In 1203, the Federal Government pur-

ngdon, Gieorge
Certainly they |

framed the original Constitution ; and, for!

' the same reason, 1 have also omitted what. '

ever understanding may have been mani-
fested by any of the * thirty-nine " even, |
on any cther phase of the general question |
of Slavery. If we should look into their
acts and declarations on those other phases,
as the foreign slave trade, aud the morali-
ty and poliey of Slavery in Federal territo-
ries, the sixteen if they bad acted at all,
would probably have acted ns the twenty- |
three did. Among the sixteen were seve- |
ral of the most noted anti-slavery men of

who framed the Government under which | considerable variety of pew propositivns sud | pation, | speak of the slavebolding States
we live,” were of the same opinion—thus plaus, but you are unanimwous in rejecting  only.

substituting falsehood and deception for | and dencuncing the old poliey of the fath-| The Federal Government, however, na
truthful evidence and fair argument. If|ers. Some of you amre fur reviving the we insist, bas the power of restraining the
any man st this day sineerely believes' foreign elave trado ; some for Congress for- | extension of the institution—the power to
“ our futhers who framed the Government | bidding the Territories to prohibit Slavery | insure that a slave insurreetion shall never
under which we live,”” used and applied | within their limits; some for maiutaining | oecur on any American soil which is now

principles, in other cases, which oughs to | Slavery in the Territories through the Ju |
bave led thewm to understand that a proper | dieiary ; some are for the * great prinei |
division of loeal from federal authority or | ple ™ that **if one man should ensiave an
some part of the Constitution, forbids the other, no third man should objeet,” fanas.
Federal Government to control as to slave- | tically ealled ““ Popular Sovereignty ;" but
ry in the federal territories, he is right to | never a man among yon in fuvor of federal
say =,

who signed the original instrument may be

chased the Louisiana country. Our former | those times, as Dr. Franklin, Alexander |

But he should, at the same time | prohibition of slavery in federal territories,
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(tioa ; and three more of the * thirty-nine " |

| fairly called our fathers who framed that territorial acquisitions came from certain of Hamilton and Gouverneur Morris, while
| part of the present Government. [t is al- our own States; but this Louisiana eoun- : there was not one now known to have been
most exactly true to say they framed it, try wasacquired from a foreign nation. In otherwise, unless it may be John Rutledge,
|and it is altogether soto say they fairly rep- | 1804, Congress gave a territorial organiza- | of South Caroliva .
,resented the opinion and scntiment of the | tion to that part of it which constitutes the| The sum of the wholo is that of our
| whole nation at that time. Their names! State of Louisiana. New Orleans, within | * thirty nine ™ fathers who framed the orig-
| being familiar to nearly all, and accessible | that part, was an old and comparatively | inal Constitution—a clear majority of the
to quite all, need not now be repeated. large c¢ity. There were other towns and | whole—certainly understood that no prop-
| I take these * thirty-nine,” for the pres- considerable settlements, and Slavery was | er division of local from Federal authority,
' as being ** our fathers who framed the | extensively and thoroughly intermingled | nor any part of the Coustitution, forbade

ent,
:Gowmmem under which we live.” | with the people. Congress did not, in the | Federal Government to control Slavery in

What is the question which, aceording | Territorial Act, prohibit Slavery ; but they | the Federal territories; while all the rest’

[ to the text, those fathers understood just as | did interfere with it—sake control of it—io | probably bad the saume understanding.

| well and even better than we do now ?
It isthis: Does the proper division of they did in the case of Mississippi. The | ing of our fathers who framed the original

{ loeal from federal authority, or anything in | substance of the provision therein made, in | Constitution ; and the text affirms that they

' the Constitution, forbid our Federal Gov- | relation to slaves, was: { understood the question better than we.

| ernment to control ss to Slavery in our| 1st. That no slave should be imported| But, so far, 1 have been considering the

| Federal Territories ? [ into the Territory from foreign parts. { understanding of the «uestion manifested
Upon this Douglas holds the affirmatise, |
and Epu

mative and denisl form an issue ; and this| ted States since the first day of May, 1708, {was provided for amending it, and, as 1
issue—this question—is procisely what the ' 3d. That no slave should be carried in- | have slready stated, the present frame of
text declares our fathers understood better  to it, except by the owner, and for his own | Government under which we live consists
than we. | use as a settler ; the penmalty in all the ea- ! of that original, and twelve amendatory ar-
Let us now inquire whether the * thirty- | ses being a fine upon the violator of the tiecles framed and adopted since. Those

| mine,” or any of them, ever acted upon this | law, and freedom to the slave. | who now insist that Federal control of Slave-
queetion ; and if they did, how they acted | This act wasalso passed without yeas } ry in Federal territories violates the Con-
upon it—bow they expressed that better and nays. In the Co whick passed | stitution, point us to the provisions which
understanding. [ it, there were two of the “ thirty-nine.”  they suppose it thus violates; and as I un-
. Ta 1784—three years before the Consti- | They were Abraham Baldwin and Johna-  derstand, they all fix upon provisions in'
tution—the United States then owning the | than l_laylou. As stated in the case of | these amendatory articles, and not in the
lehIMm Territnr::—:md no other— | .\il.uimppl. it 18 mot ngmhhlﬁ lhey both ong“‘ml instrument. The Supreme Court,
| the C of the Confoderation had be- | voted for it. They would not have allowed | in the Dred Scott case, plant themselves
| fore them the question of prohibiting slave- | it to pass without recording their opposi- | upon the fifth amendment, which provides
| ry in that Territory ; and four of the * thir- | tion to it, if, in their understanding, it vio- that * no person shall be deprived of prop-
ty-nine "’ who framed the Constitution were | lated either the line proper dividing local erty without due process of law; while

| in that Congress and voted on that (uestion. | from federal authority or any provision of Senator Douglas aud bLis peculiar adber-
| Of these, Roger Sherman, Thomas Mifilin, { the Constitution, ' ents plant themselves upon the tenth amend-
{and Hugh Williamson voted for the pro-| In 1819-20, came and passed the Miss- | ment, providing that “ the powers not gran-
'lhibilion—%hu.s showing that, in their un- ouri question. Many votes were taken, by  ted by the Uonstitution, are reserved to the

derstanding, no line dividing local from | yeas and uays, in both branches of Con- | States respectively, and to the le.”

| federal authority, nor anything else, proper- ' grecs, upon the various phrases of the gen-|  Now, it s0 happens that these amend.
| ly forbade the Federal Government to con- | eral question. Two of the “thirty-nine " | ments were framed by the first Congress
trol as to slavery in federal territory. The | — Rufus King and Charles Pickney— | which sat under the Constitution—the 1den- |
other of the four—James McHenry—voted | were members of that Comgress. Mr. | tical .Congress which passed the act already |
against the prohibition, showing that, for | King steadily voted for Slavery prohibition | mentioned, enforcing the prohibition of
he thonght it improper to vote and against all compromises, while Mr |glavery in the Northwestern territory.—

Pinckney, as steadily voted Sgainst slavery | Not only was it the same Congress, but |
%mhibilion and against all compromises. they were the identical, same individual |
y this Mr. King showed that, in his un- | men who, at the same session, and at the
derstanding, no line dividing local from same time within the session, had under
federal authority, nor anything in the | considerstion, and in progress towards ma- |
‘nited States—the same (uestion | Constitution, was violated by Congress pro- | turity, these Constitutional amendments, |
prohibiting slavery in the territory came | hibiting Slavery in federal territory; while and this act prohibiting slavery in all the
again before the Congress of the Confedera- | Mr. Pinckoey, by his votes, showed that in | territory the nation then owned. The Con- |
his understanding there was some suflicient | atitutional amendments were introduced be-

reason for opposing such probibition in that | fore, and passed after the act enforcing the

| for it.

In 1757, still before the Constitution,
{but while the convention was in session
forming it, and while the Northwestern
errihn{ntill was the ouly Territory owned
the

who afterwards signed the Constitution, |
were in that Congress and voted on the | case.

| “ gur fathers, who framed the Government
| under which we live, understood this ques- | tions.

| cans ask—all Republieans desire—in rela- | more prominent, but we deny that we made
|n more marked and extensive way than | Such, unquestionably, wns the understand- | tion to Slavery. As thoso fathers marked | it so.
1 it, 50 Jet it be again marked, as an evil not | ded the poliey of the fathers

{ 2d. That no slave should be carried in- | by the framers of the original Constitution. | guarantees those fathers
blicans the negative. The affir- | to it who had been imported into the Uni- | In and by the original instrument, a mode | grudgingly, but fully and fairly maintained. | again, under the same conditions. If you

(all your contentious with oue another, each | which one does uot know to be true, is
{of you deems an unconditional condemna.  simply malicious slander.

' ble prerequisite — license, so to speak— | doctrines and declarations necessarily lead

- -'h
place »mymmimw'mmm“‘?mmmiwm

FanNwow GoOOoODS,

| question. They were William Blount, |
illiam Few and Abraham Baldwin ; and
they all voted for the prohibition —thus
showing that, in their understanding, no
| line dividing local from federal authority,

{ nor anything else, properly forbids the

Federal Goveroment to control as to slave-
ry in federal territory. This time the pro-
hibition became a law, being part of what
is mow well known as the ordinance of

[ '87.

The question of federal control of slave-
ry in the territories, seems mot to have
been directiy before the Convention which
{framed the original Constitution; and
 benee it is not recorded that the * thirty-
nine,” or any of them, while engaged on
|that instrument, expressed any opinion on

that precise question.
\ oy 3
In 1789, by the first Congress which
| sat under the Constitution, an act was passed
| to enforce the Ordinance of 'S7, including
|the prohibition of slavery in the North-
| western Territory. The bill for this act
was reported by of the ** thirty-nine,” Thom-
as Fitzsimmons, then a member of the
| House of Representatives from Pennsylva-
(pis. It went through all its stages with-
| out & word of opposition, and finally passed
lboth branches without yeas, and nays,
| which is equivalent to an unanimous pass-
'age. In this Congress there were sixteen
of the * thirty-nine " fathers who framed
the original Constitution. 'They were
John Langdon, Nichelas Gilman, W. 8
Jobnson, Roger Sherman, Robt. Morris,
Thes. Fitzsimmons, William Few, Abraham
Baldwin, Rufus King, William Patterson,
George Clymer, Richard Basset, George
Read, Pierce Batler, Daniel € im!ms.
Madison.

This shows that, in their understanding
po line dividing local from federal authori-
ty, nor anything in the Constitution, prop-
erly fwhf;.‘ongma to prohibit Slavery
|in the Federal territory; else both their
| fidelity to correct principle, and their oath

the Constitution, would have

Again, George Wasington, another of
“ thirty-nine,” was t.bes:) President of
United States, and, as such approved
signed the bill, thus

asa law, and thus showing that, in

giﬁ'i'

‘I .

completing its va- | port

The cases I have mentioned are the on-
Iy actsof the * thirty-nine,” or any of them,
upou the direct issue, which 1 bave been
able to discover.

To enumerate the persons who thus ac-
ted, as being four in 1784, three in 1708,
two in 1804, and two in 1819-20—there

{would be thirty-one of them. But this

would be counting John Langdon, Roger
Shetman, Willam Few, Rufus King, and
George Reed, each twice, and Abrsham |
Baldwin four times. The true number of
those of the * thirty-nine ” whom I have
shown to have scted npon thke guestion,
which, by the text they understood better
than we, is twenty-three, leaving sixteen
not shown to have acted upon it in any
way.

Here, then, we have twenty-three out of
our * thirty-nine " fathers who framed the
Government under which we live, who
bave, upon their official responsibility and
their corporal oaths, acted upon the very
question which the text affirms they * un-
derstood just as well, and even better
than we do now :"" and tweniy-one of them
—a clear majority of the whole * thirty-
nine "—so acting upon it as to make them
guilty of gross political impropriety, and
willfal perjury, if, in their understanding,
any proper division between local and fed-
eral authority, or anything in the Constitu-
tion they had made themselves, and sworn
to support, forbade the Federal Government
to control as to slavery in the federal ter-
ritorics. Thus the twenty-one acted ; and,
as actions speak louder than words, & se-
tions under such responsibility speak still
louder

Two of the twenty-three voted against
Congressional prohibition of slavery in the
federal territomies, in the instances in which
they acted upon the qumestions. But for
what reasons they so voted is not koown
they may bave done so because they thought
a proper division of local from federal auth-
ority, or some provision or prineiple of the
Constitution, stood in the way:. or they
may, without any such «uestion, have vo-
ted szainst the prohibition, on what appesred
to them to be sufficient goounds of expe-
diency. No one who has sworn to sup-

| 1 1 can conscienti ¥

the
}mﬁrww he

understands to be an un- | man sgreeing with them

Ordinance of ‘87 ; so that during the whole
pendency of the act to enforee the Ordi-
nance the Constitutional amendments were

| also pending.

The Congress, consisting in all of seven-
ty-six members, including sixteen of the |
framers of the original Constitution, as be-
fore stated, were pre-eminently our fathers
who framed the Government under which
we live, which is now claimed as forbid-

(ding the Federal Government to control

slavery in the federal territories.

Is it not a little presumptuous in any
ona aut thisday to affirm that the two things
which that Congress deliberately framed,
and carried to maturity at the same time,

 are absolutely inconsistent with each other ?

Aud does not such affirmation, from the
same mouth, that they who did the two
things alleged to be inconsistent understood
whether they really were inconsistent bet-
ter than we—better than he who afirms
that they are ineonsistent !

1t is surely safo to assume that the ** thir-
ty-nine ' framers of the original Constitu-
tion, and the seventy-six members of the
Congress which framed the amendments
thereto, taken together, do certainly include
those who may be fairly called “our fathers
who framed the Government under which
we live” And s mssuming, [ defy any
man to skow that any ope of them ever, in
his whole life, declared that, in bLis under-
standing, an¥ proper division of local trom
Federal anthority, or any part of the Uon-
stitution, forbade the Federal Government
to control as to Slavery in the Federal
territories 1 goastep farther. I defy
any one to show that any living man in
the whole world ever did, prior to the be-
gining of the present century (and I might
also say prior to the begining of the last
half of the present century), declare that,
in his understanding, any proper division
of local from federal authority, or any part
of the Constitution, forbade the Federal
Government to control as to slavery in the
faderal territories. To those who now so
declare, 1 give, not only * our fathers who
framed the Government under which we
live,” but with them all other living men
within the century in which it was framed,
among whom to search, aud they shall not
be able 1o find the evidence of n single

brave the responsibilities of declaring that, | acecording to the practice of our fathers
in his opinion he understands their prinei- | who framed the Government under which
ples better than they did themselves; and we live. Not one of all your various plans
especially should ho not shirk the respousi-  can show a precedent or an advocate in the
| bility by asserting that they ** understood | century within which our Government orig-
the question just as well, and even better | inated. Consider, then, whether your claim
than we do now.” \of conservatism of yoursclves, aud your
But encogh. Let all who believe that | charge of destructiveness against us, are

{ based on the most clear and stable founda-

tion just as well and cven better, than we|  Again, you say we have made the slave.
do now," —speak as they spoke, and aot as | ry question more prominent than it former-
they acted upon it. This is all Republi-|ly was. We deny it.  We admit that it is

It was not we, but you, who disear-
We resisted,
to be extended, but to be tolerated aud pro- | and still resist, your innovation ; and thence
tected only because of and #o far as its ac- | comes the greater prominence of the ques-
tual presence among us makes that tolera- | tion. Would you have that question re-
tion and protection a necesity.  Let all the | duced to its former proportions ! Go back
gave it, be, not | to that old policy. What has been will be

For this Republicans contend, and with | would have the pesce of the old times, re-
this, so far as | know or believe, they will adopt the precepts and poliey of the old
be coutent. times

And now, if they would listen—as Isup-|  You charge that we stir up insurrections

pose they will not—I would address o few | among your slaves. Wo deny it; and |j

words to the Southern people. what is your proof ? Harper's Ferry?

[ wonld sayto them: You consider Jobn Brown! Jobn Brown wasno Repub-
yoursclves a reasonablo and a just people ; | lican; and you have failed to implicate a
and I consider that in the general «jualities | single Republican in his Harper's Ferry
of reason and justice, you are not inferior | enterprise. If any member of our party is
to any other people. 8till, when you guilty in that matter you know it, or you
$Peak of us Republicans, you do so only to  do not know it. If you do know it, you
denouuce us as reptiles, or at the best, as are inexcusable to assert it, and especially
no better than outlaws.  You will grant s to persist in the assertion after you have
lLearing to pirates or murderers, but noth- | tried and failed to make the proof. You
ing like it to “ Black Republicans.” In!need not Le told that persisting in a charge

tion of “ Black Republicans " as the first
thing to be attended to.  Indeed, such con-
demnation of us scems to he an idi!pcnn-]

Some of you admit that no Republican
designedly aided or encouraged the [Ilar-
per's Ferry's affair; but atill insist that our

among you to be admitted or permitted to to such results We do not believe it
speak at all. We know we Lold to no doctrine, and
Now, can you or not, be prevailed upon ' make no declarations, which were not held
to pause and consider whether this is quite | to and made by cur fathers who framed
Just to us, or even to yourselves ! the Covernment under which we live—
Bring forward your charges and specifi-| You vever dealt fairly by us in relation to
cations, and then be patient long enough to  this affair. When it oocurred, some impor-
have us deny or justify. tant Stato elections were near at hand, and
You say we are scctional. We deny it. | you were in evident glee with the belief
That makes an issue; and the burthen of that by charging the blsme upon us, you
proof is upon you. You produce your could get an advuntage of us in those elee-
proof, sud what isit ! Why, that our par- | tions. The election came, and your expee-
ty has no existence in your seetion. The tations were not quite fulfilled. Eve
fact is substantially true ; but it does not' Republican mon kuew that, as to himself
prove the issue ! 1f it does, then in case | at least, your charge was a slander, and he
we should, without change of principle, be- | was not much inclined by it to cast his vote
in o get votes in your seetion, we should | in your favor. Republican doctrines and
ereby cease to be sectional. You cannot declarations are accompanied with a eon-
escape this conclusion ; and yet, ara you  tinual protest against any interference what-
willing toabide byit! If you are, you ever with your slaves. Surely, this does
will probably soon fiud that we Lave ceased not encourage thom to revolt. True, we

free from slavery.

John Brown's effort was peculiar. It
was not aslave insurrection, It was an at-
tempt by white men to get up a revolt

among slaves, in which the slaves refused
to participate. In fac® it was so absurd
that the slaves, with all their ignomance,
saw plainly enough that it could not sue-
ceed.  That affar, in its philosophy, cor-
responds with the many aitegppts, related
in history, a3 the assassination of Kings
and emperors.  An enthusinst broods over
the oppression of the people till he fancies
himself commissioned by teaven to libe-
rate them. He ventures the attempt,
which ends in little else than in his own
execution. Ursini's attempt on Louis Na-
poleon, and John Brown's attempt st Har-
per's Ferry, were, in their philosophy,
precisely tho same. The eagerness to cast
blame on vld England in the one case, and
and on New England in the other, does
not disprove the sameness of the two
things.

And how much would it avail you, if
you could, by the use of Jobu Brown, Hel-
per’s book, and the like, break up the Re-

blican organization ! Humsn sction can

modified to some extent, but human na-
ture cannot be changed. There is a judg-
ment and feeling against slavery in this
nation, which cast at least a million and a
half of votes. You cannot destroy that
breaking ap the political organization which
rallies around it. You can scarcely scatter
and disperse an army which bLas
formed into order in the face of your
idﬁmb?i;mmgs“ e s Sh
you gain by
created it out of the ul channel of the
ballot bux into some other channel ?
would that other channel :
Would the number of John Browns be

lﬂscnedwenhrged the jon ?
But illbmkh, tlnt’ninnuﬂnt
l.lm:m{:it to s denial of your Constitu-
liomlriﬁ:l.

l"l'hnt lhme'hn mmﬂ
ut it would Le palliated, if not justi-
fied, were we proposing, by the mere force
of numbers, to deprive you of some rights,
lainly written down in the Constitution

gl sy by
When you make jons you have a
specific and well understood allusion to an
assumed Copstitutional right of yours, to
take Slaves into the Federal territores, and
to hold them there as . Batno
such righit is specifically writicn in the Con-
stitution. That instrument in literally si-
lent about any such right. We, on the
contrary, deny that such a right has any
existence in the Constitution, even by im-
plieation.

Your then, plainly stated, is
Pt o i v by
less you be allowed to construe and enforce
the Constitation as you please, on all points
in dispute between you and us. You will
rule or ruin in all eveuts.

This plainly stated, is your language to

to be seetional, for we shall got votes in | do, in common with our fathers, who framed |us.  Perbaps you will sy the Supreme
your section this very year. You will the government under which we live, de- | Court has decided the di Counstitu-
then begin to discover, as the truth plaioly clare our belief that slavery is wrong ; but | tional question in your favor. Not quite
is, that your proof does not touch the is- the slaves do not hear us declare even this | so. But waiving the lawyer's distinction
sue. The fact that we ot no votes in your | For anything we say or do, the siaves would | between dictum and decisions, the Courts
section is a fiuet of your makirg, and ot of scarce koow there is o Hepublican party. ' have decided the question for you in a sort

ours. And if there be fault in that fact, | believe they would not, in fact, geverally |
that {act is primarily vours, and remains koow it but for your misrepresentations of
so until you show that we repel you by  us, in their hearing. o your political con- |
some wrong prineiple or practice.  1f we test among yourselves, each faction char-|
do repel you by any wrong principle or  ges the other with sympathy with Black Re- |
practice, the fault is vurs; but this brings publicanism ; and then, to give point to |
you to where you cught to Lave started— the charge, defines Black Republicanism |
to a discussion of the right or wrong of cur | to simply be insurrection, blood ard thun-’
principle. If our prineiple, put into prac- | der nmong the slaves.
tice, would wrong your section fur the ben-| Slave insurrections are no wore common
efit of ours, or fur auy other object, then now than they were before the LRepublican |
our principle, and we with it, are sectional, ' party was organized.  What iuduced the |
and are justly opposed and denounced as Soutampton insurrection. twenty-eight years
such. Meet us. then, on the question of ago, in which at least three times as many
whether our principle, put into practice, lives were lost as at Harper's Ferry '—
would wrong your section ; and so meet it  You can searcely stretch your very elastie
if it were possible that something may be fancy to the eonclusion that Southampton
said on cur side. Do you accept the chal- was got up by Black Republicans. In the
lenge? No! Then you really believe present state of things in the United States,
that the prineiple which our fathers who I donot think a geueral, or even a very
framed the Government under which we extevsive slave iusurrection is possible.
live, though <o clearly right as to adopt it, The indispensible coneert of action-cannot
and endorse it agnin and again, upon their be attsined. The slaves have no means of
cfficial oaths, is, Tn fact = clearly wrong as rapid communieation ; nor can ineendiary
to demand your eopdemnation without a free men, black or white, supply it. The
moment s eonsideration. explosive materials sre everywhere in par-
Some of you delight to flaunt in our fa- cels; but there ueither are, nor can be sup-
ces the warning against sectional parties plied, the indispensable connecting trains
given by Washington in bis Farewell Ad-  Much is sasid by Southern pecple about
dress. Less than eight years before Washi- the affection of slaves for their masters an
ington gave that warning, he had, as Presi. mistresses ; and part of it, at least, is true
dent of the Uniited States, approved and' A plot for an upri;i_ng could scarcely be
signed nnaet of Congress, enforeing the devised and eommunicated to twenty indi- |
rohibition of slavery in the Northwestern viduals befure some ome of them, to ssve
erritory, which act embodied the policy the live of a favorite master or mistress,
of the Government upon that sabject, up to would disulge it. This is the rule, snd
and at the very moment he penned that the slaverevolution in Hayti was not an
warning; and about ope year after he exception to it but a case cecuring under
penoed it he wrote Lafayette that Le con- peﬂlil-ll circumstances The gunpowder-
sidered that prohibition a wise measure, piot of British hiswry,

i ot connes-
expressicg in the same eonnection bis

that we should some time have s confedera- | that case, only sbout twenty were admitted
[:y of free States

ito the sseret; and yet ooe of them in his

ted with slaves, was more in point. In

of way. The Courts have sabstantially
auid, it is your Constitutional right to take
Slaves into the Federal territories, and to
hold them there as property.

When I say the deuno:m made in 2
divided Court by a bare majority of the
J s, and they are not quite sgreeing
-r?ipm another in lbon-q:nh i
it; that it is so made as that its
supporters disagree with one another about
iupr:ming ; and that it was mainly based
upon a mistaken statement of fact—the
statement in the opinion that, "tboﬂltd
property ina Slave is distinetly ex-
pressly affirmed in the Constitution.™

An inspection of the Constitution will
show that the right of property in » slave
is not distinetly and upudgnl.indn
it. Bear in mind the Judges do not pledge
their judicial opinion that such right is im-
pliedly affirmed iu the Constitution ;.hl
lhe.ﬁhdge their veracity that it is distinet-
Iy and expressly affirmed there—* distinet-
ly ** that 18 pot mingled with anything else
—" expressly " that is in words meaming
just that, without the aid of any interfer-
ence and susceptible of no other meaning.

1t they had only pledged their judicial opinion
that euch right is affirmed in the Instrument by

q implication, it would be upen to others to show

that ne'ther the word “slave” nor “slavery™ is to
be found in the Constitution, nor lhnd"yo—d

rty” even, in any connection with .
ﬁ&ngw&hpﬁmwmq..um
that instrument the slave isalluded to, be
iu:ﬂe\!a‘. - and whenever his

magier's
i
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