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| rofresh my memory from the notes which mamber that the war was not foe the pres-

i I took at the time. orvation of the Unjon, but that it was &

notoes,
Witness, The sposker commaoneed by | thedr mrpones, tha people would be de-

roforring to the canopy under which he ].ll'i\'m‘ of their libertios and a monnrchy

was speaking, the stand haviog been doe- | ostablished ;

i orated with an Amorican flag—the flag)

FIRST DAY. [ under the Constitution—

Wensnsnay, May 0, 1863, Judge Advoeats.  You noad not givo

The Commission vonvened at ten o'-'his introduectory remarks. Confine your-
olock, A. M, self to what ho sail about the war.

Tho Judge Advoeato read the General|  Witness,  After finishing his exordi- | orating the stage ?

Orxder from the Hondquarters of the De-| um, ho rpoke of the designs of those in| A, Thero were bannors made of frame-

artment of the Ohio; appointing the fol- | power being to erect a despotism.  That | work, and covered with canvass, which
rm\'ing named officors n Commission to|it was not their intention to effsct a res- | woro decorated with botternuts aud bore
try all parties brought before it, and Mr. | toration of the Union  That previons to | inseriptions,

Vallandigham was nxked whether ho had the battle of Fredericksburg an attempt | carried at the head of a delegation which

any objections to offor to any member of | was made to stay this wicked, cruel and | came in from a town in the conutry, bore

the Court. unnecessary war.  That the war could | the inscription, “The Copperheads aro

The following officers composed the have been ended in Febrnary last. 'l'lmt'lcgming_”

Conrt : n duy or two before the battle of Froder- Mr, Vallandigham,
Brig. Gen. R. B. Pottor, President. icksberg, & provosition had been made | eoined copper cents.
Capt. 4. M, Cutte, dulge Advoeate. | for the re.admiesion of Bouthern Sona- |  Judges&@voeate.
Col. J. . DeCourcy, 16th O, V. I, Iluru into the Unitod States Congress, and | Sonthern tmblom.
Lieut. Col. 13, R. Goodrich, Com. Sub, | that tho refusal was still in existence over|  Mr, Vallandighsm shook his head, and
Mai. Vs Buren, A. D. C. thoe President’s own signature, ‘which | said they were not. :
Maj. Drown, 10th Kentucky Cavalry. | would be made public as soon as the ban | Question by Judge Advoeate. Did
Maj. Fiteh, 115th 0. V. L, | of secrecy imposed by the Piesident was | yeo any persons having emblems on t
Capt. Lyding, A, D. C. {removed. That the union could have| peysons ?

My, Vallandigham said he was not ac- | been saved il tho plan proposed by thel™ A, Yes, I saw hundreds of persons
quainted with any of the members of the speakor had been adopted. That the Un- | wearing Batternut and Copperhead bad-
Court, and had no objections to offer lr}1l~ n conld h:w-l: boon saved upon the basis! ges.
them individually, but e protestod that of r-n:r:nstru:-ﬂup; but that it would bave Mr. Vallandigham, The copper bad -
the C'ommission had no authority to try | been i1 the exile or death of those who ges were simply the head cut out of the
him, he being neither in the land or naval wlvm-u!_c-l a continuation of the war, e | oommon coent coins, with pins attsched.
fores of the United States, or in the mil- | then referred to Forney, who was a well| My, Vallandigham.
ftia in the sctual service of the United | known correspondont of the Philadelphia| wiat inscription these Copperhaad bad-
States, and was not therefors trialile Ly Press, anl said ha had no right to speak

solved that he would never Lo a priest, to
minister st the altor on which his coun-
try was being sacrificed,

Quostion by Jodge Advocats. What
other flags or embletus were used in doc-

Ths Bouth never

But bultetnuts are a

Did yon notice|

such a Conrt, but was nmenabile only to
the Judicial Courts of the land.

The memberg of the Conrt were then
sworn to try his case impartially.

The Judge Advocate then read the fol-
lowing charge and specification:

CHARGE

Publicly expressing, in violation of General |
Order No. 35, from  Hemlipuneters Department |
af the Ohio, his zympathies for thoee in arma
pEninst the Government of the United Sentes,
declaring disloyn ] sentiments nd oplnions, with
the ohject nad purpose of w eikening the power ol
the Government in ita ¢forts Lo supyivess ny un-
tawlul rebellion,

SPECIFICATION,

In thiz, that the said Clement L. Vallatidig
b, & eltiten of the State of Ohilog o o alout §
the Tat duy of Muy, 1563, wt Mowis Verton |
Knox Loty Mito, did pubiliely anddecss a Inrgc
peeting of citizens, and did utier Liments, o
words or in offeet, ns followa, donle the press
ent wae e wieked, ool and uioe r¥ warg™
st war not being waged (ue the peeeyation of
the Unfon;" “n war for the purg i erushing |
ptit liberty and erovting s desgat Wik o |
the freedom of the blicks and | lavotent
of the whites;" statlng “that if the it
tion hnd so wishied, thie war coulld bave Boen lion
orably terminnted monthis dgo™ alnt “ponce
might ha wen honarmbly abitviood by listoniog
to the proposed ntermedintion of Feanee;™ that
“propagitions by which thio Houtiorn States conld
b won ek nidd the South bo gusranteed their
rights undor tho Coustitution, had beeh rejectes
the day before the battle at Prededieksbinrg, by
Lincoln and his minions;" mesning theeby the
Prosident of the Uniwd Statea amd thuse under
Wi o anthorfey,  Charging “thiat the Govern-
ment ob the Unlted States weee about to apipaint
Militars Muwshals du cvery Distiiel w pestrain
the i"'"}‘."" of their Hoerties, to deprive them or
thelr riglas  aid s *  Charaeterizing
General Oflor No, 8%, feom Headguarters De-
partmont of the Olilo, as “a hase usurpation of
arbitriey authority.” inviting iis hewrers bo vealst
the anmo Ly sayiug, “the seouer the people in
form the minions of wsurped power thag they will
not submit to such resteictions npon theie Hhep-
tiea, the betior;” declaring *that he was at al
times, and vpon all oceasions resulved o do whst
e could (o defunt the altenps now beiug wade
to bulld up n monarehy upon the raiog of our (e |
Governmeut:™ assecting “that he firmly believed, |
as he said six months aga, thot the men in powor
aro ptlompliug o establish & despotism in thiis |
countey, more otuel and wore oppressive than
ever existed belore. |

All of which opiuions and sentiments ho woll|
knew did aid, comfort and encourage those in|
arms againgt the Government, and coulid but in- |
duce in his hiearers a distenst of thele own Gov
ernment and sympathy for those in aems agaitst
it, and o disposition to resist the luws ol the land, |

L M. CUTTS, |
Captain 11th Tefantry, Judge Advoonte, Depart-
moit of the Ohio.

Mr. Vallandigham was asked by the
Judge Advoeate what his plea was.

Mr, Vallandigham rofused to plead,
and asked time to consult his counsel aund
for procees to compel the attendance of
Fornando Wood, of New York City, who
shonld e required to bring with him the
letter which lie received from Riclimond
in relation to terms offered for the return
of Sonthern Senators to their seats in
Congress, with the letter of the President
deslining to entertain the proposition.

Mr. Vallandigham coutinni g to reluse
to plead to the charge, the 'rosident di-
vected that the plea of “not guilty” be
entered on the record.

The Court then gave Mr, Vallandig-
ham time to consclt his counsol, and for
thet purpose ordered a recess to half past
one o'clock.

The Court was then cleared for delib-
pration, as to whether the delay asked for
by Mr. Yallandigham should be granted,
and remained closed until near noon.

The Court again met pursnant to ad-
journmunt. and the doors were opencd.

The President asked Mr. Vallandig-|
ham whether he desived to appe
gonnsel.

ar with
My, Vallandigham said he did not.—|
Ylis connsel, George E. I'ugh, George

|
|

|

Pendleton and Alexander Ferguson re-|spirit is gono.

mwained in the adjoining room.

The Judge Advocato annonnced that| vanls in power;

the case would be proceeded with, and
called the first witnoess for the prosecution,

Captain H. &,

Question by Judge Advocate.

you present at a meeting of citizens at|

]

Mount Vernon, on May 1, 18063
Ans. 1 was.

). Did you hear accnsed addre

meeting ?
A, 1did, ! J
Q. What position did you occupy at|in Indianapolis, o

the meeting, and were you near enough
to hear all he said ?

A,
the platform on which be was speakin
Was about six fect from him. I romai
od in this position during the whole time
Lo was speaking.

By Judge Advocate. Btate what o
marks he wade in relation to the war;

B

what le said about the D'resilent of the permit the witness to go on with the tes-
tin

United States and the orders of military
commanders,

Witness. In order that I may bring
in cvonts as they wero roferred to by the

Hill, of the 115th Uhiui!“blllil to endyre;

Volunteer Infantry, was sworn. | ' ' -
Were! in the face of Congress hoped thet our|al and a usurpation of arbitrary power?

I was leaning against the end of

{ning the people no
{an attompt would shortly
speaker, I ask pormission of the Court to' forea the Conseription Law, and to ro- tiom, that

for those who woere not connected with
the Administeation, That some of our
public mon, rather than bring Lack some
of the seceded Btates, would snbmit to a
permanent soparation of the Union.  He
statod that France, a nation that had sl-
ways shown hersell to be a fricnd of our
Government, had proposed to act as in-
termodiator; but that lier proposition,
which, if necepted, might have bronght
about an honorable peace was insolently
Tl!jl.h_' ted,

Mr. Vallandigham here corrected the
witness. Theword beused was “instant.
ly," not “insolently.”

Witness. 1 understood the word he
nsed to have been *““insolently.” That
the people had been deceived,—that 20,.
000" lives liad been lost at the battle of
Fredericksburg that might have been
saved. In speaking of the objects of the
war he saild it was a war for the libera-
tion of the blacks aud the enslavement of
the whites, Wa had been told it would
b termitnted in three months—then in
nine mouths; and again in a year. "That
the war was still in progiress, aad that
there was vo prospect of its being ended.
That Itichmond was theirs; that Churles-
ton and Vicksburg were theirg; that the
Mississippi was not opened, and would
uot Le o long as there was cotton on its
bunks to be stolen, or so long as there
weore any officers to envich. That s South
ern paper lial denoyueed bim and Cox,
and tho peace Demoerats, as having done
more to prevent the establishmont of the
Sounthern Confederacy than 10,000 sol-
diers could do.  That they proposed to
operate through the wasses of the people
in hoth seetions who were in favor of the
Union. L'hat it was the purpose or de-
wign of the Administration to suppress of
prevent such meetings as the oue he was
addtessing, That military marshals were
about to be appointeil in every district
wlio woull act for the purpose of restrict-
ing the libertics of the people, Lut that
ho was o freeman,  That he did not ask
David "L'od or Abraliam Lancoln, or Am-
brose K. Durnside for his right to speak
s he had done, and was doing. That his

|authority for so doing was higher than

tieneyal Order No: 38—it was General
QOrder No. 1—the Constitution, That
Gencral Ordor No. 38 wns a base usurpa-
tion of military power—that hie had the
maost supremas contampt for such power.
1Te despiseil it and spit upon it. e
trampled it under Lis foet.  Tlat only a
few days before a man had been dragged
from his howe in Dutler connty by an
outrageouns usurpation of power and tried
for an ollynce not known to our laws, by
g solf-constitnted court-martial — tried
without o jury, which is goaranteed to
every onej that he had been fined andim-
prisonad. That two men had been brought
over from Kentueky and tried, contrary
to the express laws for the tiial of trea-
son, and were now under the sentence of
death, That an order had just been is-
sued in Indians, denying to persons the
right to canvass or discuss military poli-
ey, and that if it was submitted to it
would be fallowed up by a similar order
in Ohio ; that he was resolveld nevor to
submit to an order of a military diotstor,
prohibiting the free discussion of either
civil or military authority.

The sooner that the people informed
the minions of this usurped powor that
they would not subwmit to such restriot-
ions upon their hberties, and that they
would not cringe and cower before such
authority, the better, Let them not be
deluded by the image of liberty when the
e proclaimed the right
to eriticise the nets of our military sor-
that there never was g

tyrant in any age who oppressed the peo-

| ple further than ho thought they would

that in tho days of
Demociatic antbority, Tom Corwin had,

brave volunteers in Mexico *might be
weleomed with bloody hands to hospita-
blo graves,!” but that ho Lad not been in-

necessary to appoint a captain of cavalry
as Provost Marshal, ns was now the case
r military dictators, as

were now exercising authority in Cincig-

| nati and Columbus;«hat a law Lad ve.

cently been enacted in Ohio, as well as iu
some other Btates, regulating

n-|in which soldiers should vote; and that | fine and imprisonment

the ofticers are to bLe judges of elections,
Judge Advoeate objected to this parl
of the testimgony ss irrevelant.

ges bore ?

A. No, 1 did not look at them.

Mr. Vallandigham. Theinscription on
them was “Liberty."

Question by Judge Advoeste. Did
you hear any cheers in the crowd for Jeff
Davis ?

Mr. Vallandigham. That is not in the
gpeeification.

Duvig, but I heard a shout in the crowd
that *Jefl Davis was s gentleman, and
thiat was more than the P'resident was."
CIROSS EXAMINATION BY M. VALLANDIGIAM.

Q. Did I not refer in my speech to
the Urittenden Compromise propositions
anid condemn their rejection ?

As the witnoss was abont answering,
the Judge Advocata ohjectod to the qoes-
tion on the ground that it was bringing
in matter foreign to the chiargoe and speei-
fication. The Conrt allowed the ques-
tion to Lo answered,

A, When endeavoring to show that
the party in power had not the restora-
tivn of the Unjon in view in conducting
the war, and that that was not their ob-
jeot, he statel & number of mesns by
which that conld have been aceomplish-
o, and from the fact that none had been
adopted, he considered it proof that the
restoration of the Uiion was not the ob.
joct for which the war was being waged.

). Did I not quote Judge Douglas’
declaration that the rojection—

Mp, Vallandigham. I desire to prove
thut in my speech I stated that Mr. Doug-
las lLiad sanid that the responsibility for
the rejection of tho Crittenden proposi-
tions was with the Republican party.

The Judge Advocate stated that his ob-
jestion was that the question was Dbring-
ing in political opinions and diseussion
with which the Court had nothing to do,

The room was cleared for deliberation,
and the doors closed,

After an interval of fifteen minute the
doors were again opened, and then the
Judge Advocate announced that the ques-
tion wonuld not be admitted.

Q. When speaking in connection with
Forney's Press, did I not say that il oth.
er Democrats in Washington and myscll
bad not refused all idea and suggestions of
sowe promiuvnt men of the party in pow-
er, to make peaco on terms of disunion,
that I believed the war would have been
ended in February ?

A. When speaking of the proposi-
tions before referred to, and that this war
was not being carrvied on for the restora-
tion of the Union, he stated that if the
Democrats in Washington bad united dn
influence for the permanent separation of
the Union it wonld have been accom-
plished in Febroary.

). Did I not refor expressly to my-
sell in that connection, um?aay that I had
refused, and always wounld refuse, to agree
to a separation of the States; in other
words, to peace on terms of disunion ?

Ans.  Well, that idea is not exactly
as it was expressed, Ho stated some-
thing to that effoct, That he wished to
hove a voice in the mauner in which the
Union was to be reconstrncted, and that
our southern brethren should also have a
voice in the matter.

Ques. Referring to the Richmond Zn-
guirer article, did 1 not say that it, Jefl.
Davis' orgsn, hud called Dictator Lin-
coln to lock up Mr. Uox Benator Itich-
ardeon and myself iu one of his military
prisons, becanse of our doing 8o much
against Bouthern recognition and inde-
| pendence ?

A. That is substancially what he said.

(). Referring to General Order No, 88,
{did I not say that in so far as it vnder-
took to subjeet citizens not in the land or
| naval forces of the United States, or mil-
| itia of the United States in actual service,
| to trial by Court-martial of Military Com-
mission, 1 believe it to be uncogstitution-

| A. Yes, exceptin the words *'in so far.”
| Q. Referring to the citizens of Ken-
tucky, tried by Military Court in Cincin-

ss that | terfered with, It was never bofore thought | nati, did I not say thet if what they were

{ ¢charged with was actual treason, punish-

able by death, and thatif guilty the pon-
alty by statute, which was hanging, that
they ought to be hung, after being tried

fine.

Mr, Vallandigham desired the court tos tried, and by usurpation of powes.

nony.

Witneas—The speaker closed by war.

!

be mado to en-

Mr. Vallandigham—Strike
*4ifs"’ then,

|

I
|

Q. Did T not also #ay, in that

Witness. I did not hear cheers for Jeff

by a judicisl court and a jory, instead of
i which thoy tad Leen triod by o wilitary
the mauner | court, and, as 1 understood, sentenced to

,one of them 300

| A, Idon't think he put thoso “if's in.
(1 think he said they wero improperly

out the

Witness—That was substancially what

ivad, That | id. ; :
%2 bo doosived 4100091 connoo- | spacch that might be delivered by biw.

the robel ofiicer who was tried | had no orders to take notea or report.

Comnfy §
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(Baaepy b
nati, was

fegnﬂy and properly tried, ac-

President.  You ean read from your wicked Abolition war, and that if those cording to the rules, and articlos; triad |

where the Conrt had jurisdiction?
| AT dsmy recollection that he de.

| nal, and dil not make the distinotion.
to the case of Campbell, the rebel spy, and
! make any dinlinolron?
Ans, No. He denounced tha Conrt
first, and then gave the instances, which
I havo alteady related in my direct tosti-
! mony.
| Q. by Vallandigham.

Do you not

||

(case, and saying that he was properly

tried ?

Ans. He may, but I do not recollect
it. He probably did reler to the Camp-
Lell, ease,

Q. May I not have made the distine-
tion and you have not heard it ?

The Judge Advoocate said he would ad-
mit that the accused did draw the dis-
 tinction between the cases, and that Le ad-

i-ouqmiuml the rightof the Court to try the
heir

8py. In other words, that he condemued

{the trial of the Butler country man and
tapproved the case of tho spy who was
triod and convicted.

Q. Did I not distinetly, in the eonclo-
sion of the spesch, enjoin npon the peo-
{ple to staud by the Union at all events,
fand that if war failed, not to give up the
Union, bnt to try by peaceable means,
by compromise, to restoro it, as our fath-
ers made it, and that though others
might consent, or be forced to consent I
would not myself be one of those who
would take any part in agreeing to a dis-
solution of the Union ?

A, Yos, Heesaid that heand the peace
men wero the only ones who wished the
restoration of the Union?

Q. Did not one of the banners you re-
ferred to as decorated with butternuts,
bear the inseription,“The Constitution
as it is, and the Union as it was 7"’

A. The banners were numerous. One
of them, I believe, did bear that inscrip-
tion,

Q. Do you mean to be understoed to
sny that [ heard the reference to Jeff. Da
vis in the crowd, or gavo any assent to|
it whatever ?

A, I cannot gay that he did.
see or hear him give any assent to it.—
There were many other remarks of that
character uttered.

Q). What was tha size of the crowd
assembled there ?

A. I do not know the proper estimate
but the crowd was very large.

The Court then adjourned to Tuesday
morning at 10 o'clock.

SECOND DAY.

The Conrt met at 10 o’clock, A. M,
Present as hofore.  Yestorday's proceed-
ings and testimouy were read and ap-
proved, and were signed by the P.esident,

Captain Hill was again called to the
stand, and his cross examination resum-
ol by Mr, Vallandigham.

Q). In speaking of the character of the
war, did I not expressly say as Mr. Lin-
coln in Lis Proclamation of July 1, 62,
said:  *This unnecessary and injurious
civil war.”’!

Judgo Advoeate, to Mr. Vailandig-
ham, was that used in your speech as &
qnotation from the President’s P'roclama-
tion ?

Mr. Vallandigham. Yes, it was.

Witness, 1 do not recollect that he
did. The langnage ho made use of I un-
derstood to be his own.

Mr. Vallandigham. Of course I co'd
not put'the quotation marks in my speech.

Q. Again: in speaking of the charac-
ter of the war, did I not expressiy give
ns proof the President's Proclamation of
September 22, 1862, and January 1, '63,
declaring the emancipation of the slaves
in the Bouthern seceeded States, as proofl
that the war was being waged for that
purpose ?

The witness was about to answer, when
the Judge Advocate checked him. He
gaid it was bringing ont matters which
were foreign to the cnarge and speeifica-
tion, and that the Court was not ealled
upon to pass upon the merits of the Pres-
ilent’s Proclamation. e then desired
that the Court should be closed for delib-
eration.

Mr. Vallandigham, I desire to show
this fact, in explanation of the purpose
and object of my declaration as to the
presen character of the war; and as my
authority for tho statement, for 1 assume

the Military Court st Uinein- ’

t

“3.

Q. bil
(and paper

cil and paper,
Q. Dl you teke notes of any othe

that as for him he was ro- novnced the Court a8 an unlawful triby- | speech ?

?you go provided with poneil

| b : : The Julge Advocate objested to the |
in anthority were allowed to accomplish ' and convicted—that that was a clear case question.  Of course the witness had pen-

EMEY.

INEW SI
'strnck mo vory forcibly.

law,
r
1

'1
rl

A. No. I noticed this partionlarty, It! n[ng-of his !pl't,‘ct;, ir; whi:;h M I-l_it
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1, ha
| was not there by the favor of David 'I‘orl.

Q. Yousay that I waid that I would| or Abraham Linoole, or Ambross E
not connsel resistance to military or civil Buruside, ! &
Did not I expresely counssl the|
enple to obey the Constitution and the  during the ppooch?
{Inwn, and pay proper repect to men in;

(3. Wero any epithets applisd to him

A. Nosir. IT there had been, 1 should

I commenced taking notes of Mr. anthority, Lint to maintain their political have notired them, beeanse Gon Burosida

and stopped,
other speoch,

Q. Wers you not sent exprossly to lis- | way to rebuke and put down A v]minislm-i

ten to my spesch ?

I was not, any more than any othe
sponch,

Commandant of the City,
Q. From whom did you obtain leave o

wbgenve /

the words “or requested” from the an
swer; for il leaves it ambiguons,

per on your return?

The Jl]\‘gﬂ Advoeata (thl."..‘ll‘." to the‘

rnestion, bnt the Conrt allowed it,

I(r-m'.nr_
Q. To whom dil you report ?

|
tha Ohio,

A By Capt. Andrew C. Kemper, As- |
rigtant Adjutant General of the Military tion in which that sentencs was used?

Q. Did yon make report to Capt. Kem-

A. Onmy return I did not report to
A. To Col. Eastman himself, and hu!l'l'l

This closed the testimony of Captain|No. 1, signed Washingion.

Q. by Tudge Advocate. Did he refer | Cox's speech; but considered it harmless, | riyhts through the ballot-box, and to ro- | was an old friend of mine; 1 sbould have
I took nonotes of any dress personal wrongs throngh the judi-| remembored any odious epithots applied

|cial tribunale of the country, and in that to him,

tions and all usnrpations of power?

ri A, Not inthat connection.

| prwer.
2. Do you recollect the wlole connec-

A. 1 did not nnderstand him to advise

f submission ot all times.
|

- |80 a8 to answer the qnestion,
| Q. Did I not eay that my autharity to

on all publie questions, was not derived
from General Order No. 98, bLut frowm
CGiencral Order No. 1—"The Constitution
of the United States, George Washington
conmanding.

A. 1 understood lim to say, that hiy

military despot, Durnside. It was Order
I did not

1o eaid,
[at the last of his speech, to come up tol

3. By whom were you semnt or reques- the ballot-box and hurl the tyrans § eee Y i i
One Lannor, which was | remembor my speaking of the Campbell | ted to go ? ¥ | . ox and h yrant from | speech to tkat ordor was something Lo this

Q. Do you recollect the sutn and sub- | to that effecs.
Judge .&dvocllo. He dil not need any | stance of what I snid?
leavo of abscence; the order was enoogh: |

gpeak to the people in public n!cmlxlngm,'

Did not | not carvied on for the restoration of the

The people were not deserving to be free

that the president is not disloyal.

The Judge Advocate insisted that the
question required the Court to pass judg-
mont upon the merit of the President’s
Proclamation, and mot whether he
[Mr. V.,] was exprossing lLis own senti.
ments or those of the President.

The Judge Advocate said the question
could not be admitted. :

Q. Did you continuo at the same
place during the delivery of the whole
speach ¥

A. Tdid.

Q). Wore your notes taken at the time
or reduced to writing afterward ?

A. They were taken at the time, snd
as they fell from the speaker's lips.

Q. Wero you uot in citizen's clothes?
And how came you to be at Mt, Vernon
that day? Did you go to Mount Vernon
for the purpose of taking uotes sud re- |
porting the speech ? '

Judge Advocate. T object to this qluos-
tion on the ground of its immatariality.

Mr. Vallandigham insisted on the ques-
tion on the ground that it explained the
temper sud spirit of the witness, aud his
| prejudices, and as showing that the notes
| wato takon with reference to the arrest
and prosecution before this Commission, |
lio being & Uaptain in the service, and
his regiment in Cincipnati,

The question was objected to by tho
Judge Advoeate, and the Court was clear-
ed for deliberation.

On opening the doors again, the Judge
Advoeste aunounced that the guestion
would be aliowed.

A. Iwasin citizen's clothes,
up for the purposo of listening to an

1

| ho was sccustomed to reporting spesches.

and I wont | might be

Hill on both the direct and cross-cxam- | hear him say “*Constitution."

ination, ), Were not the name Ted, Lineoln
The Judge Advocate ealied Durnside used in the same connection,
Captain John A. Means, 115th O, V. aud that I did not ask their consent to

L., who was sworn. He was asked by the |speak?

Judge Advocate if ho was at the Mount A. At another time he did use these

Vetnon meeting, and whether he heard Mr. | words,

Vallandigham speak, and if s0, what be|

said of the war, &c., ? made about despising, epitting and tramp-

Witnese. 1 was at the meeting, and |ling under foot, expressly applied in ref- |

heard Mr, Vallundigham address the peo- [erence to arbitrary power generally, and
ple. I was in two or three positions|[did Inoti
most of the time, and about five or ten |eral Order
feet from the stand. T heard the whole
speech,

By the Judge Advoeate, State wlmtl
remarks you heard him make, and)give| A. The remarks in regard to despising
as near as you can his language. | and spitting upon, were in direct reference

Witness. Io stated that the war was |to Order No. 38, Some time afterward
in speaking of the tyvranny of the Admin-
istration, he did refer to Order No, 9, and
of the right to criticise the acts of the
Administration, and sail if submitted
to it would be followed by civil war in

General Hascall, denying the right to
criticise the war policy of the Adminis.
tration?

Union; and that it might have been stop-
ped some time ago, and the Union restor-
ed, il the plans which had been submit-
ted had heen acespted.
Mr. Vallandigham ohjected to this tpg- | Uhia.
timony on the ground that he had applied | Q. Did T approve or condemn the or
for a subpo:na to compel the attendance of [der?
Fernando Wood, who would produce the| Judge Advocate.
writted evidence of what he (Mr. V.) had | bas already been answered,
asserted about the return of Southern! * Will you undertake to give any
Sonnators to their seats in Congress, connected or methiodical statemuent of
Judge Advoeate. 1 will strike from | my epeech of over one hour and a half
specification that part which refers to the |long?
*‘propositions by which the ,Southorn A, I simply remember parts of it, I do
States could be won back,” &e. not pretend to give the speech just as he
To the witnes: You will omit that part | spoke it,
of your testimony. (). Were yon not present in citizen’s
Witness continued: *“If the [;lnng, he |clothes, aud how came you to be at
had proposed himself had been adoptel, [Mount Vernon that dsy, by whose or ler, |
peace would have been restored, the Un-|and were you sent for the purpose of list:
ion saved by a reconstrnction, the North |ening to, snd reporting the epeech?
won back and the South gnaranteed her| A. Iwas there in citizen’s clothes by
rights. That Ridhmond, Uharleston and |order of Colonel Eastinnn. 1 was rent to
Vicksburz had not been taken, and the!listen to the spesch and to give my cate- |
Mississippi was not opened, and could ful attention and get Lis language as near
not bo s long ns there was cajton on the |as I could.
mnks to be stolen or officers to be en-| Q. Dil you make sucha report?
riched. He eaid that after the rebuke| A. Idid, to Col. Eastmsn. '
which the Administration reccived at the| Q. Did you make report of any other
last fall elections no moro volunteers could |spedches on that occasion?
be had, and the Administration had to| A. Idid. I got the substance of Cox
sort to the French conscription law. But|and Reiney’s speeches.
he would not counsel resistence to milita-| Q. Were you directed to go to Mount
ry or civil law. That was not needed. | Vernon and wake a report of my speech,
with reference to the proseentivn under
General Urder No. od1 '

Tt

ne

question, I think
d

men who would submit to to such en.
croachments on their liberties. A. T was not. :
Mr. Vallandigham. What was Lrefer.| Q. Were any reasons given you why
ring to, whon I made the remark you say | you should go? _
did? 1 The Jndge Advoeate oljected to the
Witness. He was speaking of the Con. | question, ss the answer bad Leea sullicient-
seription Act. e said ho belicved the ly given before, .
Administration was attempting toerectn! . Was any object stated to you, M*.‘l
despotism, and in less than one menth | if 8o what, for your gring there in citizen's
Lincoln had plunged the country in this | clothes, listening to anl reporting the
crnel, bloody end unnceessary war. He|speceh?
gtated that Creneral Ordor No. 88 was a| A. There was not any.
usurpation of power that he despised—he| 'The cross examination hm‘-e closed, and
spit upon itand trampled it under Lis the Judge Advocate stated that be did
feet. That ho for one would not regard [not propose to introduco sny further
it. He styled the officers of the Admin. | testimony on the patt of the prosecu-
istration and officers of the army as Liu- | tion, )
coln minions. He said lio did not ask| Mr. Vallandigham asked for a few
Lincoln or Burnside whether Lo might | minutes to consult wuh‘lus counsel, which
speak; that he wes a free man and spoke | wae granted, and the Court took a recess
as be pleased. He stated the military |of fifteen minutes.
orders and proclamations were intended | THE DEFENSE.
to intimidate t!lff people and prevented .! Ou the re-assembling of the Court, Mr. |
them from meoting as they had doue that | Vallandigham colled Hon, 8. 8. Cox,
‘lﬁ.!"- ] He claimed the right to discuss and | (10 coactworn, He was examined by
eriticise the actions of the civil and mil- | yr . yyllandigham,
tary suthorities. ). Wereyou present at a publie polit-
Q. Did he “‘d"!“ "15“ peoplu to take ion] meeting of the citizens of Ghio, &t
any steps to obtain lhe]r rights? | Mount Vernon, on Fridav, May 1, 1863,
A. At the closo of hisspeech headvis- | 0 a e o0 in what capacity? |
ed the people to como up together and at! ™ 4 "y oo present as one o
tho ballot-boz to hurl the tyrant from his | o o i
throne. Tn ono part of bis spoach he styl- . Did you hear the speech of Mr, Val-|
od the President as King Lincoln, ~  {jondisham on that day, wado ta the ss:
Uross exomivation by Mr. Vallandig- semblage?
ham—Q. Did you take any notes at all | ™ ity
during the delivery of the speech, or sml Q. State where your position was du.
you testifying solely from menory’ ring its delivery; what your opportunities
A. T took no minutesdaving the delive| for ioaring were; whether you heard: it |
ory of the speech. After Pendleton com- | 41}, and whether and why your atteution
monenl speaking, I went and wrote out | was particularly directed to it?
what I heard. It was pechaps an hour | A, Dofore the speaking Legan 1 was on
and o half after I heard the speech, | tho stand & fow feot from Mr. Vallandig-
Q. About what was the length of tho | ham, and was most of the time standing |
specch? [ near him, so that I could not fsil to hear
A_ T thitk abent an bour and a half.| 411 that he said. 1 do not thivk my at-
istracted, vuless fora very
it, T supposo. Did you ever report it| fow winutes, during the whole speoch, ‘I
short hﬂn'” Lad vot heard Mr. ullm:\l::‘-:-.:.m LFRY
Jllilsl‘- Advoeate.  'The witness has since the n-iiut.lflluﬂal u'f”L ongress, au 1,
already said he made no report of the!zs I eame in from o different iln'u..‘l.:uu,:
gpecch. . | from the west, I did not knuw_l.hat_hu was |
Mr. Vallandigham wanted to know if | ¢ be there. 1 took an especial interest |
'in listening to his speech thronghout.—
to follow Lim, I naturally noted
d. 1 believe

| |
|

—

f the rpeak- |

(). You made no ehort hand report of | gention was d

Tho Judge Advocate objected to the | I{aving . _
question. . the topies which he discusse
(¢ You speak of my snying the Novth that answars the question.
might bo won back—was it not the South . Did yon hear any allusions to
: won back? Mr. Vallandigham ' 1y side, by nomwo o7 deseription, snd
cod that tno witness used the 55 what wero they?
#South.” | 'A. The only sllusion that he malo to

(lon.
if
gaid ho noti ;
word “North” in place of the
Tt was the South he referred to.

| said l.lu'-.\' pur

| Mr.

| the Gionoral was, 1 think, noar the begin- |

Q. Did you hear the reference to Gen-
eral Orler No. 8%, and if o, what wan
it?

A. The only referonce mado in that

{ effsct: that he did not recognize ([ do not
o that [ can quote bis language) Order
No. 34 s superior to General Ordor No. 1

| of the ('onstitation, from Goeorge Waah«

|ington commanding. It was somethin

i thought it was & hand-

| some point at that time, I remomber ihat,

| ¢ rd : A. I romember partof it, but I cannot| because Mr, Vallandigham nsed the ssma
Mr. Vallandiglam. Then strike ont remomber the language or the #ubstanca oxpression in the debate in Congress on

{ the Conscraption Lill, or in somo debato
somewhere else, when I Lieard him speak.

). Were sny violent epithots such aa
spitting upon, trampling under foot, or
tha like, nsed at any timo in the speeck,
in reference to that Ordor No. 8% and if
auy ctiticism was wadeupon it what was
that eriticism

A. I cannot rcoall any denuncistory

]

thority to speak to the people was high- | epithets applied to that order. I did not
sent mo to Headquarters Department of | er than General Order No. 88, Ly that| hear them, and if I had I should remem-

| bered them. The criticism upon the or-
der was made as I have statad Lerore.

2. In what conncction did I use the
strong language?

A. Mr. Vallandigham disensspd the or-
der very briefly, in order to get away on
the four o'clock train, and occupied most
of lis time in discussing other proposi-

- | tions. It was in connoction with remarka
Q. Were not the remarks you say I about closing the war by soparation of thu

Union, He chargad that the men in pow-
er bad the power to make peace by sepa-
ration. He exlavsted some time in road-

\'thn: -.‘ulllhi.'ci;irun refer to Gren- | ing proofs of this—oue wes from Mont-
No. 9 of Indiana, signed by | gomery Dlair, and other from Forney’s

LPrevz. 1le nlro said thee were private
proofs which time would disclose. Mo
] this thing uotil they
found that the Democrats were nowiiling
to make peace, exeept on the basis of tha
restoration of the whole Union,
2. Do you remem to what, if at
in st rpations

all

of pov is sirongest lap-
{1 Ll
'.:hﬂ_:"'.

A.Tc gay asto the strongost

Y Lie always spoke pretty

denvunced in strongest

» usurpations of power, tg
: 1 the sufirage.
2 peoplo to protocitheir
rights, as the remedy for every grievance.
Twice in his speech he connseled and
warned ngainst viclence ar revolution.—

Hl0} el
e R aled tot

1

{ By the peaceful means of the ballet-box,

all that was wrong of 3 public nature
might be remodied, snd that the Courts

| wonld remedy all grievances of a privata

nature. I caonot quote the languwge, but
& the \-L‘.Lnl.lll;ft'.:

During his speech ho referred to those
in power having rightful suthority; and
that they should Le obeyed, 1le gonnsel-
ed no resistance, cxeept what ecould Lo
had at the ballot-box,

). Was anytling said by me at all
looking to forcible resistance of cither law
or military orders?

A. Not as I snderstand it.

2. What was sole remedy that I urged
upon the pecple:

A. The sole remedy was, as I have
stated, in the Counrts snd in the ballot-
box. I remember this distinotly, becansa

that 3

oert
1 had been pursuing the same line of re-
wmirk st Chicago and Fort Wayne, and
other had been speaking,
and for the i ing any ten-
deney toward viclence among our Demo-
eratic Irl.".'rlj:;'.

0. Was any thing seid by e on that
occasionin denunciation of the Conscrip-
tion Lill, or looking in soy way tore
gistance to it?

Mr. Vallandigham—XNot one word.

Q. Did I refer to the French Conserip-
tion Law, aud if nat, by whom wes refor-

s whers 1

O50 G

epre

| ence made toit!

A. Ile did not, I did in this connes-
tion.

The Judge Advocate objected to what
Cax bad said as not Leing competent
evidence. '

Mr. Cox desired to say to the court, in
explaustion of what ho ssid about the
Conscription Law, that he had, just beforg
the mecting, been talking with Judga

| Bartley about our Coscription Law hav-

ing Leen copied from the Freach law,
and I mercly reforred totkat in my speech.

Q. Do you remember my guoting from
P'resident Lincoln's Preclamation of Ju-
y 1, 1562, the words “hnnecessary and
ijusions war?

A, 1 do not, he may have done so, bui
I did not hear it.

2. Did you Lear similar language usad
iy me?

A. I cannot recollect it.

Q. Do you remember my comimonts
on the charge of the policy of the war
BOmMe Vear oFf 6o aller #s commencement,
and what referonce was made by me in
that connection?

A. He did refer to the change in tha
pu]it‘y of the war, and 1 think devoted
gome time to show that it was carried on
for the Abolition of slavery, sud not for
the rastoration of thie Union.

Ques. What did he claim to have
been its original purpose, sud did b ro-
fer to any message or proclamation of
the President in that connection ?

A. Ho reforred in that defonse to the
Crittende

I

a proposition, declaring tho war
was for the restoration of the Union, and
cot to brask up tho States,

Q. Did 1 coupsol any othor mode in
that specch, of resisting usurpations of ar-
bitrary power, oxcept by free discusaion
aad the ballot-box?

A. He did not.

Vr. Vallaudigham: As I understand
that portion of the specifications which re-
lates to the proposition from Richmond
has been stricken ont, I will ask no quas-
tions about it.

(. Was any Jdenunciation of the offi-
a¢ of the arivy jndulged in by me or




