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- Addvess to the Young Men’s Lyceum of
“ g Springfigld, Illinoss

THE PERPETUATION OF OUR POLITICAL

éb# N\’ INSTITUTIONS

As a subject for the remarks of the evening, the perpetuation
of our political institutions, is selected.

In the great journal of things happening under the sun, we,
the American People, find our account running, under date of
the nineteenth century of the Christian era. We find ourselves
in the peaceful possession, of the fairest portion of the earth,
as regards extent of territory, fertility of soil, and salubrity of
climate. We find ourselves under the government of a system
of political institutions, conducing more essentially to the
ends of civil and religious liberty, than any of which the his-
tory of former times tells us. We, when mounting the stage of
existence, found ourselves the legal inheritors of these funda-
mental blessings. We toiled not in the acquirement or estab-
lishment of them—they are a legacy bequeathed us, by a onee
hardy, brave, and patriotic, but #zow lamented and departed
race of ancestors. Their’s was the task (and nobly they per-
formed it) to possess themselves, and through themselves, us,
of this goodly land; and to uprear upon its hills and its val-
leys, a political edifice of liberty and equal rights; *tis ours
only, to transmit these, the former, un srofaned by the foot of
an invader; the latter, undecayed by the lapse of time, and
untorn by usurpation—to the larest generation that fate shall
permit the world to know. This task of gratitude to our
fathers, justice to oursclves, duty to posterity, and love for
our species in general, all imperatively require us faithfully to
perform.

How, then, shall we perform it? At what point shall we
expect the approach of danger? By what means shall we
fortify against it? Shall we expect some transatlantic military
giant, to step the Ocean, and crush us at a blow? Never! All
the armies of Europe, Asia and Africa combined, with all the
treasure of the earth (our own excepted) 1n their military
chest; with a Buonaparte for a commander, could not by
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force, take a drink from the Ohio, or make a track on the Blue
Ridge, in a trial of a thous:

Ar what point then is the .1pp| oach of danger to be ex-
pected? I answer, if it cver reach wus, it must spring up
amongst us. It cannot come from abroad. If destruction be
our lot, we must ourselves be its author and finisher. As a
nation of freemen, we must live through all time, or die by
suicide.

I hope 1 am over wary; but if T am not, there 18, even now,
something of ill-omen amongst us. I mean the increasing dis-
regard for law which pe s the country; the growing dis-
position to substitute the wild and furious passions, in lieu of
the sober judgement of Courts; and the worse than savage
mobs, for the executive ministers of justice. This disposition is
awfully fearful in any community; and that it now exists in
ours, though grating to our feclings to admit, it would be a
violation of truth, and an insult to our intelligence, to deny.
Accounts of outrages committed by mobs, form the ever
news of the times Thq have pervi aded thc country, from
New England to Louisiana
cternal snows of the former, nor the burnmg SUNs nf the lat-
ter;—they are not the creature of climate— neither arc they
confined to the slaveholding, or the non-slaveholding States.
Alike, they spring up among the pleasure hunting masters of
Southern slaves, and the order loving citizens of the land of
steady habits. Whatever, then, their cause may be, it 18 com-
mon to the whole country.

It would be tedious, as well as useless, to recount the hor-
rors of all of them. Those happening in the State of Missis-
sippi, and at St. Louis, are, perhaps, the most dangerous in
example, and revolting to humanity. In the Mississippi case,
they first commenced by hanging the re gular gamblers: a set
of men, certainly not following for a h\ut.lrhood a very useful,

rery honest occupation; but one w hich, so far from being

en by \ ed by an act of the
Leguslature, p;m;cd but a single year before.
\l_l'ipu‘tLd of conspiring to raise an nsurrection, w
up and hanged in all parts of the State: then, white men,
supposed to be leagued with the negroes; and finally, strang-
rs, from neighboring States, going thither on business, were,
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in many instances, subjected to the same fate. Thus went on
this process of hanging, from gamblers to negrocs, from ne-
groes to white citizens, and from these to strangers; till, dead
men were seen literally dangling from the boughs of trees
upon every road side; and in numbers almost sufficient, to
rival the mative Spanish moss of the country, as a drapery of
the forest.

Turn, then, to that horror-striking scene at St. Louis. A
single victim was only sacrificed there. His story is very short;
and is, perhaps, the most highly tagic. of any thing of its
length, that has ever been witnessed in real life. A mulatto
man, by the namec of McIntosh, was seized in the street,
dragged to the suburbs of the city, chained to a tree and
actually burned to death; and all within a single hour from
the time he had been a freeman, attending to his own busi-
ness, and at peace with the world.

Such are the effects of mob law; and such are the scenes,
becoming more and mote frequent in this land so lately
famed for love of law and order; and the stories of which,
have even now grown too familiar, to attract any thing more,
than an idle remark.

But you are, perhaps, ready to ask, “What has this to do
with the pcrpcmation of our politic institutions?” 1 answer,
t has much to do with it. Irs direct consequences are, com-
paratively speaking, but 2 small evil; and much of its danger
consists, i the proneness of our minds, to regard its direct, as
its only consequences. Abstractly considered, the hanging of
the gamblers at Vicksburg, was of but little consequence.
They consttute a portion of pop arion, that is worse than
useless in any commumity; and their death, if no pernicious
example be set by it, is never marter of reasonable regret with
any one. If they were annually swept, from the stage of exi
tence, by the plague or small pox, honest men would, perhaps,
be much profited, by the operation. Similar too, is the correct
reasoning, in regard to the burning of the negro at St. Louis.
He had forfeited his life, by the perpetration of an outrageous
murder, upon one of the most Wo rthy and respectable citizens
of the city; and had he not died as he did, he must have died
by the sentence of the law, in a very short dme afterwards. As
to him alone, it was as well the w it was, as it could other-
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wise have been. But the example in either case, was fearful.
When men take it in their heads to day, to hang g gamblers, or
burn murderers, they should recollect, that, in thc con‘usmn
usually attending such transactions, they will be as likely to
hang or burn some one, 'ho is neither a gambler nor a mur-
derer as one who is; and thar, acting upon the example they
set, the mob of to-morrow, may, and probably will, hang or
burn some of them, by the very same mistake. And not only
so; the innocent, those who have ever set their faces against
violations of law in every shape, alike with the guilty, fall vic-
tims to the ravages of mob law; and thus it goes on, step by
step, till all the walls erected for the defence of the persons
and property of individuals, are trodden down, and disre-
garded. But all this even, is not the full extent of the evil. By
such examples, by instances of the perpetrators of such acts
going unpunished, the lawless in spirit, are encouraged to
become lawless in practice; and having been used to no
restraint, but dread of punishment, they thus become,
absolutely unrestrained. Having ever regarded Government as
their dcadliest bane, they make a jubilee of the suspension of
its opcrations; and pray for nothing so much, as its total an-
mihilation. While, on the other hand, good men, men who
love tranquility, who desire to abide bv the laws, and enjoy
their benefits, who would gladly spill their blood in the de-
fence of their country; seeing their property destroyed; their
families insulted, and their lives endangered; their persons in-
jured; and seeing nothing in prospect that forebodes a change
for the better; become tired of, and disgusted with, a Govern-
ment that offers them no protection; and are not much averse
to a change in which they imagine they have nothing to lose.
Thus, then, by the operation of this mobocratic spirit, which
all must a-:h:mt, is now abroad in the land, the strongest
bulwark of any Government, and particularly of those con-
stituted like ours, may effectually be broken down and
destroyed—1 mean the attachment of the People. Whenever
this effect shall be produced among us; whenever the vicious
portion of population shall be permitted to gather in bands of
hundreds and thousands, and burn churches, ravage and rob
Provision stores, throw printing presses into rivers, shoot ed-
itors, and hang and burn obnoxious persons at pleasure, and
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with impunity; depend on it, this Government cannot last. By
such things, the feclings of the best citizens will become more
or less alienated from it; and thus it will be left without
friends. or with too few, and those few too weak, to make
their friendship effectual. At such a time and und such cir-
cumstances. men of sufficient talent and ambition will not be
wanting to s the opportunity, strike the blow, and over-
turn that fair fabric, which for the last half century, has been
the fondest hope, of the lovers of freedom, throughout the
world.

I know the American People are munch atached to their
Government; — 1 know they would suffer much for its sake;—
[ know they would endure evils long and patiently, betore
they would ever think of exc anging it for another. Yet, not-
withstanding all this, if the laws be continually :spised and
disregarded, if their rights to be secure in their persons and
property, are held by no better tenure than the caprice of a
mob, the alienation of their affections from the Government
is the natural consequence; and to that, sooner or later, it
must come.

Here then, is one point at which danger may be expected.

The question recurs “how shall we fortify against it?” The
answer is simple. Let cvery American, every lover of liberty,
every well wisher to his posterity, swear by the blood of the
Revolution, never to violate in the least particular, the laws of
the country: and never to tolerate their violation by others. As
the patriots of seve x did to the support of the Declara-
rion of Independence, so to the support of the Constitution
and Laws, let every American pledge his lifc, his property,
and his sacred honor;—let every man remember that to vio-
late the law. is to trample on the blood of his father, and to
tear the character of his own, and his children’s liberty. Let
reverence for the laws, be breathed by every American
mother, to the lisping babe, that prattles on her lap—let it be
taught in schools, in seminarics, and in colleges;—let it be
written in Primmers, spelling books, and in Alm ;—let it
be preached from the pulpit, prc aimed in legislatve halls,
and enforeed in courts of justice. And, in short, let it become
the political religion of the nation; and let the old and the
young, the rich and the poor, the grave and the gay, of all
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sexes and tongues, and colors and conditions, sacrifice unceas-
ingly upon its altars. _ _ _

While ever a state of feeling, such as this, shall universally,
or cven, very generally prevail throughout the nation, vain
will be every effort, and fruitless every attempt, to subvert our
national freedom.

When I so pressingly urge a strict observance of all the
laws, let me not be understood as saying there are no bad
laws, nor that grievances may" not arise, for the redress of
which, no legal provisions have been made. I mean to say no
such thing. But I do mean to say, that, although bad laws, if
they exist, should be repealed as soon as possible, stll while
they continue in force, for the sake of example, they should be
religiously observed. So also in unprovided cases. If such
arise, let proper legal provisions be made for them with the
least possible delay; but., till then, let them if not too intoler-
able, be borne with.

There is no grievance that is a fit object of redress by mob
law. In any case that : iscs, as for instance, the promulgation
of abolitionism, one of two positions is necessarily true; thar
' right within itself, and therefore deserves the

tion of all law and all good citizens; or, it is wrong, and
fore proper to be prohibited by legal enactments: and in
neither case, is the interposition of mob law, either necessary,
Justifiable, or excusable.
. But, it may be asked, why suppose danger to our political
nstitutions? Have we not preserved them for more than fifty
ye And why may we not ty times as long?

We hope there is no ; ifficient reason. We hope all dangers
May be overcome; but to conclude thar no danger may ever
arise, would itself be extremely dangerous. There are now,
and will hereafter be, many causes, dangerous in their ten-
dency, which have not existed heretofore; and which arc not
'90 insignificant to merit attention. That our government
should have been maintained in its original form from its es-
tablishment until now, is not much to be wondered at. It
had many props to support it through that period, which
Now are decayed, and crumbled away. Through that period,
It was felt by all, to be an undecided experiment; now, it is
understood to be a successful one. Then, all that sought

.g
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celebrity and fame, and distinction, ected to find them in
of that experiment. Their all was staked upon
it: —their destiny was fiseparably linked with it. Their ambi-
tion aspired to display before an admiring world, a practical
demonstration of the truth of a propc ition, which had hith-
erto been considered, at best no berter, than problcmntical;
namely, the capability of @ people to govern themselves. 1f they
succeeded, they were to be immortalized; their names were
to be transferred to counties and cities, and rivers and
mountains; and to be revered and sung. and toasted through
Al time. If they failed, they were t© be called knaves and
fools, and fanatics for a flecting hour; then to sink and be
forgotten. They succeeded. The experiment is successful; and
thousands have won their deathless names in making it so.
But the game is caught; and 1 believe it is true, that with the '
catching, end the pleasures of the chase. This field of glory is
harvested, and the crop is already appropriated. But new
will arise. and #hey, too, will seek a field. It is to
deny, what the history of the world tells us 15 true, to sup-
pose that men of ambition and talents will not continue to
spring up amongst us. And, when they do, they will as natu-
rally seek the gratification of their ruling passion, as others
have so done before them. The question then, is, can that
gratification be found in supporting and maintaining an edi-
fice that has been erected b others? Most certainly it can-
not, Many great and good men sufficiently qualified for any
task they should undertake, may ever be found, w ambi-
tion would aspire to nothing beyond a seat in Congress, a
L al or a presidential chair; but such belong not to
e family of the lion, or the tribe of the eagle. What! think you
these places would satisfy an Alexander, a Caesar, or a Napo-
lcon? Never! Towering genius disdains a beaten path. It
secks regions hitherto unc lored. Tt sees mo distinction in
adding story to story, upon the mONUMENs of fame, erected
to the memory of others. It denies that it is glory enough to
serve under any chief. It scorns to tread in the footsteps of
any predecessor, however illustrious. It thirsts and burns for
distinction; and, if pnssihic, it will have it, whether at the
cxpense of emancipating slaves, or enslaving freemen. Is it
unreasonable then to expect, that some man possessed of the
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Joftiest genius, coupled with ambition sufficient to push it to
its utmost stretch, will at some time, spring up among us?
And when such a one does, it will require the people to be
united with each other, attached to the government and
laws, and generally intelligent, to successfully frustrate his
designs. :

Distinction will be his paramount object; and although he
would as willingly, perhaps more so, acquire it by doing good
as harm; yet, that opportunity being past, and nothing left to
be done in the way of building up, he would set boldly to the
task of pulling down.

Here then, is a probable case, highly dangerous, and such a
one as could not have well existed heretofore.

Another reason which once was; but which, to the same ex-
tent, is now no more, has done much in maintaining our insti-
tutions thus far. I mean the powerful influence which the
interesting scenes of the revolution had upon the passions of
the people as distinguished from their judgment. By this
influence, the jealousy, envy, and avarice, incident to our
nature, and so common to a state of peace, prosperity, and
conscious strength, were, for the time, in a great measure
smothered and rendered inactive; while the deep rooted prin-
ciples of hate, and the powerful motive of revenge, instead of
being turned against each other, were directed exclusively
against the British nation. And thus, from the force of cir-
cumstances, the basest principles of our nature, were either
made to lic dormant, or to become the active agents in the
advancement of the noblest of cause—that of establishing
and maintaining civil and religious liberty.

But this state of feeling must fade, is fading, has faded, with
the circumstances that produced it.

I do not mean to say, that the scenes of the revolution are
now or ever will be entirely forgotten; but that like every thing
else, they must fade upon the memory of the world, and grow
more and more dim by the lapse of time. In history, we hope,
they will be read of, and recounted, so long as the bible shall
be read;—but even granting that they will, their influence
cannot be what it heretofore has been. Even then, they cannot
be so universally known, nor so vividly felt, as they were by
the generation just gone to rest. At the close of that struggle,
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pearly every adult male had been a participator in some of its
scenes. The consequence Wis, that of those scenes, in the

form of a husband, a father, a son Ot 4 brother, a living history
was to be found in every family—a history bearing the indu-
bitable testimonies of its own authenticity, in the limbs man-
gled, in the scars of wounds received, in the midst of the very
scenes related—a history, 100, that could be read and under-
stood alike by all, the wise and the ignorant, the learned and
the unlearned. But those histories arc gonc. They can be read
no more forever, They were a fortress of strength; but, what
invading foemen could never do, the silent artillery of time has
done; the leveling of its walls. They are gonc. They were 2
forest of giant oaks; but the all resistless hurricane has swept
over them, and lefc only, here and there, a lonely trunk,
despoiled of 1ts verdure, shorn of its foliage; anshading and
unshaded, to murmur 1 a few more gentle breczes, and to
combat with its mutilated limbs, 2 few more ruder StOrms,
then to sink, and be no more.

They were the pillars of the temple of liberty; and now, that
they have crumbled away, that temple must fall, unless we,
their descendants, supply their places with other pillars, hewn
from the solid quarry of sober reason. Passion has helped us;
but can do $so no more. It will in future be our enemy. Rea-
son, cold, calculating, unimpassioucd reason, must furnish all
the materials for our furure support and defence. Let those
materials be moulded into general intelligence, sound morality
and, 10 pmﬁcuhr, u revevence for the constitution and laws; and,
that we impmved to the last; that we remained free to the
last; that we revered his name 1o the last; that during his long
slecp, we pcrmittcd no hostile foot to pass over or desecrate
his resaing place; shall be that which to learn the last trump
shall awaken our WASHIN GTON.

Upon these let the pr(md fabric of freedom rest, as the rock
of its basis; and as truly as has been said of the only greater
institution, “the gares of hell shall not prevail against it.”

January 27, 1838
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y Speech on the Dred Scott Decision at
| Springfield, Illinots

: crTiZENS:— I am here to-night, partly by the invi-
takion of some of you, and partly by my own inclination. Two
weeks ago Judge Douglas spoke here on the several subjects
Jf Kansas, the Dred Scott decision, and Utah. I listened to |
the speech at the time, and have read the report of it since. It ]
was intended to controvert opinions which T think just, and .
to assail ( politically, nor pr:rsona]l)-',"l thase men who, In com-
mon with me. entertain those opinions. For this reason [
wished then, and still wish, to make some answer to it, which
1 now take the opportunity of doing.

[ begin with Utah. If it prove © be true, as is probable,
that the people of Utah are in open rebellion to the United
States, then Judge Douglas is in favor of repealing their terri-
torial organization, and attaching them to the adjoining
States for judicial purposes. I say, too, if they are in rebellion,
they ought to be somehow coerced to obedience; and I am
not now prepared to admit or deny that the Judge’s mode of
coercing them is not as good as any. The Republicans can fall
in with it without taking back anything they have ever said.
To be sure, it would be a considerable backing down by Judge |
Douglas from his much vaunted doctrine of self-government

for the territorics; but this is only additional proof of what

was very plain from the beginning. that that doctrine was a
mere deceitful pretense for the bencfit of slavery. Those who
could not see that much in the Nebraska act self, which
forced Governors. and Secretaries, and Judges on the people
of the territories, without their choice or consent, could not |
be made to see, though one should rise from the dead to |
testify. {
But in all this, it is very plain the Judge evades the only
question the Republicans have ever pressed upon the Democ
racy in regard to Utah. That question the Judge well knows 10
be this: “If the people of Utah shall peacefully form a State -
Constitution tolerating polygamy, will the Democracy admi
them into the Union?” There is nothing in the United Sta
Constitution or law against polygamy; and why is it not 4 &
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only about one sixth of the registered voters, have really
voted: and this too, when not more, perhaps. than one half of
the rightful vorers have been registered, thus showing the
thing to have been altogether the most exquisite farce ever
enacted. T am watching with considerable interest, to ascertain
what figure “the free state Democrats” cut in the concern. Of
course they voted—all democrats do their dury—and of
course they did not vote for slave-state candidates. We soon
shall know how many delegates they clected, how many can-
didates they had, pledged for a free state; and how many
votes were cast for them. ’

Allow me to barely whisper my suspicion that there were
no such things in Kansas “as free state Democrats”—that
they were altogether mythical, good only to figure in news-
papers and specches in the free states. If there should prove to
be one real living free stare Democrat in Kansas, T suggest
that it might be well to catch him, and stuff and preserve his
skin. as an intercsting specimen of that soon to be extinct
variety of the genus, Democrat.

And now as to the Dred Scott decision. That decision de-
clares two propositions—first, that a negro cannot stie in the
U.S. Courts; and sccondly, that Congress cannot prohiibit

_ “slavery in the Territories. It was made by a divided court—di-
viding differently on the different points. Judge Douglas does
not discuss the merits of the decision; and, in that respect, I
shall follow his example, believing I could no more improve
on McLean and Curtis, than he could on Taney.

He denounces all who question the correctness of that de-
cision, as offering violent resistance to it. But who resists it}
Who has, in spite of the decision. declared Dred Scott free,
and resisted the authority of his master over him?

Judicial decisions have two uses—first, 1o absolurcly deter-
mine the case decided, and secondly, to indicate to the public
how other similar cases will be decided when they arise. For
the latrer use, they are called “precedents” and “authorities.”

We believe, as much as Judge Douglas, ( perhaps more.
in obedicnce to, and respect for the judicial department ol
government. We think its decisions on Constitutional ques
tions, when fully sertled, should control, not only the partic
ular cases decided, but the general policy of the country
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bject to be disturbed only by amendments of the Constitu-
_ tion as Prn:-»\‘idcd in that instrument itself. More than this
: }.K.OUId be revolution. But we think the Dred Scott decision is

" erroncous. We know the court that made it, has often over-

ed its own decisions, and we shall do what we can to have

o over-rule this. We offer no resistance to it.

* Judicial decisions are of greater or less authority as prece-
dents, according to circamstances. That this should be so,

~accords both with comumon sense, and the customary under-
standing of the legal profession.

If this important decision had been made by the unanimous
concurrence of the judges, and without any apparent partisan
bias, and in accordance with legal public expectation, and
with the steady practice of the departments throughout our

_ history, and had been in no part, based on assumed historical

: fa‘cts which are not really true; or, if wanting in some of these,
it had been before the court more than once, and had there
been affirmed and re-affirmed through a course of years, it

fien micht be, perhaps would be, factious, nay, even revolu-

Donary, to not acquiesce in it as a precedent. f

But when, as it is true we find it wanting in all these claims
_tO_rht: public confidence, it is not resistance, 1t is not facdous,
It 1s not even disrespectful, to treat it as not having yer quite
established a sertled doctrine for the country—Butr Judge
DQIIglas considers this view awtul. Hear him:

“The courts are the tribunals prescribed by the Constitu-
ton and created by the authority of the people to determine,
expound and enforce the law, Hence, whoever resists the final
decision of the hi ghest judicial tribunal, aims a deadly blow to
our whole Republican system of government—a blow, which
If successful would place all our rights and libernes ar the
mercy of passion, anarchy and violence. I repeat, therefore,
that if resistance to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the
I_Jnitu:d States, in a marter like the points ded in the Dred
Scott case, clearly within their jurisdiction as defined by the
Constitution, shall be forced upon the country as a political
185ue, it will become a distinct and naked issue between the
friends and the enemies of the Constitution—the friends and
the enemies of the supremacy of the laws.”

Why this same-Supreme court once decided a national bank

———
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cill to his mind a long and fierce political war in this country,

‘upon an issue which, in his own lapguagc, and, of course, in

his own changeless estimation, was “a distinct and naked issue

between the friends and the enemies of the Constitution,”
d in which war he fought in the ranks of the enemies of the
nsotution.

I have said, in substance, that the Dred Scott decision was, ,
in part, based on assumed historical facts which were not re-
ally true; and I ought not to leave the subject without giving
some reasons for saying this; I therefore give an instance or
two, which T think fully sustain me. Chief Justice Taney, in
delivering the opinion of the majority of the Court, insists at
great length that negroes were no part of the people who
made, or for whom was made, the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, or the Constitution of the United States.

On the contrary, Judge Curtis, in his dissenting opinion,
shows that in five of the then thirteen states, to wit, New
Hampshire, Massachusctts, New York, New Jersey and North

Carolina, free negroes ¢ voters, and, in proportion to their
numbers, had the same part in making the Constitution that
the white people had. He shows this with so much particular-
1ty as to leave no doubr of its truth; and, as a sort of conclu-
S1on on that point, holds the following language:

“The Constitution was ordained and established by the
People of the United Stares, through the action, in each State,
of those persons who were qualif by its laws to act thereon
In behalf of themselves and all other citizens of the State. In
Some of the States, as we have seen, colored persons were
among those qualified by law to act on the subject. These
colored persons were not only included in the body of ‘the
People of the United Statcs,” by whom the Constirution was
Ordained and established; but in at least five of the States they
had the power to act, and, doubtless, did act, by their suf-

agcs, upon the question of its adoption.”

Again, Chief Justice Taney says: “It is difficult, at this d ay to
fealize the state of public opinion in relation to that unfor-
Wnate race, which prevailed in the civilized and enlightened
Portions of the world ar the time of the Declaration of Inde-
Pendence, and when the Constitution of the United States
Was framed and adopted.” And again, after quoting from the
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" were, bolted in with a lock of a hundred keys, which can
never be unlocked without the concurrence of every key; the
feys in the hands of a hundred different men, and they scat-
tered to a hundred different and distant places; and they stand
musing as to what invention, in all the dominions of mind

d matter, can be produced to make the impossibility of his
¢scape more complete than it is.

It is grossly Incorrect to say Or assume, that the public esti-
mate of the negro is more favorable now than 1t was at the
origin of the government.

Three vears and a half ago, Judge Douglas bronght forward
his famous Nebraska bill. The country was at once i a blaze.
He scorned all opposition, and carried it through Congress.
Since then he has seen himself superseded in a Presidential
nomination, by one indorsing the general doctrine of his mea-
sure, but at the same time standing clear of the odium of its
untimely agitation, and its gross breach of national faith; and
he has seen that successful rival Constitutionally elected, not
by the strength of friends, but by the division of adversaries,
being in a popular minority of nearly four hundred thousand
votes. He has seen his chief aids in his own State, Shields and
Richardson, politically speaking, successively tried, convicted,
and exccuted, for an offense not their own, but his. And now

he sees his own case, standing next on the docket for trial. ¥

There is a natural disgust in the minds of nearly all white

people, to the idea of an indiscriminate amalgamation of the’
white and black races; and Judge Do glas evidently is basing
his chief hope, tipon the Chances of being able to appropriate
the benefit of this disgust to himself. If he can, by much
drumming and repeating, fasten the odium of that idea upon|
+ his adyersarics, he thinks he can strngrgle throngh the storm.
He therefore clings to this hope, as a drowning man to the

last plank. He makes an occasion for lugging it in from the |

opposition to the Dred Scott decision. He finds the Republi- 7

cans insisting that the Declaration of Independence includes
ALL men, black as well as white; and forthwith he boldly de-
nics thar it includes negroes at all, and procccds to argue
gravely that all who contend it does, do so only because they
Wwant to vore, and eat, and slee d marry with negroes! He
will have jrtvar theycannot be consistent else. Now I protest

!
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in the Declaration, not for that, but for future use. Its authors
 meant it to be, thank God, it is now proving itself, a stum-
~ bling block to those who in after times might seck to turn a
free people back into the hateful paths of despotism. They
knew the proneness of prosperity to breed tyrants, and they
:n such should re-appear in this fair land and com-
mence their vocation they should find lcft for them at lL:lSt__.
-one hard nut to crack. T

I have now briefly expressed my view of the meoming and
objects of that part of the Declararion of Independence which
declares that “all men are created equ

Now let us hear Judge Douglas® v of the same ‘\le]{,Lt
as I find it in the prmtcd report of his late speech. Here it is:

“No man can vindicate the character, motives and conduct
of the signers of the Declaration of Independence, except
upon the hypothesis that they referred to the white race
_alone, and pot to the African, when they declared all men to
have been created cqual—th:lt they were speaking of British
subjects on this continent being equal to British subjects born
and residing in Great Britain — that they were entitled to the
same inalienable rights, and among them were enumerated
life, liberty and the pursuit of h.lpme The Declaration was
adopred for the purpose of justifying the colonists in the eyes
of the civilized world in withdrawi ing their allegiance from
the British u.,rov.n and dissolving ﬂu_u‘ connection with the
mother country.”

My good friends, read that carefully over some leisure
hour, and ponder well upon it—see what a mere wreck—
Hlangled ruin— it makes of our once glorious Declaration.

“They were speaking of British subjects on this continent
beiny cqual to British subjects born and residing in Great
Britain!” Why, according to this, not only negroes but white
Ptople outside of Great Britain and America are not spoken
of in that instrument. The English, Irish and Scotch, along
with white Americans, were included to be sure, but the
French, Germans and other white people of the world are all
fone to pot along with the Judge’s inferior races.

I had thought the Declaration promised something better
than the condition of British sub]uts, but no, it only meant
that we should be egual to them in their own oppressed and
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 all have sprung from black sfares and white ma
aration of the races is the only perfect preventive of arnal-
ation but as an immediate separation s impossible the
next best thing is to kecp them apart where they are not already
together. If white and black people never get together in Kan-
. sas, they will never mix blood in Kansas. That is at least one
 gelfevident truth. A few free colored persons may get into the
free States, in any cvent; but their number is t00 insignificant
to amount to much in the way of mixing blood. In 1850 there
were in the free states, 56,640 mulattoes; but for the most part
they were not born there—they came from the slave States,
ready made up. In the same year the slave States had 348,874
mulattoes all of home production. The pro n of free mu-
lattoes to free blacks—the only colored ses in the free
states—is much greater in the slave than in the free sates
is worthy of note too, that among the free states those which
- make the colored man the nearest to equal the white, have,
proportionably the fewest mulattoes the least of amalga-
~ mation. In New Hampshire, the State which goes farthest to-
. Wards equality between the races, there are just 184 Mulattoes
“"h_ilc there are in Virginia—how many do you think? 79,775,
being 23,126 more than in all the free States together.
_ These statistics show that slavery is the greatest source of
amalgamation; and next to it, not the elevation, but the de-
generation of the free blacks. Yet Judge Douglas dreads the
slightest restraints on the spread of slavery, and the slightest
human recognition of the negro, as tending horribly to amal-
gamation,

This very Dred Scott case affords a strong test as to which
party most favors amalgamation, the Republicans or the dear
"Ulliun-saving Democracy, Dred Scott, his wife and owo

) daughters were all involved in the suit. We desired the court
| t0 have held that they were citizens so far at least as to entitle
them to a hearing as to whether they were free or not; and
then, also, that they were in fact and in law really free. Could
We have had our way, the chances of these black girls, ever
Mixing their blood with that of white people, would have
been diminished at least to the extent that it could not have
been without their consent. But Judge Douglas is delighted to
have them decided to be slaves, and not human enough to
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crush all sympathy for him, and cultivate and excite hatred

1d disgust against him; compliment themselves as Union-
savers for doing so; and call the indefinite outspreading of his

ndage “a sacred right of self-government.”

The plainest print cannot be read through a gold eagle; and
itwill be ever hard to find many men who will send a slave to
Liberia, and pay his passage while they can send him to a new
- country, Kansas for instance, and sell him for fifteen hundred
dollars, and the rise.

June 26, 187

1o James W. Grimes

His Excellency, Springfield, Iils.

James W. Grimes Aug: 1857.
Dear Sir Yours of the 14th. is received and I am much
obliged for the legal information you give.

You can scarcely be more anxious than I, that the next elec-
ton 1n Jowa shall result in favor of the Republicans. I lost
Nearly all the working part of last year, giving my time to the
Canvass; and I am altogether too poor to lose two years to-
gether. T am engaged in a suit in the U.S. Court at Chicago,
In which the Rock-Island Bridge Co. is a party. The trial is to
commence the 8th. of September, and probably will last two
or three weeks. During the trial it is not improbable that all
hands may come over and take a look at the Bridge, & if it
Were possible to make it hit right, I could then speak at Dav-
Mport. My courts go right on without cessation till late in
. N'-f\’tmbcr. Write me again, pointing out the most striking
- Poings of difference between your old, and new constitutions;

- Wd also whether Democratic and Republican party lines were

'aWn in the adoption of it; & which were for, and which
3ainst it. If by possibility I could get over amongst you, it
Might be of some advantage to know these things in advance.
Yours very truly

after August 14, 1857
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“EHouse Divided” Speech at SPVingﬁelﬁl) Illinois

The Speech, immediately succeeding, was delivered, June 16, 188
at Springfield Illinois, at the close of the Republican State conven-
tion beld at that time and place; and by which convention Mr.
Lincoln bad been named as their candidate for U. S. Senator.

Senator Douglas was not present.

* Mr. PrRESIDENT and Gentlemen of the Convention.

If we could first know where we are, and whither we are
tending, we could then better judge what to do, and Aow to
do it.

We are now far into the fifth year, since a policy was initi-

! ated, with the avowed object, and confident promise, of putting

| an end to slavery agitation.
Under the operation of that policy, that agitation has not
only, not ceased, but has constantly aygmented.
. In my opinion, it will not cease, until a ¢risés shall have been
-reached, and passed.
~ “A house divided against itself cannot stand.”
' T believe this government cannot endure, permanently half

" Jslave and half fiee.

I do not expect the Union to be dissolved—I do not expect
the house to fall—but I do expect it will cease to be divided.
. Tt will become all one thing, or 4/l the other. :

Either the opponents of slavery, will arrest the further spread

of it, and place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief
that it is in course of ultimate extinction; or its advocates will
push it forward, till it shall become alike lawful in all the
States, old as well as new—North as well as Souths,

Have we no tendency to the latter condition?

Let any one who doubts, carefully contemplate that now

almost complete legal combination—piece of

 speak—compounded of the Nebraska doct

c, and.
Scott decision. Let him consider not only what work the ma-
chinery is adapted to do, and how well adapted; but also, let
him study the history of its construction, and trace, if he can,
or rather fuil, if he can, to trace the evidences of design, and
concert of action, among its chief bosses, from the beginning.

426
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¢ new year of 1854 found slavery excluded from more
half the States by State Constitutions, and from most of
the national tetritory by Congressional prohibition.

Four days later, commenced the struggle, which ended 1n

aling that Congrcssional prohibition.
- This opened all the national territory to slavery; and was
¢ first point gained.
© But, so far, Congress only, had acted; and an indorsement by
. the people, 7¢al or apparent, was indispensable, to save the
point already gained, and give chance for more.

This necessity had not been overlooked; but had been pro-
vided for, as well as might be, in the notable argument of

* Squatter sovereignty,” otherwise called “sacred right of self gov-
ernment,” which latter phrase, though expressive of the only
nghtful basis of any government, was so perverted in this at-
tempted use of it as to amount to just this: That if any one

~ man, choose to enslave another, no third man shall be allowed
~ to object.

That argument was incorporated into the Nebraska bill it-
self, in the language which follows: “If being the truc intent
and meaning of this act not to legislate slavery into any Territory
07 state, nor to exclude it therefroms but to leave the people thereof
perfectly fice to form and regulate their domestic institutions in
thetr own way, subject only 1o the Constitution of the United
States » ’ ]

«.Then opened the roar of loose declamation in favor of
Squatter Sovereignty,” and “Sacred right of self government.”

“But,” said opposition members, “let us be more specific—
let us amend the bill so as to expressly declare that the people

: “f the territory may exchide slavery.” “Not we,” said the

~ friends of the measure; and down they voted the amendment.
! While the Nebraska bill was passing through congress, a
" law case, involving the question of a negroe’s freedom, by rea-
s0n of his owner having voluntarily taken him first into a free
state and then a territory covered by the congressional prohi-
bition, and held him as a slave, for a long time in each, was
passing through the U.S. Circuit Court for the District of
Missouri; and both Nebraska bill and law suit were brought
to a decision in the same month of May, 1854. The negroe’s
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name was “Dred Scott,” which name now designates the de-
cision finally made in the case.

Before the then next Presidential election, the law case came
to, and was argued in the Supreme Court of the United
States; but the decision of it was deferred unul after the elec-
tion. Still, befire the election, Senator Trumbull, on the floor
of the Senate, requests the leading advocate of the Nebraska
bill to state bis opinion whether the people of a territory can
constitutionally exclude slavery from their limits; and the lat-
ter answers, “That is a question for the Supreme Court.”

The election came. Mr. Buchanan was clected, and the in-
Adorsement, sach as it was, secured. That was the second point
gained. The indorsement, however, fell short of a clear popu-
lar majority by nearly four hundred thousand votes, and so,
perhaps, was not overwhelmingly reliable and satisfactory.

The outgoing President, in his last annual message, as im-
pressively as possible echoed back upon the people the weight
and anthority of the indorsement.

The Supreme Court met again; did not announce their de-
cision, but ordered a re-argument.

The Presidential inauguration came, and still no decision of
the court; but the incoming President, in his inaugural ad-

“dress, fervently exhorted the people to abide by the forthcom-

ing decision, whatever it might be.

Then, in a few days, came the decision.

The reputed author of the Nebraska bill finds an early occa-
sion to make a speech at this capitol indorsing the Dred Scott
Decision, and vehemently denouncing all opposition to it.

The new President, too, scizes the carly occasion of the Sil-
liman letter to indorse and strongly construe that decision, and
to express his astonishment that any different view had ever
been entertained.

At length a squabble springs up between the President and
the author of the Nebraska bill, on the wmere question of fact,
whether the Lecompton constitution was or was not, in any
just sense, made by the people of Kansas; and in that squab-
ble the latter declares that all he wants is a fair vote for the

people, and that he cares not whether slayery be voted down Of

_-’_”’_‘._"____...—-- . . ”
voted up. I do not understand his declaration that he cares
not whether slavery be voted down or voted up, to be -
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* ended by him other than as an apf definition of the policy he
 ould impress upon the public mind—the principle for which
he declares he has suffered much, and is ready to suffer to the
end.
And well may he cling to that principle. If he has any pa-
rental feeling, well may he cling to it. That principle, is the
only shred left of his original Nebraska doctrine. Under the |+
Dred Scott decision, “squatter sovereignty” squatted out of
existence, rumbled down like temporary scaffolding—like
the mould at the foundry served through one blast and fell
back into loose sand—helped to carry an | election, and then -

was kicked to the winds. His late joint struggle with the Re-
publicans, against the Lecompton Constitution, involves '
nothing of the original Nebraska doctrine. That struggle was .
made on a point, the right of a people to make their own |,/
constitution, upon which he and the Republicans have never - .
differed.

The several pointgf_ﬁ}t;__Dmd-Scott decision, in connec-

tion with Senator Douglas’ “care not” policy, constitute the &

[ piece o_f—m:f:hincryl in its présf_}';ﬂﬁftt'afﬁf_a_nccmcnt. This ' _
was the third point gained. .

The working points of that machinery are: il

First, that no negro slave, imported as such from Affica,
and no descendant of such slave can ever be a citizen of any
State, in the sense of that term as used in the Constitution of
the United States.

This point is made in order to deprive the negro, in every
possible event, of the benefit of this provision of the United
States Constitution, which declares that—

“The citizens of cach State shall be enritled to all privileges
and immunities of citizens in the several States.”

Secondly, that “subject to the Constitution of the United
States,” neither Congress nor a Territorial Legislature can €x-
clude slavery from any United States territory.

This point is made in order that individual men may fill up
the territories with slaves, without danger of losing them as
property, and thus to enhance the chances of permanency to
the institution through all the future. "
~ Thirdly, that whether the holding a negro in actual slavery
in a free Statc, makes him free, as against the holder, the
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United States courts will not decide, but will leave to be de-
cided by the courts of any slave State the negro may be forced
into by the master.

This point is made, not to be pressed imediately; but, if
acquiesced in for a while, and apparently indorsed by the peo-

le at an election, #hen to sustain the logical conclusion thar
what Dred Scott’s master might lawfully do with Dred Scott,
in the free State of Illinois, every other master may lawfully
_ i do with any other on¢, or one thousand slaves, in Illinois, or in
e Lt any other free State.

tIL e 2 ' Auxiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it, the
e | " | Nebraska doctrine, or what is lefe of it, is to educate and monld
" |public_opinion, at least Northern public opmt care

whether slavery is voted down or voted up.

This shows exactly where we now are; and partially also,
whither we are tending.

It will throw additional light on the latter, to go back, and
run the mind over the string of historical facts already stated.
Several things will #ow appear less dark and wmysterious than
they did when they were transpiring. The people were to be
left “pertectly frec” “subject only to the Constitution.” Whar
the Constitution had to do with it, outsiders could not then
see. Plainly enough zow, it was an exactly fitted niche, for the
Dred Scott decision to afterwards come in, and declare the
perfect freedom of the people, to be just no freedom at all.

Why was the amendment, expressly declaring the right of
the people to exclude slavery, voted down? Plainly enough
now, the adoption of it, would have spoiled the niche for the
Dred Scott decision.

Why was the court decision held up? Why, even a Sena-
tor’s individual opinion withheld, tll afier the Presidential
clection? Plainly enough now, the speaking out then would
have damaged the “perfectly free” argument upon which the
election was to be carried. '

Why the onrtgoing President’s felicitation on the indorse-
ment? Why the delay of a reargument? Why the incoming
President’s adrance exhortation in favor of the decision?

These things look like the cautious patting and perting spir-
ited horse, preparatory to mounting him, when it is dreaded
that he may give the rider a fall.
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- And why the hasty after indorsements of the decision by
 the President and others?

| We can not absolutely fnow that all these exact adaptations
" 4re the result of preconcert. But when we see a lot of framed
' fimbers, different portions of which we know have been got-
~ ten out at different rimes and places and by different work-

men— Stephen, Franklin, Roger and James, for instance— |

* .nd when we see these timbers joined together, and see they
exactly make the frame of a house or a mill, all the tenons and
mortices exactly fitting, and all the lengths and proportions of
the different pieces exactly adapted to their respective places,
~and not a piece too many Or too few—not omitting even
scaffolding—or, if a single picce be lacking, we can see the
place in the frame exactly fitted and prepared to yet bring
such piece in—in such a case, we find it impossible to not
believe that Stephen and Franklin and Roger and James all un-
derstood one another from the beginning, and all worked
upon a common plan or draft drawn up before the first lick
was struck,

It should not be overlooked that, by the Nebras ill, the
people of a State as well as Territory, were to be left “perfectly
free” “subject only to the Constitution.”

Why mention a State? They were legislating for territories,
and not for ot abowt States. Certainly the people of a State are
and ouglht to be subject to the Constitution of the United
-Sffates; but why is mention of this lugged into this merely 7~
ritorial law? Why are the people of a territory and the people
of a state thetein lumped together, and their relation to the
Constitution therein treated as being precisely the same?

While the opinion of #he Court, by Chief Justice Taney, n
the Dred Scort case, and the separate opinions of all the con-
curring Judges, expressly declare that the Constitution of the
United States neither permits Congress nor 2 Territorial legis-
lature to exclude slavery from any United States territory, they
all gmir to declare whether or not the same Constitution per-
mits a state, or the people of a State, t0 exclude it.

_ Possibly, this was a merc omission; but who can be gqute sure,
if Mclean or Curtis had sought to get into the opinion a
declaration of unlimited power in the people of a stafe to ex-
clude slavery from their limits, just as Chasc and Macy sought
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to get such declaration, in behalf of the people of a territory,
into the Nebraska bill—I ask, who can be quite sure that it
would not have been voted down, in the one case, as it had
been in the other.

The nearest approach to the point of declaring the power
of a State over slavery, is made by Judge Nelson. He ap-
proaches it more than once, using the precise idea, and almast
the language too, of the Nebraska act. On one occasion his
exact language is, “except in cases where the power is re-
strained by the Constitution of the United States, the law of
the State is supreme over the subject of slavery within its
jurisdiction.”

In what cases the power of the states is so restrained by the
U.S. Constitution, is left an open question, precisely as the

) same question, as to the restraint on the power of the ferrito-
S ries was left open in the Nebraska act. Put that and that to-
St Jgther, and we have another nice little niche, which we may,
"5 Jere long, see filled with another Supreme Court decision, de-
claring that the Constitution of the United States does not

. |permit a sfate to exclude slavery from its limits.
\"r_ And this may especially be cxpectccl if the doctrine of “care
’ L« )not whether slavery be voted down or voted up,” shall gain

(** 4upon the public mind sufficiently to give promise that such a
decision can be maintained when made.

Such a decision is all that slavery now Jacks of being alike
lawful in all the States.

Welcome or unwelcome, such decision is probably coming,
and will soon be upon us, unless the power of the present
political dynasty shall be met and overthrown.

We shall lie down pleasantly dreaming that the people of
Missouri are on the verge of making their State fiee; and we
shall awake to the reality, instead, that the Supreme Court has
made Illinois a slave State.

To meet and overthrow the power of that dynasty, is the
work now before all those who would prevent that consum-
mation.

That is what we have to do.

But how can we best do it? |

There arc those who denounce us openly to their oW -
friends, and yet whisper us softly, that Senator Douglas is the
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sptest instrument there is, with which to effect that object.
They do not tell us, nor has e told us, that he wishes any such
jbject to be cffected. They wish us to infér all, from the facts,
that he now has a little quarrel with the present head of the

d'ynaSty; and that he has regularly voted with us, on a single
point, upon which, he and we, have never differed.

They remind us that be is a very great man, and that the
largest of us are very small ones. Let this be granted. But “a
living dog is better than a dead lion.” Judge Douglas, if not a
dead lion for this work, is at least a caged and toothless one. How
can he oppose the advances of slavery? He don’t care anything
about it. His avowed meission is impressing the “public heart”
to care nothing about it. ;

A leading Douglas Democratic newspaper thinks Douglas’
superior talent will be needed to resist the revival of the
African slave trade. )

Does Douglas believe an effort to revive that trade is ap-
proaching? He has not said so. Does he really think so? But if
it is, how can he resist it? For years he has labored to prove it
a sacred right of white men to take negro slaves into the new
territories. Can he possibly show that it is Jess a sacred right to
buy them where they can be bought cheapest? And, unques-
tionably they can be bought cheaper in Afiica than in Virginia.

He has done all in his power to reduce the whole question
of slavery to one of a mere right of property, and as such, how
can /e oppose the foreign slave trade—how can he refuse that
trade in that “property” shall be “perfectly frec”—unless he
does it as a protection to the home production? And as the
home producers will probably not ask the protection, he will be
wholly without a ground of opposition.

Senator Douglas holds, we know, that a man may rightfully
be wiser to-day than he was yesterday— that he may rightfully
thange when he finds himself wrong.

But, can we for that reason, run ahead, and infer that he
‘1’_3'31 make any particular change, of which he, himself, has
given no intimation? Can we safely base our action upon any
such pague inference?

Now, as cver, I wish to not misrepresent Judge Douglas’
position, question his motives, or do ought that can be person-
ally offensive to him.

I
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Whenever, if ever, he and we can come together on principle
so that our great cause may have assistance from his great abil-
ity, 1 hope to have interposed no adventitious obstacle.

But clearly, he is not now with us—he does not pretend to
be—he does not promise to ever be.

Our cause, then, must be intrusted to, and conducted by its
own undoubted friends—those whose hands are free, whose
hearts are in the work—who do care for the result.

Two years ago the Republicans of the nation mustered over
thirteen hundred thousand strong.

We did this under the single impulse of resistance to a com-
mon danger, with every external circumstance against us,

Of strange, discordant, and even, hostile elements, we gath-
ered from the four winds, and farmed and fought the battle
through, under the constant hot fire of a disciplined, proud,
and pampered enemy.

Did we brave all then, to falter now?—now—when that
same enemy is wavering, dissevered and belligerent?

The result is not doubtful. We shall not fail—if we stand
firm, we shall not fail.

Wise councils may accelerate or mistakes delay it, but, sooner
or later the victory is sure to come.

To Jobn L. Scripps

Jno. L. Scripps, Esq Springfield,
My dear Sir June 23, 1858
Your kind note of yesterday is duly received. I am much
flattered by the estimate you place on my late speech; and yet
I am much mortified that any part of it should be construed
so differently from any thing intended by me. The language,
“place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief that it is
in course of ultimate extinction,” T used deliberately, not
dreaming then, nor believing now, that it asserts, or Inti-
mates, any power or purpose, to interfere with slavery in the
States where it exists. But, to not cavil about language, I de-

clare that whether the clause used by me, will bear such con- =
struction or not, I never so intended it. I have declared 2 8
ey

-
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