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AN OPEN LETTER

T
Dr. HEINRICH VON SYBEL.

(In lien of the Preface.)

My Very Dear Friend:
i This volume brings to a close my work on the Constitu-
tional History of the United States, to which you gave the
- first impulse more than twenty years ago. It does not, as
my readers will probably expect, follow the course of events
“up to the actual outbreak of the civil war. Although that
event, for very intelligible reasons, has been considered
- hitherto as the end of the old Union and the beginning of
the new, I have deemed it best to stop short of it. The
deeper I made my studies, and the more I endeavored to
-comprehend the essence of things, the less could I accept
that view; and still, so far as I am aware, its correctness
has never yet been questioned. Naturally, there can be
only a very partial justification for assigning any particular
day as the boundary between the two. So far, however, as
it is proper to draw such & dividing line at all, it seems to
me that the grave closed over the coffin which slavery had
made for the Union under the constitution of 1789, not
amid the thunder of cannon of the 12th of April, but amid
the festal music of the 4th of March, 1861. Yet, I see the
decisive element, not in the fact that Abraham Lincoln took
the place of James Buchanan, but simply in this, that by
the constitutional end of the Thirty-sixth congress the way
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was cleared for the collision of the rebellion and the federal
government,

I well know that this opinion, like many others I have
expressed, will meet with decided and wide-spread contra-
diction. I think, however, that I may consider it as the
best fruit of my labors during the twenty-three years which
have elapsed since I began my studies for this work, that
their results have met not only with rich recognition, but
also with abundant and violent opposition. Contradiction
and acquiescence have stimulated us to efforts of varying
intensity, to which we are indebted for the amplification,
clarification and deepening in many ways of our historical
knowledge. And I have reason to hope that my book has
not yet ceased to be a working force in this respect.

This is the main ground of my confidence that those with-
out whose powerful assistance 1could not have begun it, and
still less continued and completed it, will not regret the
help they gave me. Although I know best myself wherein
and how far I have fallen below the desirable, I hesitate
all the less to say this much without any reserve, as, while I
again give public expression to my warmest gratitude for
aid reccived, I venture to beg all to bear in mind that the
shortcomings of my work, whatever they may be, cannot
be ascribed exclusively to a lack of ability. The Prussian
“Academy of Sciences and the government of Baden were
able to afford me the possibility of completing the book by
their munificent liberality in placing at my dlsposal the
means to undertake, for the purp.ose of study, a Journey
the United States in the year 1878-79, and to sojourn re-
peatedly in London. But they were not able to alter in the
least the fact that an essential precondition of a satisfactory
solution of the problem was a constant and intimate asso-
ciation with the intellectual life of the American nation in
its living, progressive development in all its phases and in
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its every direction; and this precondition could not, in the
nature of things, be fulfilled to the extent required and in
the right- way, in a university of southern Germany and in
a city of medium size. Under any circumstances, the dif-
ference between what my ability and my desire would have
been is very clear; but the fact that I was obliged to work
under conditions which in many and important respects
were by no means favorable will not be left entirely out of
consideration by those who would pass a just judgment
upon the result of my labors.
With my most cordial thanks,
Devotedly yours,
Hermany vox Hovsr.
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CHAPTER L
HELPER'S “CRISIS” AND JOHN BROWN.

No political party had any reason to look back at the
history of the Thirty-fifth Congress with satisfaction. The
country had, it is true, been forced a great way forward
towards the solution of the all-embracing slavery question,
during the last two years, and the Thirty-fifth Congress,
by its actions and omissions, had no small share in bring-
ing that question nearer to a settlement. . Only negative
results, however, had been achieved, and the progress made
consisted in the fact that the radical failure of old means
and methods had been well-nigh demonstrated.

No party had a success to record which it could consider
a safe basis for the achievement of further successes. All
came out of the hot but barren struggle of that legislative
period weaker than they had entered it. Although pas-
sion, interest, or moral conviction sustained their resolution,
there was no real, bellicose ardor in any party, because no
party could be filled with the confidence of victory, and
the future seemed delivered over entirely to the malignant
gods of chance.

The republicans were too conscious of the condition of
affairs in their own camp to yield to the sweet illusion
that the quarrel in the camp of the enemy made them cer-

tain of victory. They were still, in an eminent degree, a
1
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nascent party, and had to suffer very keenly from the in-
evitable consequences of that fact. A great part even of
those who had already joined it — the aggressive elements
and real leaders themselves not excepted — could not or
would not entirely forget the creed of the party to which
they had previously belonged. This fact influenced more
or less the attitude of the party towards the different per-
sonages of great prominence in the politics of the country,
aggravated the difficulty of putting forward — what, in
the long run could not be avoided —a party programme
on the political problems other than the slavery question
that existed, and frequently caused a not unimportant dif-
ference in the whole way of looking at the slavery ques-
tion itself. And if this must have greatly limited the free-
dom of action on which mainly depends what degree of
energy can be developed, that freedom must have been
limited still more, in consequence of the fact that there
was frequently a possibility of success, only on condition
that the remnant of the parties of the past still vegetating
under the old names, were induced to give their votes to
the republican candidates.! Hence, Greeley thought that
the republicans had never yet been, and would not very
soon be, in a condition to get a hundred electoral votes
“ on a square issue,” and prophesied ¢ with perfect certainty
that they (we) would be horribly beaten,” if Seward or
Chase were nominated as a presidential candidate, with
the platform of 1856.2

1Thus, for instance, Charles A. Dana wrote on the 1st of September,
1859: ‘“ Here in New Jersey is a state election at hand which it is im-
portant not to lose. Another is to take place in New York. The Ameri-
cans hold the balance of power in both. Their party is in the act of
. final dissolution. Shall we let the fragments fall into the arms of the
Locofocos?” Pike, p. 444.

2 Greeley to Geo. E. Baker, April 28, 1859. Barnes, Life of Th. Weed,
II, p. 255.
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The conservative democrats were in a better condition,
inasmuch as there was no difference of opinion among
them as to who was to be their presidential candidate.
But, notwithstanding this, they scarcely ventured to claim
that their prospects were more brilliant, although — and
with perfect right — they were just as far from consider-
ing their cause hopeless. Douglas had not failed to make
endeavors to appease the anger of the slavocracy at his
opposition in the Lecompton question. All the speeches
he had made on his journey through the southern states
at the end of 1858 had that object in view. In Memphis
(November 29) be had recommended himself to them by
the emphatic declaration that the Union must acquire
more Mexican territory, and Cuba besides.! In New Or-
leans (December 6) he had pledged himself and his fol-
lowers, unconditionally, to the Dred Scott decision, at
the same time laying special stress on the limitations of
power to which the territorial legislatures were subjected
by the constitution as interpreted by the courts;? and
again professed the doctrine that the constitution recog-
nized the slaves as property on an equal footing with all
other property.? The history of the second session of the
Thirty-fifth Congress had shown how fruitless this love-

14480 it is with the island of Cuba; . . . itis a matter of nocon-
sequence whether we want it or not; we are compelled to take it, and
we can't belp it.” .

3 Compare with this the declaration in the Freeport debate with Lin.
coln, vol, VI, p. 288, etc.

3“I, incommon with the democracy of Illinois, accept the Dred Soott
decision of the supreme court of the United States, in the Dred Scott case,

®as an authoritative exposition of the constitution. Whatever limitations
the constitution, as expounded by the courts, imposes on the authority
of a territorial legislature, we cheerfully recognize and respect in con-
formity with that decision. Slaves are recognized as property, and
Placed on an equal footing with all other property, Hence, the owner
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making was. Forced by Jobn Brown, out of consideration
for his adherents in the northern states, to profess anew
and without reserve his Freeport doctrine,— declared more
and more loudly, and more and more violently, to be the
worst enemy of the south by the radical slavocrats,— the
whole people shown by his removal from the chairman-
ship of the committee on territories how bitterly in earn-
est the radicals were in their loathing for him,— all this
must have put a heavy damper on the enthusiasm of even
his most devoted friends. And great as was Douglas’s in-
ventive slyness, it was not equal to the task of constructing
a new formula by means of which the contending party
fractions might delude themselves as to their differences,
or even of artificially creating a question for the sake of
which his southern opponents would have agreed to desist,
for a time, from trying to effect a settlement of the ques-
tion of principle, and to follow him into the field as the
leader of the whole party. He knew nothing better to do
than to go about among writers, in order, with printer’s
ink, to win new converts to the saving power of the doc-
trine of Popular Sovereignty, and at the same time give
his most seriously discredited consistency a better reputa-
tion. In both respects he achieved less than nothing. So
thorough a finishing stroke had been given to the doctrine
of Popular Sovereignty, both with tongue and pen, and it
had been so completely reduced ad absurdum by the actual
development of things, that no effectual propaganda could
now be made for it. Precisely his essay in Harper’s Magy-
azine' made that completely impossible, for now Attorney-

of slaves — the same as the owner of any other species of prop-
erty — has a right to remove to a territory, and carry his property with
him.”

1This article elicited from Lincoln the caustic remark: ‘‘ His expla-
nations, explanatory of explanations, are interminable,”
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General Black entered the lists against him, and destroyed
what reputation he had left for consistency on this ques-
tion.! The fact that Black’s own constitutional views were
no less open to criticism than those of his opponent could
not detract from the convincing force of his polemic, in
so far as it made Douglas himself refute Douglas. In
Douglas’s original following there might have been many
whom nothing could make waver in their absolute faith
in their prophet. But whoever had not hitherto professed
“his doctrine could not now honestly take it up; since
Douglas, on the one hand, laid down the principle that
every political creed must be radically wrong that could
not be proclaimed in the same sense in all parts of the
Union;? and, on the other, he himself illustrated its alleged
infallibility by his incapacity to ward off new attacks on it,
except by giving it a new coloring and formulating it with
more oracular vagueness. But it would have been exceed-
ingly foolish to consider it impossible, on this account, that
his endeavors to obtain votes would' not meet with any
success worth mentioning. It was only too conceivable
that a very large part of the numerous, uncertain, waver-
ing elements might ultimately go with him, spite of his
doctrine, because the victory of the party representing it
seemed to afford the best prospects that further and more
serious disturbances of domestic peace would be avoided.
The other democratic wing had, like the republicans, no
universally recognized leader, and had, moreover, no single,
positive programme. It consisted of many groups, fading
1Black’s articles appeared in the Washington Constitution, and were
reprinted by Ch. F. Black in Essays and Speeches of Jeremiah Black,
pp. 212-243.
2The phrase: * No political creed is sound or safe,” in his speech of
February 28 (Speeches, p. 282), he strengthened in his speech of Sep-

tember 9, 1859, in Cincinnati, into: ‘* Any political creed is radically
wrong.” The New York Tribune, September 10, 1859.
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gradually into one another, all of whom had the slave-hold-
ing interest as the polar star of their politics, but who were
determined thereto by very different motives, who wantud to
operate with very different means, and who even pursned
very different aims. Between the “northern man with south-
ern principles,” whom personal interest, constitutional views,
or anxiety for the domestic peace of the country, made ever
ready toserve the slavocracy, although he in no way desired
to promote slavery itself, but, at the worst, was entirely indif-
ferent to it,— between such a man and the southern fanatic,
who, conscious of his aim, labored for the dissolution of the
Union, because, in politics, he knew no interest but that of
the slave-holders, there was so great a distance, that, at bot-
tom, the only thing all the groups were fully united on was
the wish and endeavor to leave none of the other parties at
the helm. Hence, the moment power was wrested from
it, the dissolution of the party would begin. How this was
accomplished might decide the fate of the Union, and the
fate of the Union would depend primarily on whether the
Douglas democrats or the republicans came into power.
In the former case it would become so much harder for the
radicals to force the south into their extreme policy that
they would, presumably, abstain from any attempt to carry
out their programme immediately. If two democratic
presidential candidates were put up, it was not inconceiv-
able that this comsideration would induce many in the
southern states to vote for Douglas, although neither his
person was acceptable to them nor his Popular Sovereignty
doctrine sufficient for them. The number of those was great
who, despite their conviction of the necessity of extorting
further concessions to the slave-holding interest, preferred
the continuance for a time of the status guo to seeing the
Union put in peril. If the candidate of the south were
chosen, this danger would be averted and the first precon-
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dition of the possibility of the realization of their wishes
would be fulfilled. But it was precisely the putting up of an
opposing democratic candidate that made Douglas’s elec-
tion improbable, provided the decision lay in the election
by the people. The election of such a candidate was, as a
matter of course, next to impossible; for in none of the free
states had he the slightest prospect of winning against
Douglas and the republican candidate, and it was very
doubtful, at least, whether he would carry all the border
states. The case might be very different, indeed, if the
election went to the house of representatives. The Doug-
las democrats might then find themselves confronted by
the alternative of voting for him or helping elect the re-
publican, and how they would vote, under such circum-
stances, could scarcely be a question. Whether this
possibility, or the consideration mentioned above, nltimately
prevailed with the southern democrats who stood between
" the conservatives and the radicals, might easily decide the
issue of the electoral campaign, if only one republican and
two democratic candidates were in the field.

That this would be the case was, however, far from cer-
tain. The number of those who would have nothing to do
either with a republican or a democratic candidate of any
description was too small to enable them to carry off the
prize, but large enough to allow them to put up a candi-
date of their own without becoming objects of ridicule.
In several, and in some large, states they might easily win,
if the democratic party were split. If they went into the
electoral campaign united as an independent party, they
would introduce into it a new and serious element of un-
certainty. Then, indeed, the fate of the Union, in the criti-
cal condition in which it had existed ever since its origin,
would depend on a long series of incalculable and intricate
contingencies. The greatest danger to which any demo-
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cratic republic can be exposed would have arisen: at &
period when frightful danger threatened, the disruption of
parties would have gone so farthat there would no longer
be any public opinion.

Under these circumstances, it might easily happen that
occurrences which, of themselves, had only a symptomatio
importance, might become events of immense scope, by
exercising a dissolving or consolidating inflnence on one
or other of the great parties.

Two such incidents introduced the Thirty-sixth Oongress
in a manner calculated to inocrease the fear that it would
be the last one of “ this Union ” under the constitution.

A book was once more destined to play a part of great
importance in the history of the slavery question. As
much was now said and written about Helper’s “ Impend-
ing Crisis ” as formerly about “ Uncle Tom’s Cabin;” as
much, but in a very different way, for the two books had
only this in common, that they were directed against slav-
ery. Harriet Beecher Stowe had fully attained her object:
to bring it directly to the living consciousness of the peo-
Ple, by a realistic picture of slave life, that even negro
slaves were human beings, and that, therefore, the slavery
question had not only an economic, political and constitu-
tional phase, but also a moral one, which a civilized, Chris-
tian people should not and could not lose sight of without
guilt or without disgrace. Precisely because she had no
definite political aim, her book exercised a powerful, polit-
ical effect. Her antagonists had no weapons against her
except the claim that her descriptions were false, But
they were bound to produce the proof of this assertion, and
their attempts to do so, in the main, failed. But where
she had succeeded in reaching the conscience through the
imagination and the sentiments, people henceforth ap-
proached the concrete questions raised by the further de-
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velopment of the slavery problem, in a different frame of
mind. Thought was influenced by the feelings awakened
by her, and the latter were very gradually transformed,
in different measures and in different ways, into political
action. The slavocracy had not been able to prevent this;
for, as Calhoun had rightly said, constitutional deductions
could not change the moral feelings of men nor lastingly
prevent their manifestation by acts. But even apart from
. this, the very form of the attack had made it impossible to
meet it with the heavy guns of a political battle. The
slavocracy would have only made themselves ridiculous if
they had attempted it. They did not for a single moment
ignore how great a mistake that would have been. KEven
in their denunciations of the tendency of the novel, they
had not, for the most part, exceeded certain bounds, either
because too violent language might have been looked upon
as a proof of the truth of the picture, or because it was evi-
dent that a horror of slavery and not hatred of slave-hold-
ers had dictated the book.

In glaring contrast with this relative moderation was the
language now used in the south, both by radicals and con-
servatives, against Helper’s book. While in the north it did
not produce a particle of the sentimental excitement with
which rich and poor, educated and uneducated alike, had
read “Uncle Tom’s Cabin,” but only created a sensation,
and that only in very narrow circles of people, until agita-
tion by the politicans extended it among the masses, in the
south it generated unprecedented acrimony. The proxi-
mate cause of this was that the viper came from its own nest.
Helper was a North Carolinian. This increased his guilt
tenfold in the eyes of the south. Moreover, that fact made
the significance of his attack much greater, for the op-
ponents of slavery would naturally not fail to represent the
incontrovertibility of his testimony as a self-evident conse-
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quence of his southern origin. It was sought to meet this
with the charge that he was a disreputable, worthless fel-
low, -who had already figured as a common criminal.
Whether, and to what extent, this charge was founded
in fact, need not be examined here, for the only thing that,
in the public interest, could be considered, was the value
and the truth of the contents of his book, and these were
not affected by the charges. And that the south declared
the book to be a base libel could not be recognized by the
north as a sufficient refutation of his assertions, any more
than the suspicions cast upon his personal character. The
mass of statistical data which Helper adduced in support of
his thesis, that slavery was an economic curse which had
made the south, as compared with the more than royal
wealth of the north, a miserable, ragged scullion, could not
be dismissed by calling him a mendacious knave. On the
other hand, they were just as far from being, as a great
many northern politicians claimed, and, in part, really be-
lieved, an irrefutable proof of the truth to nature of the
frightful picture he had drawn of the economic condition of
the south, although Seward’s statement may have been
quite right, that his figures were as reliable as any statistical
data could have been, at that time, in the United States.
He had well understood the easy art of finding in his
sources the things his object called for, and which threw
the most glaring light upon the picture he desired to paint,
while he let his eye sweep past whatever might influence
its color or perspective in a way opposed to his intentions.
In a word, the book was not the study of a statistician: a
political pamphleteer aglow with passion had, without un-
derstanding and without scruple, pressed statistics into his
service. But the slavocracy should have been the last to ac-
cuse him of a crime on that account, for they had long
proven themselves unsurpassable masters in such a misuse
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of-statistics. His gloomy picture, however, was infinitely
nearer the truth than the fabulous wealth which they fig-
ured out for the south, by adding the entire export value of
their staple products as receipts to the entire slave popula-
tion at the selling value of individual slaves. And they
would certainly have been satisfied with opposing, as they
had done in numberless similar cases of attack before, to
this pessimistic description, their own fantastical calcula-
tion, if Helper had not drawn, from his data, the conclusion
that the country was systematically ruined, in favor of the
small minority of slave-holders, and at the expense of the
great majority of non-slaye-holders.

Such was the thema probandum of his book, and he had
entered on its demonstration in order to tear away from
the eyes of all concerned the bandage tied over them
by the hard-hearted, inconsiderate selfishness of the slav-
ocracy, to summon them to draw the practical conse-
quence that followed from it, and to enforce their rights.
This he not only said in plain terms but shouted in the
very face of the slavocracy.! It was a formal declaration
of war not only against slavery but in the first place
against the slave-holders, and the war was to be waged by
their own infatuated followers, whom they had for genera-
tions robbed of wealth, edacation and real freedom. Even
if it were to be a bloodless war, waged only with voting
ballots, abstention from intercourse and similar means,? it

1The programme of the non-slave-holders, and some of the most vio-
lent parts, may be read in Mr. Buchanan's Administration on the Eve of
the Rebellion, pp. 5§9-62. The quotation of a single sentence must
suffice here: ‘“Our own banner is inscribed: No co-operation with
slave-holders in politics; no fellowship with them in religion; no affili-
ation with them in society; no recognition of pro-slavery men, except
as ruffians, outlaws and criminals.,” Page 156.

21t is very significant that, notwithstanding this, Pryor, of Virginia,
accused him of having incited the non-slave-holders to rebellion against
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was none the less the beginning of a struggle of life and
death.

But was not Helper a harlequin who, with a crazy flour-
ish, was endeavoring to make everybody believe that his
wooden sword was Brutus’s dagger? Did the slavocracy
need to care any more about the angry challenge of a single,
hitherto entirely unknown man, than the moon about the
baying of a dog? They knew well enough how certainly
they could count upon their following of non-slave-holders,
but they knew also that Helper knew that as well as
they. What then had determined him to his unheard-of
course! Big as he might talk, no one could imagine that
he was a fanatic after the manner of Lloyd Garrison, who
had, singly and namelessly, declared a war of life and death
against slavery. That he was an irresponsible fool could
not be inferred from his book. The slavocracy had never
been able to deceive themselves into believing, that, indeed,
there was no conflict of interests between themselves and
the non-slave-holders; and, for a long time back, occasional
complaints had escaped their most intelligent politicians, of
the increasing indications that the non-slave-holders were
beginning to grow conscious of such a conflict. If they did
not wish to live only for the present moment, but had also
an eye for the future, Helper’sappeal to the non-slave-holders
was certainly deserving of their serious consideration. Even
in the most menaced states, Missouri and Texas, there was
question, here, of so distant a future, that Helper would,
undoubtedly, have used much more moderate language, if

the slave-holders, ‘‘But the peculiarity of that book was that Mr, Helper,
for the first time in the history of this country, had invoked, with all
the power of passion, with all his limited resources of rhetoric, the non-
" slave-holders of the south to rise in rebellion against the slave-holders.
That was the peculiar merit of his book.” Congr. Gl., 1st Sess., 86th
Congr., p. 49.




P

RECOMMENDATION)OF_THE REPRESENTATIVES, - 18

he had really written his book to effect the downfall of
slavery, by making the south a house divided against itself.
His book was intended to find a market not among the
non-slave-holders but in the free states, and its appearance
became an event of symptomatic importance, from the fact
that Helper ‘believed he would be able to insure a brilliant
success for himself there, by plentifully seasoning it with the
richest spices. It would be doing him an entirely undeserved
honor to accord him a place among the exciters of the
storm. The petrel does not bring the storm, but only an-
nounces its approach with unerring instinct.

Helper had rightly appreciated the situation. Some of
the republican leaders in New York, among them Greeley
and Thurlow Weed, had issued a circular on the 9th of
‘March, 1859, in which they had not only warmly recom-
mended the book, but suggested the idea of having a selec-
tion from it printed for gratuitous distribution, in large
numbers. In order to procure the money necessary for
this purpose, they requested from the members of the
house of representatives a written recommendation of
the enterprise, and received sixty-eight signatures.!

How the times had changed! When Garrison, a rope
aroand his neck, was dragged through the streets of Boston
by a mob of “ gentlemen,” and when, in so many other cities
and towns of the north, the hunting of abolitionists was at-
tended by orgies scarcely less revolting, who could have
imagined that in less than a generation the official repre-
sentatives of one of the great national parties would, in
this manner, recommend a book which bore, in a high de-
gree, the character of a libel on, and of an inflammatory pam-
phlet against, the slavocracy, and which besides, as might be

14 We, the undersigned, members of the house of representatives of

the national congress, do cordially indorse the opinion and approve the -
-enterprise set forth in the foregoing circular.”
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shown by internal as well as external evidence, owed its or-
igin to the impure motives of a political aspirant. But the
gentlemen had, by their hot,party zeal, allowed themselves
to be misled into taking more than one unwise step.
Unquestionably they had only intended to promote the
widest possible distribution of what they considered a good
“campaign document.” But, even now, it might have
been doubted whether the book would prove specially val-
uable for the purpose of agitation. It indeed furnished
rich material for republican stamp-speakers, and it was sure
that its foulest and most vigorous parts would be greeted
with thunders of applause. It was not very certain, on
the other hand, that many votes could be gained by it
among the wavering; and that, after all, was the main
thing. There would be no reason to wonder, if, to a great
extent, it should have, rather, a repelling effect in these cir-
cles, and for the reason, among others, that the republicans
had approved its distribution, in the manner mentioned.
They had thus assumed the political and moral responsi-
bility for its form and matter, and its form and matter were
such that they met with a just and severe reproof for them.
Their party programme limited theirstruggle against slavery
to the prevention of its further extension in the territories
of the Union; any intention of taking aggressive steps
against it in the states was most decidedly and most em-
phatically denied. The authors of the circular of the 9th
of March, and the sixty-eight men who had recommended
it, had violated, if not the terms, at least the spirit, of this
solemn assurance, in the grossest manner. It had not been
reserved for Helper to discover the conflict of interests be-
tween the slavocracy and the non-slave-holders. It had
already been frequently discussed without its having been
possible to make any just complaint on that account. But
Helper sought to incite the non-slave-holders to. give ex-
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pression to that conflict in the most ruthless political
and social struggle, until the' annihilation of slavery had
been accomplished. To start a propaganda for a book
which had its raison d’étre in this, without making any
reservation whatever in the recommendation of it, ineant.,
of course, the approval of Helper’s object; and hence the
recommendation of it, as it was sent out into the world by
sixty-eight republican representatives, in their official char-
aoter, was unquestionably an aggressive intermeddling in
the domestic affairs of the slave states, whether they so in-
tended it or not.

They had sinned against the party programme in a way
that seriously compromised not only themselves person-
ally, but the party also. The very tone of the book was
such that the whole people, so far as they had domestic
peace and the continued existence of the Union at heart,
were warranted in calling them to account for having thus
unreservedly approved it. If the north was to be won
over to views against the slave-holders in barmony with
that tone, it was as inequitable as it was foolish to wish to
preserve the Union under the present constitution. Who-
ever preached hatred of the slave-holders in this way must,
in accordance with the requirements of logic, end in de-
manding the destruction either of the Union or of the con-
stitution; for the slave-holders were the absolutely dominant
party in the southern states, and hatred could not be the
oement in the foundation of a democrative federation in
which it was left to each state to determine independently
for itself how it should act with respect to slavery. Per-
haps hatred for slavery could not but grow ultimately into
hatred for the slave-holders, if the slave-holders continued
bent on the strengthening and extension of slavery. But
the republican party still held the continued existence of
the Union and the maintenance.of the constitution to be
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possible as unanimously as did the democrats of the north-
ern states, and desired them just as honestly; and hence it
was its duty to brand with the same unanimity and honesty
the preaching of the gospel of hatred against slave-holders,
as unpatriotic, and as an attempt against the constitution
and the Union.

The affair, however, had, as already intimated, yet an-
other side, which lent it direct, practical importance. The
conservatives of the south looked upon the conduct of the
New York authors of the circular and of the sixty-eight
representatives who had signed it not only as an insult, but as
anactof infamy. Thebook, therefore, served not as a wedge,
but as a welding hammer, on the different groups within
the slavocracy, and Helper and his republican backers had
therefore only played into the hands of the radicals. This
soon became plain enough; for, owing to a further lack of
tact, the last of Helper’s “ Impending Crisis ” had not yet by
any means been heard of. Before we turn to this second
phase of the Helper controversy, we must speak of an event
of incomparably greater importance that had happened in
the meantime.

The endeavor to bring the Kansas question to a stand-
still and to remove it from the order of the day, by Eng-
lish’s bill, bad completely failed. After the proposition of.
the bill had been rejected by the territory, Buchanan had-
recommended to congress an appropriation of money for the
taking of the census on which the law had made a new effort
for its admission as a state dependent. The finance commit-
tee of the senate bad therenpon made a motion with respect
to that appropriation which was at first adopted. Osten-
sibly, however, in order to avoid unpleasant controversies,.
this adoption was reversed, despite Pugh’s warning that
the refusal of an appropriation would be considered as a
practical non-acceptance of the census condition. Even
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while the Thirty-fifth Congress was in session this propheey
bad begun to be fulfilled. By a law of the 11th of Febru-
ary, 1859, the territorial legislature had ordered a popular
vote, on the fourth Monday in March, on the question’
whether the transformation of the territory into a state
should be proceeded with. An overwhelming majority
had answered the question in the affirmative, and, in June,
a census was taken and the election of delegates to the con-
stitutional convention was had. This census was not sach
an one as English’s bill required, bat it could be inferred
with certainty from its result! that Kansas had the popula-
tion required by law for the election of a representative.
The convention met at Wyandotte on the 5th of July, and
the constitution drawn up by it was approved at a popular
election by 10,421 against 5,530 votes, October 4th.?

There was no particular excitement created by these
events anywhere. The conviction now evidently prevailed
on all sides that Kansas had, at last, won its cause against
the slavocracy. This was unquestionably true, even if it
could not be predicted how quickly the obstacles which the
slavocracy would naturally still putin the way of its ad-
mission as a state could be overcome. But even if the
Kansas question could be considered, in the main, as set-
tled, the spirit which the Kansas troubles had awakened
and nurtured to maturity was not, in consequence, imme-
diately banished, nor did it die out at once. At the moment
when the ratification of the Wyandotte constitution became

1Over 71,700. From six counties, however, no reports whatever were
received, and in many other parts of the territory the census was de-
monstrably very incomplete. See Pendleton’s data, Congr. Globe, st
Bess., 86th Congr., p. 1645.

2Graw’s figures, Ib., p. 1640. In the official report to congress we
réad, “ by a majority of nearly 6,000.” Ib., p. 910. The data given in
the text are taken from this source, Graw’s data also vary here in
part. ' . '

3
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known, its bitterest, but at the same time its most blissful,
fruit was plucked on the soil of Virginia.

Since the Missouri border ruffians had ceased to be the
principal champions of the slavocratic cause, and it was no
longer sought to get by brute force what could be obtained
by knavery and cunning, there was not much heard, outside
of a small circle, of John Brown. He, however, had not
thought for a moment that his work was done,because there
would presumably be no further reason for him in Kansas to
" goabout, by day and by night, through wood and plain, with
his trusty gun, to play his fierce game against the propagan-
dists of slavery. From his youth up he had had the feeling
in his daily devout reading of the Bible that the words of the
Holy Book in which he saw the condemnation of slavery im-
posed on him an entirely personal and special duty with re-
gard to that plague-sore on the social body of the American
reople. Hishair had begun to grow gray without this rague
feeling having cleared and condensed into a definite re-
solve; bat, notwithstanding this, it had, in all the vicissi-
tudes and hard trials of his career, taken ever deeper root.
in the life of his intellect and bis heart, because that life.
was as intense as it was narrow in its bounds. His school-
ing had not extended beyond the elementary branches,and .
he had not distinguished himself either by any great ambi-
tion or any great thirst for knowledge. As he had a clear
eye and a sober, wary judgment, his travels and manifold
connections with business as a sheep-raiser and wool-trader
had not been useless in the general development of his
mind. Fortune did not smile upon him, although he thor-
oughly understood his business and was thoroughly earnest
in everything he took in hand. There were times when he.
fotund it difficult to procure the barest necessaries for his
numerous family. But the more the vicissitudes of life as-
sailed him the less did he set his heart on the things of this,
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world. He did not feel it an act of resignation and it cost him
no sacrifice when, in 1849, he removed to North Elba, in Essex
county, New York. Here too, in the stillness of the mighty
rocks of the Adirondacks, he did not become a dreamer with
back turned on the world. A typical American, from the
top of his head to the sole of his foot, life and stirring
industry were to him inseparable ideas, and when the
whole neighborhood resounded with praise of the stock he
had raised, it afforded him no less heart-felt satisfaction
than the greater business success which had once seemed to
him the sure beginning of the acquisition of a respectable
fortune. Apart from his industry in his avocation, his
family and his religion had previously constituted almost
the entirety of his deeper inner life, and now, in his rural
isolation, all his leisure time was devoted to them. “I and
my. house desire to serve the Lord.” The simplicity of
heart, trothfulness and Old-Testament absoluteness with
which he chose this saying as the inviolable law of his en-
tire thought and action transformed his more than plain
farm-house into the cradle of a deed memorable in the his-
tory of the world. He plunged ever deeper into the Book
of Books, but not as into an inexhaustible source of dog-
matic subtilities. The Almighty God, whose name is Jus-
tice and Love, had not spoken to men to give them riddles
to solve, but to announce to them a holy and unchangeable
will, that they might do it, in thought, word and deed — in
the smallest things as well as in the greatest. The scripture
needed no interpretation for him. Thus it is written; act
in accordance therewith, for what will it profit thee to gain
the whole world and lose thy own soul? Such was the
simple doctrine with which he endeavored to impregnate
his family as well as himself, and which, with the ingenuous-
ness of a child but the authority of a patriarch which could
not be doubted, he gave as answer to every question which
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bad a place in his heart and theirs. And he was at the same
time so unselfish and so true, that his wife and children soon
learned to think and will precisely as he did, thorny and
steep as might be the way pointed out to them by him as
the path of duty. .

His removal to North Elba had shown that he had the
fate of the negroes as much at heart as ever, for it was con-
nected with the philanthropic enterprise of Gerrit Smith to
establish a model colony of free persons of color. It was,
therefore, natural that the energetic aggressive movement of
the slavocracy in the following years forced him to medi-
tate more seriously and more selfsacrificingly on what it
was God’s will he should doin the matter. When, therefore,
the slavocracy begun to try to acquire Kansas by force, he
soon and clearly saw. where his place was. What he there
experienced and what he there did — his way of thinking
and feeling taken into consideration —made it forever im-
possible for him to return to his plow. After he had proved
what manly courage could accomplish against the slavoc-
racy, after his own son had fallen a victim to the Moloch of
slavery, and after he had settled with his God for the terrible
deed at Potawattomie,! his mortal hatred of slavery could
not but find further expression in thought, word and deed.
" 1 Aocording to the material brought to light very recently in John
Brown’s history, there seems now scarcely a doubt possible that the
“ execution ” must, after all, be traced directly to him, and that his de-
nial of the deed can only be understood to mean that none of the un-
fortunates met his death at Brown’s own hand. The picture drawn
of his character, however, undergoes no material change on this ac-
count, for that he unreservedly approved the act has been not only
oonceded, as I remarked in a previous volume, by his ardent ad-
mirer, Redpath, but specially called attention to. The burin must only
grave one of the principal lines more sharply and more deeply. That
the whole expression of the picture becomes, in consequence, a sterner
one, I, of course, do not deny, but this effect does not take place at the
expense of the powerful impression it makes ; rather does it increase still
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A pretty dense cloud still hovers over the origin of the
Harper’s Ferry insurrection. Historical research will prob-
ably never be able to dissipate it entirely; for both what
we know about it and about its course forces us to the con-
clusion that Brown himself had really never become clear
in his own mind as to How he was to accomplish what he
wanted, and that he had, after all, only the most general
notion as to What he wanted — the freeing of the slaves.
Frederick Douglas gives a detailed account of a conversa-

more the already striking resemblance to the rude greatness of many
Old-Testament saints. Neither the new facts brought to light by his
friends, like S8anborn (The Life and Letters of John Brown), or by his
detractors, like ex-Governor Robinson, of Kansas, and Amos F. Law-
rence (cfr. The Boston Evening Transcript, May-July, 1884, passim),
nor the personal opinions they have expressed of him, have given me
any occasion to consider the description I gave of him in the Preussis-
schen Jahrbiichern (xli, pp. 850-392, American edition by Frank Pres-
ton Stearns, Boston, Cupples & Hurd, 1889) as false in any important
particular, although in some minor details corrections have become
neceesary. The many additions that might be made to his history
would only confirm what I have already said there. But it need
not te wondered at if, in the next succeeding decades, very different
and much more unfavorable views should find numerous representa-

tives in the United States. Even his contemporaries, who were under the -

direct influence of the tragedy of Harper's Ferry, were, for the most
part, entirely incapable of understanding John Brown, and only kad «
Jeeling, to a greater or less extent, of what was right. But for those
born since his-death the understanding of  Brown’s motives is rendered
much more dificult, because they completely lack the guidance of
feeling, since they know only from hearsay of‘the dark times when the
Alp of slavocratic supremacy weighed. on the intellectual and moral
life of the American people; and it will, I am firmly convinced, be-
come daily harder, I am almost' tempted to say more impossible, for them
to obtain a living. picture of those times. But I am firmly convinced,
too, that the deeper research penetrates into the history of slavery in
the United States, the more strongly will it confirm the judgment
passed upon John Brown by the popular instinct, when, for four terrible
years, the existence of the Nation was trembling in the balance. On
the Potawattomie question, ree especially Sanborn, pp. 258-261,
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tion he had with him on the project, as early as 1847, in
Springfield.! Such an account, jotted down from memory
after so many years, can, of course, have no claim to the
exactness of an original document. What was then said,
.and what bappened twelve years later, gradually became,
a8 may be easily understood, indistinguishable in Douglas’s
memory. DBut, after this testimony, it cannot be doubted
that Brown even then entertained the idea of systematic-
ally attacking the lion in his den; and the earnest follow-
ing up of this idea presupposed the knowledge how seriously
slavery might be injured by the simple fact that the slave-
holders were deprived of the feeling of security. Whether
the idea had thus early ripened to such an extent into a
" formal scheme, that a plan of operations with its base in
the rocky regions of the border states could be drawn up,
must remain undecided here. It is certainly not probable;
for, considering John Brown’s character, it would be dif-
ficult to explain why we hear nothing much earlier of efforts
of any kind to prepare the way for the carrying out of his
idea. The oldest documentary intimation of his intention
that has yet been discovered is contained in a letter written
in August, 1857, that is at a time when the worst period
.of the Kansas troubles had come to a close.? But at this time
he was busily engaged in preparations, from which it cer-
tainly follows that he had resolved on a more persistent and
systematic warfare against the slavocracy than heretofore.

In the spring he lrad formed a connection with one Hugh
Forbes, an old Garibaldian. His demonstrative talk against
all the tyrants of the world, his martial appearance, his
skilful bandling of the sword, and especially the excellent

1Life and Times, pp. 279-282.

2In a letter of August 17, 1857, from Tabor, Iowa, to his family, we
read: ‘‘ Should no disturbance occur, we may poesibly think best to
work back eastward; cannot determine yet,” . S8anborn, p. 414
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testimony he bore to his own military capacity, prepossessed
Brown in his favor.! He engaged him, at $100 a month, as
.drill-master for himself and his men. That the first idea,
in these military exercises, was the intention of being able
to act more vigorously in case the pro-slavery party in
Kansas should again venture to appeal to force, seems
scarcely to admit of a question now. But the laconic an-
nouncement in the letter quoted, that, under certain cir-
-cumstances, he would direct his operations towards the
.east, points unmistakably to the fact that, after what had
happened in Kansas, he considered the cessation of the
struggle impossible; if he'was needed there no longer, he
meant, from the start, only to infer therefrom that he would
have to carry it on, on some other stage. :
Hence, although the fears entertained during the first
half of the year by the Free-state party, that the bloody
troubles would be renewed, proved unfounded, he became
more active than ever. On the 11th of September he asked
-Theodore Parker to procure for him five hundred or one
thousand dollars for secret purposes.! Late in the autumn
he returned from Tabor, in western Iowa, where he bad
spent the last months, to Kansas, and began to look about
for people ready to follow him wheresoever he might lead
them. As soon as he had found half a dozen from whom
he believed he could expect this, he went with them to
Ohio, taking with him the arms which had been placed at
-his disposal — of course to be used only in the territory —
by the Kansas committee of the eastern states. The winter
was to be spent in military exercises under a second drill-

11t must, however, be said, that Garibaldi expresses himself in warm
terms of Forbes. He calls him: ‘Il prode colonello Forbes, lngleoe,
‘amante della causa italiana come il primo dei noi, coraggioso ed ones-
tissimo milite.” Garibaldi, Me:norie Autobiographiche, p. 241.

2 «For secret service and no questions asked.” Ib., p. 423,
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master.! Brown himself went further east in order to pro-
cure the means for the execution of his design. The first
step in this direction was the organization of a secret league,
on Canadian soil. The preparations for this were made in
Rochester, where he kept himself concealed in the house
of Frederick Douglas. From there he visited his old pa-
tron, Gerrit Smith, in Petetboro’. On the 22d of February,
1858, he there made the latter, F. B. Sanborn and Edwin
Morton acquainted with his plans. His friends were hor-
rified, and did their best to dissuade him from his purpose.
But for him there was not even a possibility of valid ob-
jections. He had made them his confidants, not in order
to inquire their opinion, but to get their support. He had
come not to hear but to be heard. This soon became clear
to his friends, and the longer they listened to his words,
the more they felt the power that lies in absolutely unshak-
able conviction. They were overcome not by his argu-
ments but entirely by the force of his moral will. They
were not convinced, but they believed they should not re-
fuse his request to help him to the money he needed.
During the weeks following, Brown went through Brook-
lyn on a similar mission to Boston. Only few of the most
trusty champions of the cause of freedom were informed
of his presence, and even these were, for the most part,
initiated into his plans ouly a8 far as was necessary to in-
duce them to loosen their purse-strings. - Then, after he
had visited Philadelphia, in order to confer with some per-
sons of color, whom he thought he could expect to under-
stand and sympathize with his design, he went through
Peterboro’ and North Elba to Canada. In the first half
of May he there held a convention, in Chatham, which

tThe quarrel between Brown and Forbes, to which we shall here-
after refer, necessitated a change of the original plan. Springdale,
Towa, was finally chosen as the winter quarters of the little band.
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idopte'd & provisional constitution drawn up by him, ac-
cepted him as commander-in-chief, and appointed a com-
mittee of seven whites and four colored persons to fill any
offices created by the provisional constitution which might
happen to become vacant. All who were oppressed were
declared te have a right to the full protection of the provis-
ional constitution, and its adoption was pleaded for on the
ground that slavery was “none other than a most barbar-
ons, unprovoked and unjustifiable war of one portion of
its (the country’s) citizens upon another portion,” and that
it was in glaring contradiction with the eternal truths pro-
claimed in the Declaration of Independence.

To what extent this constitution deserved tbhe unlimited
ridicule with which it was overwhelmed, after the failure
of the Harper’s Ferry insurrection, need not be discussed
here. That constitution certainly proved that John Brown
was no genius in statesmanship. Whether, notwithstand-
ing this, it would not have answered its object very well,
if that object had not miscarried at the very first step, is
a different question. In the eyes of his comrades, the con-
stitution was a binding, legal instrument, and it made him
commander-in-chief; and this was the only thing that could,
have had any practical importance in an undertaking such
as he contemplated. It must be conceded, none the less,
that his want of political judgment is put in so glaring a
light by no other act of his life as by the holding of the
Chatham convention; and this, not so much because the
contents of its constitution will not stand criticism, as be-
cause he now held such a convention at all.

It is plain that the danger would be greatly increased if
the matter became known. If, therefore, he considered it
necessary not only, as hitherto, to connect himself, in the
deepest secrecy, with a few persons, specially worthy of con-
fidence, but to call into existence a comprehensive organ-
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ization, with a kind of governmental apparatus, he should
have done so only provided he was in a condition to follow
up this step immediately, by the first deed. He had not
planned a revolution which would rage like a prairie fire
over the entire territory of the slave states. All he had in-
tended from the start was, with a handful of associates, to
remove the first stones from the dam that held in check the
deep and mighty waters, which would then, in the nature of
things, cut an ever-widening path for themselves. Two
weeks after the convention had adjourned (on the 23th of
May) he was compelled to inform his family, from Chatham,
that he was reduced to complete inaction for want of money.!
Only a week later a friend from Ohio had to inform him
that certain participants in the convention had failed in
order to give themselves an air of importance to keep their
own counsel.

A traitor, however, had. already got the start of these
babblers. The Englishman, Forbes, whose reliability had,
from the first, appeared in a very doubtful light, may
also have been a fanatic on freedom from conviction, but
he was one mainly by profession. Instead of entering on
his office as drill-master, he consumed his pay in the pub-
lication of a military manual in New York,? in order to
serve the good cause. In August, 1857, he had, indeed,
gone to Tabor, but left it again in the beginning of Decem-
ber. His claims, howerver, were in the inverse ratio of his
achievements. DBut as Brown himself had nothing, he
made a bold attempt to hold the Kansas committee of
Massachusetts responsible for the fulfillment of the obliga-
tions which the former had, he claimed, entered into with

1 ¢ We are completely nailed down at prerent for want of funds; and
we may be obliged to remain inactive for months yet for the same rea-
son. You must all learn to be patient.” Saunborn, p. 456,

27 Manual of the Patriotic Volunteer.
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him. As, notwithstanding the scarcely vested threats with
which he strewed his bitter complaint, he was not as suc-
cessful in this as he desired, he began to disseminate in
political circles at Washington what he himself knew of
Brown’s designs. Some of the friends of the latter, more
or less acquainted with his plans, were, fortunately for him,
in a position early to get wind enough of this to thwart
the game of the traitor. Immediately after the Chatham
convention, John Brown received, through them, the first
information of Forbes’ treason. It was accompanied by
the declaration that he must postpone his undertaking a
year; if none of Forbes’ prophecies were fulfilled daring
that time, they would be forgotten in Washington as a false
alarm. This was not good advice, but a command. The
"members of the Kansas committee had waxed warm. They
called upon him to surrender the arms which they had
placed at his disposal, and categorically declared that such
arm3 should not be employed, under any circunmstances,
in any undertaking whatever, outside the territory. They
urgently insisted that he should return to Kansas. As the
other friends on whom he had counted most, like Gerrit
Smith, entirely approved these views, he had, to hissorrow,
to act in accordance with them, for without arms and with-
out money he could of course accomplish nothing.

In consequence of another bloody deed, the so-called
Hamilton or Trading-post murder of the 19th of May, Kan-
sas was again in a state of the greatest excitement when
Brown entered it. He held himself ready to take part in
the struggle, at any moment, provided it was begun by the
opposite side, but he by no means desired it.! The shoot-

10n the 20th of July, 1858, he writes from the Missouri line (Kansas
gide) to Sanborn: * A constant fear of new troubles seems to prevail on
both sides of the line, and on both sides are companies of armed men.
Any little affair may open the quarrel afresh. . . . I have concealed
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ing down of white men, by one another, could be of no use,
to the slaves; his thoughts and endeavors were no longer
directed towards making war on slave-holders, but only
towards rescuing their victims from them.

Soon after this he was attacked by a violent fever, from
the effects of which he suffered until into the winter. He
did not allow the year to close, however, without strongly
reminding friends and foes alike of his existence. During
the night of the 20th of December, two little crowds of
Free-state people, one of which was led by Brown, crossed
the Missouri line, to free five slaves who were to be sold in
afew days. As they succeeded in this without any trouble,
they fell upon other plantations and carried away with
them six more slaves as booty. One of the slave-holders
had been shot by the other division when he attempted to
offer resistance. Brown had, as he bluntly states in his
own report to the New York Zridune,! given orders to his
men to take everything of value with them as well as the
slaves. “It is only just that the means needed to free the
slaves should be taken from the unrightfully acquired
wealth of the slave-holders ”— such was even now the prin-
ciple ho openly proclaimed.
~ This bold blow caused great excitement throughout the

entire country. Such terror prevailed among the slave-
holders on the Kansas border that it was stated by many
that a growing movement was noticeable among them to
gell their slaves or to remove with them into safer places.
If this were true, it was evidently based upon the fear that
the fact ot.my presence pretty much, lest it should tend to create excite-
ment; but it is getting leaked out, and will soon be known to all. As
I am not here to seek or secure revenge, I do not mean to be the first
to reopen the quarrel. How soon it may be raised against me I can-
not say: nor am I over-anxious. A portion of my men are in other

neighborhoods.” Sanborn, p. 475.
1 Printed in Sanbosn, pp. 481-488.
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success might provokean attempt to introduce system, on the.
borders, into this new mode of warfare against slavery. We
know already that this anxiety was not only well founded,
bat that it was rather considerably less than there was good
reason for. Brown’s resolution had long since been irrev-
ocably formed, and it was directed towards something far
greatér than stealing occasionally over the border, in the
darkness of the night, to carry off a few slaves, and trans-
port them, by the underground railway, to Canada. Only,
it was not on the slave-holders of Missouri that he in-
tended to try first the efficacy of his specific against the
poisonous cancer of slavery. On the 2d of December he
bad written to his children in Ohio: *“ Awm still preparing
for my other journey,” and the unpremeditated episode of
the attack of the 20th of December! caused no change in
his preparations.

His family knew exactly what he meant by “another
journey.” He had long been firmly resolved to begin, in
Virginia, the war he wanted to wage against slavery. Vir-
ginia was the motker of American slavery, and public opin-
ion still looked upon her, to a certain extent, as the leading
state of the whole south. What had appeared as mere ad-
vance-post skirmishing on the Kansas border of Missouri
assumed here the character of a storming of the enemy’s
citadel. Every success achieved here would have a hun-
dred times- more weight by the impression it would make
in the two balves of the country. Moreover, Brown was
convinced that he could count more confidently here than
in any other place on thorough success. He thought he
had found in the mountains a strategic base cf incalculable
strength for the operations he had planned, and the multi-
tude of slaves afforded him, in his opinion, a sufficient guar-

10no of the five slaves who were to have been sold had come over
to Kansas, and had begged the Free-state people for help.
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anty that he would not have to seek in vain for strong
hands, in sufficient numbers, into which he might place the
arms he had brought with him. The self-evident conclu-
sion that he would have not only to cope with the local
forces, but that immediate and vigorous interference, both
Ly the state and by the federal government, was certain,
because such an onslaught on slavery in Virginia would be
looked upon by them as an attack on slavery in general,
was not drawn. by this man who otherwise calculated so
soberly and judged so warily. His only care was how to
procure the money he needed; although there was question
of scarcely any more than could be obtained any day, in
the south, for a plantation negro of the first class. His old
friends in the east had not, indeed, withdrawn their assist-
ance from him, but the anxious days they bad passed on
account of Forbes’ treachery had cooled their ardor and
made them much more cauntious in their relations with him.
Even Gerrit Smith had written on the 26th of July, 1858,
that he would certainly not close his purse to him in the
future any wmore than in the past, but added: “I do not
wish to know Captain Brown’s plans; I hope he will keep
them to himself.”

It was the end of June before Brown had so far mastered
all the difficulties in his way that he could start with his .
two sons, Owen and Oliver, and one Anderson, for the
scene of action. He assumed the name of Smith, passed
himself off as a farmer who intended to buy in the neigh-
borhood, and leased a vacant out-of-the-way farm building
near Harper’s Ferry. The little place is situated on the
Maryland border at the confluence of the Potomac and the
Shenandoah, and was specially important on account of
the United States arsenal located there.

No unfortunate accident interrupted the preparations on
the Kennedy farm. Although it was noticed that its ten-
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ants employed their time in a manner scarcely in harmony
with the intention they had expressed of settling there,
the suspicion of their neighbors was not yet aroused. The
entire and rather large stock of arms was carried grad-
uvally and successfully to the place and securely hidden.
Brown’s expected comrades also had arrived without at-
tracting any great attention. But now, at the very last
moment, everything was again put indoubt. Notuntil it was
absolutely necessary to inform them of it did Brown tell
his comrades that the first blow would be struck against
Harper's Ferry. They well knew that they had taken their
lives in their hands when they joined him, but such fool-
hardiness exceeded even what they had deemed possible.
They remonstrated so strongly that Brown resigned the
commandership-in-chief with the declaration that he could
not undertake the responsibility for the abandonment of
the undertaking, but would willingly subordinate himself
to another leader. The choice of another leader, howerver,
was so evidently synonymous with the abandonment of the
whole affair that they re-elected him with the promise of
obeyving his commands without contradiction.

With twenty-two men, six of whom were colored, Brown
began his war of extermination against slavery. The lit-
tle host set out from the Kennedy farm in the evening of
the 17th of October. No one met them on the fatal road,
for it was Sunday, and the night was dark and cheer-
less. Telegraphic connection was destroyed; the watch-
man on the railroad bridge over the stream taken prisoner
before he could give an alarm; the gate to the courtyard
of the arsenal broken in, and the guard there also over-
powered. Scouting parties sent in different directions
brought in prisoners as hostages. The number of the latter
finally exceeded that of their captors, in the arsenal. So
far, everything had succeeded wonderfully well. By mid-
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night the place, whose inhabitants had no suspicion of
what was going on, was completely in Brown’s power,
without a drop of blood having been shed or even a shot
fired. But what was gained by all that? Like the man in
the fable, Brown had canght the wolf by the ears.

When the railway train coming from the west did not
receive the customary signal, a porter from one of the cars
was sent out to look for the watchman. The sentinel left
behind by Brown challenged the man, and shot him down
when he refused to obey the command to halt. The first
blood shed by these freers of the slaves was the blood of a
colored man. This was an evil omen.

After a while Brown allowed the train to continue its
journey. He bimself guided it over the bridge, because
the train-conductor suspected that it had been destroyed.
In this way the cutting of the telegraph wires was rendered
uselcss, for, in from two to three hours, at most, the news
of the occurrence had reached Washington. Endeavors
have been made to show that this step was an inconceivable
act of imprudence on the part of Brown. He is said to have
stated himsolf that he was induced to take it by the prayers
of the travelers; he did not want to prolong the anxiety
of their families. The dreadful judge and avenger of Pot-
awattomie had, indeed, so tenderand childlike a heart that
such a sentimental consideration might have the greatest
weight with him. But we may characterize it as at least
questionable whether he would have been guided by it, in
this case, if his judgment had not been in accordance with
his feeling. A messenger on horseback carrying a dispatch
to the nearest telegraph station could send®the news to
Washington just as quickly as it could be carried by a rail-
way train, and a further increase of the number of his pris-
oners’ was therefore worse than useless to him. The
decision to allow the train to continue its journey was an
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admission that he could not advance any further, and he
could not take more because the slaves remained entirely
quiet; not oven one of them betrayed the slightest inclina-
tion to join him. It was so plain that in consequence of
this nothing more was to be gained, that several of his com-
rades earnestly advised him to vacate the place, so long as
it was in his power to do so. It may well be assumed that
if he had followed this advice he could have saved his own
life and that of his men. But would this not also have
been the abandonment of the whole undertaking for which
he had toiled so long with unbounded devotion? He had
indeed informed Colonel Washington, who had been capt-
ured by his men, that he intended to exchange him and
his fellow-prisoners for slaves. It, however, is certainly
pot probable that this condition would have been accepted,
even if he bad reached a skulking-hole in the mountains
with his prisoners, for the families of the latter would have
considered it impossible that he would dare to do them
any harm; and even if they wanted to acocept his condi-
tion, it would scarcely have been suffered by the rest of the
population and by the official authorities. But sapposing
he had received a slave in exchange for every prisoner, the
most he could do would have been to convey them safely
to Canada, as he had the freed men of the 20th of Decem-
ber. This would have ended his game, and he would have
been himself the first to complain bitterly that only a mouse
was born after all the throes of the laboring mountain. It
was folly from the first to consider it-possible that he could,
without the excitement of a general insurrection of the
slaves, gather about him such a force that he could not
only maintain himself permanently in the mountains, but
coatinue to act on the offensive with success —keeping
with him only the most resolute men capable of bearing
arms, and assigning all the others to the service of the
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“underground railroad,” to assist in transportation,! and it
was ten times greater folly now to cling to this plan for
even a moment, and not solely because the reinforcements
received would have added to his handful of men only a
second handful, but, above all things, because these people
would have been in every case selected for him by the
slave-holders themselves. On the other hand, it was clear
as the noonday sun that to remain in Harper’s Ferry meant
inevitable ruin. It seems inconceivable that Brown did not
recognize this as well as his associates. The question, there-
fore, forces itself on us, why, notwithstanding, he rejected
their advice. ,

Sanborn relates that Brown subsequently, for the first
time in his life, accused himself of baving lost his self-com-
mand. This confession points directly to the only satis-
factory explanation that can be found. This stroke of his
had not broken the chains of a single slave, but it had rent
the veil that bad hitherto hung over his eyes. Brown not
only saw, like his associates, that the success achieved could
not be maintained, but he also felt that no advantage could
be derived from it, and that with this false blow his whole
undertaking bad failed. This it was that deprived him of
his self-command and made him irresolute. The former
consideration urged him to withdraw, the latter fettered
his feet. There is nothing to show that in the struggle of
these conflicting feelings he had even now gone so far as
to reach the clear idea and consoious resolve rather to per-
ish in his impossible undertaking than by abandoning it
to pay the ransom of his own life and the life of his men.
He wavered only until no choice was left him. But, when

1That, at least, seems to have been his intention. The principal reason
why nothing more definite can be said on the matter is, as has been al-
ready remarked, unquestionably, that he had not himself gotten beyond
vague, general ideas,
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retreat had become impossible, he ceased to waver and im-
mediately recovered, to the fullest extent, the clearness of
his mind and the unbreakable energy of his will; over-
powered and brought to the ground he indeed might be,—
but stretch out his arms to the jailer that he might be
bandcuffed,— never! What he had presumed to attempt
might be impossible, but it was not wrong. He was not
the evil-doer, but those who placed themselves as an ob-
stacle in his way, wickedly trampling the command of the
Eternal God under foot. This genuine scion of the old
Puritan race had for years pressed forward over bloody
thorns without his eyelids quivering, until his whole intel-
lectnal and moral being became completely absorbed in
this conviction; he could only live up to it in dreadful
earnestness, or die for it with an earnestness equally ter-
rible: there was no third way open to him; and what would
have otherwise been the crazy undertaking of a lunatic be-
came by this fact a mighty deed in the history of the
world.

Motionless, astonishment and blind terror had held the
inhabitants of the place, as if spell-bound, for a while.
Gradually, however, they surveyed the situation far enough
to enable them to proceed to the attack themselves. Brown
had widely scattered his little band in order to keep all
seemingly important points in his power. But two or three
men who might have sufficed for a surprise, could not, of
course, offer a successful resistance. In a short time, all
the men, at the different outposts, were either shot or taken
prisoner. Brown himself with his main force and the pris-
oners, who were treated with the greatest consideration, bad
withdrawn into the engine-house, and had barricaded it as
well as possible. He absolutely rejected the repeated sum-
mons to surrender. An active firing was kept up on both
sides the whole day. It is a remarkable fact that none of
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the prisoners were wounded, but the number of the defend-
. ers of the engine-house grew less and less. When one of
his sons fell mortally wounded near him, Brown, as he
closed his eyes, said to one of the prisoners: ¢Thisis the
third son I have lost in this cause.” In.the evening, Colonel
Robert E. Lee arrived from Washington with a division of
marines. He, too, first invited Brown to throw himself on
the mercy of the government and lay down his arms.
Brown answered that the mercy of the government was a
rope for himself and his comrades, and that he preferred
to die on the spot. It needed but little, and that would
have happened; and, if it had happened, then the powerful
effect would have been lost which was destined to he exer-
cised by the motives and character of the man. When the
door of the engine-house was broken down by the troops
running a ladder agaiust it, Brown cried out to them that
he would offer no further resistance. But a lieutenant by
the name of Green ran his sword into Brown's body, and
then, in a blind rage, dealt the unarmed man lying on the
ground several heavy blows on the head.

The first impression made by the news of these doingsin
both north and south may be described only as a sensation
mixed with vague terror. Absolute and indignant con-
demnation was universal, but beyond this to form any
opinion immediately was impossible: the event was too
inconceivably monstrous. Was Brown a lunatic, whose
proper place was in a madhouse? a fanatic made so by a
thirst for revenge carried even beyond the verge of rage?
or a bush-whacker grown savage even to homicidal mania
by the bloody border troubles, and whose foolhardiness was
fully equal to his atrocity? In the most varicolored con-
fusion, and with every degree of emphasis, all these differ--
ent characters were imputed to him at one and the same
time. Many a republican journalist and politician strove
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to be no less sparing than his democratic colleagunes in the
employment of the most glaring colors, in order to nullify
the endeavors that were making to burden the republican
party with this border ruffian! A damper, however, was -
immediately put upon this wild abuse by men from whom
such action was least expected.

Both Senator Mason, whom Vallandingham, of Ohio, had
joined, and Governor Wise, of Virginia, had immediately
hastened to Harper’s Ferry, and had subjected Brown to a
kind of informal examination. This much was entirely
clear from the exhaustive reports published of these con-
versations, that the affair would create a sensation all the
more astounding the more completely and clearly it was

. laid before the public in the judieial after-play. In con-
trast with so many northern journalists, and to some extent
with Vallandingham, the two Virginians proved themselves
perfect gentlemen on this occasion. Neither the subject-
matter nor the manner of their questions could either irri-
tate or insult the prisoner, who was severely wounded and
suffering violent pain. His answers were given in the
same dignified and measured tone, and with the utmost
frankness. With calm deocision he refused to give any in-
formation that might compromise others. Concerning his
own motives and objects, on the other hand, he kept noth-
ing back, meeting every question without the slightest pas-
sion, equally free from bold defiance as from weak anxiety.
Neither in the matter nor the form of his answers could
the slightest trace of any selfish motive or of mental in-
toxication be discovered. It was unmistakable, not only
that he had acted after the calmest and most mature reflec-

1The following example will suffice as a proof of this. The Inde-
pendent represented in the slavery question the most radical views to
be found in the republican party, and in its number of October 20th it
calls Brown ‘‘a lawless brigand.”
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tion, but that he had believed he was fulfilling an impera-
tive duty; for the full knowledge that, by the unfortunate
issue of his attack, he was condemned to inevitable death
by the bangman’s band, left his thought and feeling com-
pletely unrufled. He might be a fanatic, but not a word
passed his lips from which it could be inferred that he was
a visionary; and to suppose that he was a criminal was
simply foolish, if the word implied anything of moral de-
pravity. His sober consciousness of his aim; unbending
energy; deep, earnest religiousness, and a truthfulness in-
accessible to temptation, were revealed in this first exam-
ination with. such convincing naturalness that Governor
Wise could not help, in the description he gave of his char-
acter before a public meeting, to call marked attention to
them, although he in the same breath called him vain and
garrulous.

So far as this testimony was favorable to Brown, it was
impossible to object to it. But it was just as impossible to
believe it, without asking one’s self the question: what
could have led a man with such a character to do an act
which, according to the law, must be expiated on the gal-
lowst Whoever bad reason to recoil from seeking earnestly
and honestly for the right answer to this question might

" be satisfied with the word * fanatic;” but that word explains
nothing to him who really wanted to find a solution of the
problem. On the other hand, the demeanor of those who
acted as if their angry condemnation alike of the doer and
the deed bad an unassailable foundation in that word,
pointed so clearly to the only explanation discoverable,
that even the most unwilling were not able to close their
eyes to it.

Among all the judgments passed under the immediate im-
pression of the first news of the doings at Harper’s Ferry,
scarcely a dozen could have been found in which Brown’s



WISE _AND BUCHANAN. 89

sanity bad not been called in question in a more or less em-
phatic way. Theact was as unanimously declared as sense-
less as it was blamable.! Yet peoplein Virginia acted as ifa
powerful, hostile army had broken into the country; and, in
all the other southern states, an excitement prevailed that
was simply inconceivable, if one had in mind only the impor-
tance of the event jtself. The New York 7ribune wrote:
The sham democracy may not admit “that the federal
executive and those of Virginia and Maryland have been
frightened half out of their wits by a madman and a platoon
of followers. Already the bulletins of the war exceed in
length and ponderousness those of the war of the Greeks
against Xerxes, and still the telegraphic wires groan with
further details.” Horace Greeley’s paper was certainly no
classic witness in such a question, but in this description it
had been scarcely guilty of exaggeration. The state au-
thorities of Virginia thought it incumbent on them to take
such comprehensive measures, in order to be able to hang
Brown and his associates with safety, that the expenditure
growing out of the Harper’s Ferry insurrection, according
to official data, swelled to $185,667.2

Governor Wise informed the president on the 25th of
November that he had reliable information of a powerful
conspiracy, extending over several states, to free the pris-
oners by force. In order to prevent this, he had already
placed one thousand men underarms, and if necessary would
call out the whole armed force of the state. If a new in-
vasion of the state took place, he would, notwithstanding
11t was 8o declared by the radical republican papers as emphatically
as by the organs of the southern Fire-eaters. Thus it is called, in the
article already quoted from the Independent of October 20, *‘in every
point of view, the height of madness;” and it was added that even if it
were ** part of a widespread scheme of insurrection,” it would still be

“‘ both foolish and criminal.”
3The Independent, March 8, 1860.
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his peaceable intentions, pursue the evil-doers wherever the
armed foroe of the state could penetrate. He communicated
these faots to the president that he might take steps to pre-.
serve the peace between the states.! To this Buchanan an-
swered, that the constitution did not authorize him to inter-
ferein the manner referred to. But, on the other hand, it was
both his daty and his right to care for the security of federal
property. Hence he had already ordered two companies of
artillery to be sent from Fortress Monroe to protect the ar-
senal at Harper’s Ferry.? This half-refusal was accompanied
by the expression of the “ hope ” that the “ energetic meas-
ures” already taken by the governor would prove sufficient

1 The letter is so characteristic that I feel called upon to quote it
entire:

“ Sir: I have information from various quarters, upon which I rely,
that a oonspiracy, of formidable extent in means and numbers, is formed
in Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and other states, to rescue John
Brown and his associates, prisoners at Charlestown, Virginia, The in-
formation is specific enough to be reliable. It convinces me that an
attempt will be made to rescue the prisoners; and if that fails, to seize
citizens of this state as hostages and victims in case of execution, The
execution will take place next Friday, as certain as Virginia can and
will enforoe her la%s. I have been obliged to call out one thousand
men, who are now under arms, and if necessary shall call out the whole
available force of the state to carry into effect the sentence of our laws
on the 2d and 16th proximo. Places in Maryland, Ohio and Pennsyl-
vania have been occupied as depots and rendezvous by these desper-
adoes, unobstructed by guards or otherwise, to invade this state; and
we are kept in continual apprehension of outrages from fire and rapine
on our borders. I apprise you of these facts in order that you may
take stepe to preserve peace between the states. I protest that my pur-
pose is peaceful, and that I disclaim all threats when I say, with all the -
might of meaning, that if another invasion assails this state or its citi-
zens, from any quarter, I will pursue the invaders wherever they may
go, into any territory, and punish them wherever arms can reach them.
1 shall send copies of this to the governors of Maryland, Ohio and Penn-
sylvania.” Congr. GL, 1st Sess., 86th Congr., p. 589.

2 This létter also is published in full in the Congressional Globe.
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“for any emergency.” Wise, therefore, showed himself
" equal to the difficult and responsible task of saving the state
from the specters of its imagination, without any further
assistance from the federal government. The public were
informed by a proclamation that the state would take posses-
. sion of the Winchester & Potomac Railway, for military
purposes, during the first three days of December. ' The peo-
ple were invited to stay at home on the 2d of December,
the day of the execution, to protect their property and to act
as a patrol; if it appeared necessary, a state of siege would
bedeclared. A proclamation by General Taliaferro, further
threatened with arrest all strangers who ocould not give a
satisfactory account of themselves. Railway travelers were
required to provide themselves with passes from Governor
Wise. Two twelve-pounders were mounted before the
jail and a third covered the street to the gallows, which
the crowd attracted by the ghastly spectacle could gape at
only from a considerable distance, because the militia re-
quired for its protection, as the reporters of the newspapers
stated, was numbered by thousands. These were only the
measures Wise had considered necessary in order that Brown
might not be snatched from the hands of thé’hangman. To
prevent similar attempts in the future, or to meet them in a
proper way, his message asked: 1. The formation and main-
tenance of an army of the southern states. 2. The passage of
penal laws in the northern states against all agitation for the
abolition of slavery, and, if need be, for the interference of
the military power. 3. Measures of the president for the
safety of the places in the contiguouns states which might
be used by “desperadoes ” as rendezrouses for an invasion.!

How could all this be made to agree with the fact that
Brown's undertaking was unanimously considered by the
entire people so senseless that they could not consider him

1The Independent, December 15, 1859,
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sane? The contradiction was so plain that it could not be
overlooked, and as soon as the question had been asked
- people began, in the south as well as in the north, to become
conscious how essential to the proper judgment of the whole
affair the answer to it was. Wise’s course by no means met
with undivided approval in the south. He was told even
in his own state that he had immeasurably exaggerated
the matter in order to recommend himself to.the demo-
cratic national convention as a presidential candidate. The
‘Wheeling Intelligencer, which made this charge against him,
was, however, just enough not to place all the responsibil-
ity on him. It reproached the politicians in general with
wanting to use the Harper’s Ferry riot as a “trump card.”?

That this assertion was well grounded is self-evident.
The politicians, indeed, must have been stricken with com-
plete blindness not to see what a high trump card Brown
had placed in their hands, and as politicians they should not
at all bave refused to use it, even if, as men, they had been
willing and able to impose such a sacrifice upon themselves.
Yet it was a trump, the right employment of which required
very skilful players; but Wise had proven himself a bad
botcher, and the masses of the southern politicians had, in
the first heat of passion, followed him on the wrong road.
Instead of helping the slavocratic cause they seriously in-
jured it, because, in their indiscreet zeal, they had tried to
make too much out of the-trump. It was precisely the slav-
ocratic extremists who accused them of this with the greatest
vehemence. The Charleston Mercury called Wise’s conduct

14 TRe truth, as we read it, and we think it as visible as the sun in
the heavens, is just this: This whole matter is in the hands of politi-
cians. They are working it as a trump card, and they will work it
until after the New York election. Governor Wise, everybody knows,
has an ax to grind, and he is not the man to lose such a chance as this
Harper’s Ferry riot.” Copied in the New York Tribune of October 81.
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a broad, pathetic farce, and bitterly and angrily complained
that the south was made ridiculous in such a way before
its own eyes and the eyes of the world.!

But the mischief that had been done could not be rem-
edied by this. Even if the republicans had been stupid
enough not to see what an exposition had been made of
the south by its politicians, they would have been forced
now to subject the whole matter to a more searching ex-
amination from this point of view. And in that exam-
ination they did not, of course, stop at the point up to
which the Charleston Mercury had gone. If the demeanor
of Wise and of the politicians who had chosen him as their
model in the premises had been only ridiculous, the cen-
sure of it would also have been less severe; for it would
have been charged by public opinion mainly to their per-
sonal account. The south had been seriously compromised
by the fact that their conduct was a frightful confession of
weakness,? even supposing that all these ridiculous exaggera-

1¢4:' We are satisfied that every intelligent man in the south has been
completely disgusted at the broad and pathetic farce that has been
played off before the public about the hanging of that hoary villain,
‘Old Brown.” From the five hundred invaders in possession of Har-
per’s Ferry, and the one thousand negroes carried off to the mountains
of Pennsylvania — from the further invasions and threats of invasion —
the arsons and fears of arson — the marches and countermarches of the
ponies and cessations of ponies — Governor Wise, the energetic, and his
troops, down to the final climax of military aid offered by Governor
Gist, of South Carolina, to the governor of Virginia, for the purpose of
making certain the aforesaid hanging of Old Brown & Co.,— it is a tis-
sue of disgrace, exaggeration and invention sufficiens to stir the gall of
any southerner who has regard for the dignity and responsibility of the
southern people. We sincerely trust that our legislature, which meets
to-day, will bear this in mind, and take no action whatever in regard
to ourselves or our institution that may even have the appearance of
being prompted by the Virginia farce and its terrorism.” Congr. Gl.,
18t Sess., 86th Congr., p. 65.

3 @ilbert Haven said, in a sermon entitled ¢ The Beginning of the
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tions could be traced to selfish motives or ill-advised party
zeal. They had exaggerated, but only exaggerated. That
terror had stalked through the length and breadth of the
south could not be argued away, and the thing on which so
glaring a light had been cast by that terror could not now
be covered up by the scathing denunciations of those exag-
gerations. The stroke had been dealt by not quite two
dozen men; the whole south had immediately called it a
madman’s blow; and it was a blow in the air, to the ex-
tent that not a single slave had lifted his hand to strike for
his freedom ; and yet.the news of the occurrence had made
the blood rush back to the hearts of these millions, who, in
personal courage, stood second to no people on earth, as
quickly as would the sudden appearance of some monstrous
danger. Such an effect from such a cause can be explained
only on the supposition that John Brown’s act had sounded
an alarm in every conscience that awakened it from its
sleep.! The first direct impression had not corresponded
with what had really happened, but had been governed by
the threatening specters of the possibilities, which the in-
stinotive stirring of the consciousness of guilt had conjured

End of American Slavery,” preached in Cambridge on the 6th of No-
vember, 1859:

“ How can this brief and apparently unsuccessful act be considered
as the beginning of that long-prayed for,— we can hardly say, long-
looked for hour,— the Death of Slavery? For two reasons:

*“ First. It has taught the slave power its weakness. Never has such
trembling shaken their knees before., Never has such a thrill of horror
made 80 many great states to quake. Over fifteen states, over a million
of square miles, there has run one feeling, one fear, one Belshazzar
sense of awful guilt and awful weakness and awful punishment.” Red-
path, Echoes of Harper’s Ferry, pp. 129, 180.

1 Wendell Phillips, in a speech entitled *‘The Lesson of the Hour,”
delivered in Brooklyn on the 1st of November, 1859, said : ¢ Virginia did
not tremble at an old, gray-headed man at Harper’s Ferry : they trembled
at a John Brown in every man’s own conscience.” Ib., p. 56.
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up in unintelligible vagueness. The surprise had, for a mo-
ment, not allowed sober consideration to get the better of
dismay and consternation, and the south had thereby con-
victed itself, in the most striking manner, of the grossest
self-delusion in regard to the “ peculiar institution;” its
momentary involuntary terror was an annihilating con-
demnation of that institution, and all the more annihilating
for the very reason that the slaves had kept entirely quiet.
If that was, as the south claimed, the consequence of com-
plete satisfaction with their lot, then the institution must
have been all the more objectionable; for the terror of the
south was, in that case, an admission that ounly glowing
lava, under a very thin crust, was the foundation of the so-
ciety built upon it,— even when tenderness, benevolence and
patriarchal solicitude were so general, in the relation be-
tween masters and slaves, that the latter were inaccessible
to the most powerful temptations to produce a change in
their destiny. The more honorable the testimony that
could be inferred from Brown’s complete failure in favor of
the slave-holders, the severer was the séntence of condem-
nation passed upon slavery by the south, by the frightful
start the Harper’s Ferry riot had given it.

The number of those who learned to understand this, and
to appreciate its full meaning, grew daily in the "north.
But to whomsoever understood it, the gallows on which
Brown was hanged appeared, immediately and necessarily,
in a very different light. Brown had to be hanged: the
law required it, and the law was undoubtedly in harmony
with state reason. Slavery had not only a legal existence,
but was the actual foundation of the whole social life of
the south; and it was, therefore, an imperative demand of
the self-preservation of the slavocracy to punish such an
attempt with death. But was the moral warrant to hang
Brown quite as defensible, when, in the dreadful fright hisact
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had caused, the confession lay, that the view of the nature of
slavery which impelled him to commit it had a foundation
in fact? The law of the state and reasons of state required
that that should be atoned for with blood, which could not
only not be objected to before the tribunal of morals, but
which deserved approval. Yet passionately and bitterly as
the slavocracy had denounced the doctrine of the “higher
law,” their most celebrated spokesmen, like Stephens and
Calhoun, had unreservedly expressed their conviction that
the settlement of the slavery question would and must de-
pend, in the end, on whether slavery could exist before the
tribunal of morals. Not, hereafter, on the day of judg-
ment, therefore, and by the omniscient God, the searcher
of all hearts, but now, and on this earth, had a higher court
to pronounce judgment on Brown and his act, and the
judgment it pronounced on them was a moral reversal of the
legal death-sentence of the Virginia court. The criminal
necessarily became a martyr, in public opinion, the moment
the nation was forced to proceed to the solution of the
problem of slavery.

The most manifest proof that the time was near at
hand when this would happen was Brown’s act. The ir-
repressibility of the conflict could not be placed in a more
glaring light. By means of that scaffold — the first erected
in the United States for a traitor, and, indeed, for a political
criminal —the words: He who is not for me is against me,
and he who is not against me is for me — grew to the full-
ness of truth. Precisely becanse it was conceded, almost
withont contradiction, that the legal existence of slavery
had made Brown’s execution a necessity,' people could not

1The Independent (November 24), indeed, wrote: ‘‘ In permitting the
sentence of death to take effect, Governor Wise will act against the unani-
mous sentiment of the north, We say unanimous, for after all our
reading and inquiry on the subject, we have been able to learn of but

)
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help having, universally, a certain feeling of responsibility
for it; since not the south alone, but the entire people, bore,
before God and man, the responsibility for the legal exist-
ence of slavery. Hence, if not loudly, at least irrepressibly,
the voice of conscience, in numberless breasts, demanded
an answer to the question, whether that scaffold was a tree
of malediction and ignominy for the man who had. to
breathe out his life upon it, or not, rather, for the people
who were compelled by their institutions to erect it.
Brown’s conduct, from the moment of his arrest until his
‘latest breath, irresistibly forced new multitudes, every day,
to ask themselves this question, with the honesty and earn-
estness which its dreadful importance demanded, and the
number of those from whom it wrested the right answer,
and who bad the courage publicly to confess to it, swelled

one man who thinks that John Brown ought to be hung; that man is the
editor of the New York Observer, who after even such men as the editors
of the Herald and the Journal of Commerce have endeavored, from
motives of expediency, to stay Brown’s execution, still clamors for it,
-as with the conscience of an inquisitor.” Even if this were a gross ex-
aggeration, it was not destitute of all foundation in fact. But it is
only in seeming conflict with what is said in the text. People would
have been glad if the sentence of death had not been executed here, be-
cause they, like John A. Andrew, were of the opinion that ¢ whatever
may be thought of John Brown’s acts, John Brown himself was right,”
and there, because they did not wish to see the dissension between the
north and the south intensified, which, by reason of this view, was an
inevitable consequence of the execution. But neither here nor there
did people for & moment fall into the delusion of believing that the ful-
fillment of the wish was possible. They could not help admitting that
other considerations had to be decisive, with the Virginia authorities,
whose exclusive jurisdiction could not be contested, either on the ground
of justice or of positive law, and that these cansiderations left them no
other choice. What, so far as the form was concerned, appeared largely
as advice, or even as a demand, was, therefore, essentially only a wish
entertained against better knowledge, and in that wish the self-con-
tradiction in which the judgment based on opposite premises was in-
volved was clearly visible,
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to ever greater proportions.! Theattack he and his twenty
comrades had made on slavery, with powder and lead, was
a sublime piece of folly; but the manner in which he bore
the consequences of his act was simply sublime, without

1 Garrison, who as a non-resistant, notwithstanding his recognition of
Brown’s motives, could nct approve his act, exclaimed: ‘‘The sympa-
thy and admiration now so widely felt for him prove how marvelous
has been the change effected in public opinion during thirty years of
moral agitation —a change 8o great, indeed, that whereas ten years
since there were thousands who could not endure my lightest word of
rebuke of the south, they can now easily swallow John Brown whole,
and his rifle into the bargain. In firing his gun he has merely told us
what time of day it is. It is high noon, thank God!” W, L, Garrison,
The Story of His Life Told by His Children, III, p. 408. Garrison him-
eelf is one of the most eloquent proofs of the clearing effect of that gun-
shot. He now found the arguments by which the doctrine suited to
the ideal state in the clouds might be harmonized with the action suited
to the oonditions of real life. He had recently exhorted the abolition-
ists: I believe in the spirit of peace, and in sole and absolute reliance
on truth and the application of it to the hearts and conscierces of the
people. I do not believe that the weapons of liberty ever have been, or
ever can be, the weapons of despotism. I know that those of des-
potism are the sword, the revolver, the cannon, the bomb-shell; and
therefore the weapons to which tyrants cling, and upon which they de-
pend, are not the weapons for me as a friend of liberty. . . . Ipray
you, abolitionists, still to adhere to that truth. . . . Perhaps blood
will flow — God knows, I do not; but it shall not flow through any
counsgel of mine. Much as I detest the oppression exercised by the
southern slave-holder, he is 8,man, sacred before me. He is a man, not
to be harmed by my hand nor with my consent. He is a man, who is
grievously and wickedly trampling upon the rights of his fellow-man;

"but all I have to do with him is to rebuke his sin, to call him to repent-
ance, to leave him without excuse for his tyranny. . . . Ihave no
other weapon to wield against him but the simple truth of God.”
Now he says: ‘I am a non-resistant; . . . yet, asa peace man —
an ‘ultra’ peace man —I am prepared to say: ‘Success to every slave
insurrection at the south and in every slave country.” And I do not see
how I compromise or etain my peace profession in making that declara-
tion. Whenever there is a contest between the oppressed and the op-
pressor,— the weapons being equal between the parties,— God knows
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the slightest admixture of folly. The fear with which his
lawless violence had inspired the south was groundless; but.
the slavocracy had no arms, offensive or defensive, against
John Brown, overpowered, mortally wounded and hanged.:
Even in his boldest dreams, he had never ventured to hope
that he would be able to deal slavery a blow of such de-
structive force as he had now dealt it, by his suffering and
hiz death. This fact became clearer every day to his mental
vision, and hence, he bowed with greater cheerfulness and.
gratitude to God’s decree, the nearer the hour of his death.
approached.! And, in his letters, he knew how to express

that my heart must be with the oppressed and always against the op-- .
pressor. Therefore, whenever commenced, I cannot but wish success*
to all slave insurrections, I thank God when men who believe in the
right and duty of wielding carnal weapons are so far advanced that,
they will take those weapons out of the scale of despotism and throw
them into the scale of freedom. It is an indication of progress and a
positive moral growth ; it is one way to get up to the sublime platform
of non-resistance; and it is God's method of dealing retribution upon
the head of the tyrant. Rather than see men wearing their chauins ina
cowardly and servile spirit, I would, as an advocate of peace, much
rather see them breaking the head of the tyrant with their chains.” Ib.,
111, pp. 478, 474, 491, 492.

1 As early as February 24, 1858, he had written full of presentiment to
Sanborn: ‘I expect nothing but to ‘endure hardness,” but I expect to
effect a mighty conquest even though it be like the last victory of Sam-
son.” To his brother Jeremiah he writes on the 12th of November,
1859: ** I am gaining in health slowly, and am quite cheerful in view
of my approaching end,— being fully persuaded that I am worth in-
conceivably more to hang than for any other purpose.” He closes the
" Jetter to his sisters, dated November 27, 1859, in which he bade them
farewell, with the words: ‘‘Say to all my friends that I am waiting
cheerfully and patiently the days of my appointed time: fully believing
that for me now to die will be to me an infinite gain and of untold
benefit to the cause we love, Wherefore, ‘be of good cheer,’ and ‘let
not your hearts be troubled.” *To him that overcometh will I grant to
sit with me in my throne, even as I also overcame and am set down
with my father in his throne.’ I wish my friende could know but &
little of the rare opportunities I now get for kind and faithful labor in

4
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the conviction that God, in His wisdom and mercy, had
allowed him to reap infinitely better than he had sown,
with sach captivating simplicity of heart and persuasive
artlessness, that even his bitterest enemies could do no bet-
ter than take refuge bebind the word “fanatic,” because
it was impossible to doubt his absolute veracity. If hehad
been playing & part, he would have failed in the consist-
ency of his acts on some occasion. But he was always the
same John Brown. Not a particle of the sentimentality
of the lamb brought to the slaughter, of the self-contem-
plation of the saint, or the presumptuous defiance of the
great man. Whether he gave utterance to grief at the
death of his sous, or inquired how the work on his farm
was getting on,— whether he consoled his wife and chil-
dren and exhorted them to be strong, or refused the minis-
trations of slave-holding clergymen, because, in his eyes,
" they were not Christians, — whether he did justice to his
judges for the manner in which they had presided during
his trial,! and cordially thanked his keepers for all the kind-
ness they had shown him, or from being the accused made
himself the judge, and branded the law of his judges ‘as a
hellish perversion of justice, for on' them lay the sin they
accused bim of, and whose wages was death,— whether he
begged his friends to take care of his family in their pinching
God’s cause. I hope they have not been entirely lost.” And in the
last lctter (Nevember 80) to his family, we read: *‘I am waiting the hour
of my public murder with great composure of mind and cheerfulness;
feeling the strong assurance that in no other possible way could I be
used to so much advantage to the cause of God and of humanity, and
that nothing that either I or all my family have sacrificed or suffered
willbelost. . . . I have now no doubt but that our seeming dis”
aster will ultimately result in the most glorious success.” Sanborn,
The Life and Letters of John Brown, pp. 444, 588, 608, 609, 618.

14T fell entirely satisfied with the treatment I have received on my

trial; considering all the circumstances, it has been more generous than
I expected.” "
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poverty, wrote his last will, admired the beauty of the land-
scape on his way to the scaffold, or exhorted his loved ones
not to consider it a disgrace to them that he had died on the
gallows, and praised God that from the seed of his death a
rich barvest would yet spring up for the poorest of men
formed in His image, and for the whole country,— he wasal-
ways the same “old John Brown » he had been when he emi-
grated to North Elba. The ingenuous naturalness and plain
straightforwardness of the man of the people, admirably
melted into a harmonious whole, with the unstudied dignity
and tender feeling of the born gentleman,— the most homely
realism with great,ideal loftiness of soul,— touching modesty
with absolute self-reliance and blunt intolerance,— Puritanic
strictness, nay harshness, with almost womanly tenderness
and consideration,— boundless devotion and self-sacrifice
with a complete incapacity to understand opinions and con-
victions different from his own,— the most implicit faith,
confidence in God and resignation to His will, with the
most unconquerable and imperious impulse to make the
altogether too slowly grinding wheels of His mill revolve
- more quickly, and never experiencing the least qualm of
conscience, because, in order to.produce that desired effect,
he poured blood, not oil, upon their axles, and endeavored
to grind between them the principle of supremacy of the
.law, that corner-stone of all moral, political and social life.
. Where feeling was too dull to' allow immmediately an
understanding of the real greatness of this wonderful and
complex character, the powerful grasp with which the
imagination seized it came to the rescue. The number of
eyes in which the stature of the man grew to mighty propor-
tions increased rapidly.! The highly-strained self-conscious-

) The Independent wrote on the 8th of December, 1859: **No man
has ever produced upon this nation so profound an impression for
moral heroism, He made this impression at the first, but every act he
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ness produced by republican institutions and the peculiar
demands of a social life growing with dizzying haste, and
the abrupt changes so frequently met with in it, have made
the Americans more sensitive than any other civilized peo-
ple to the attractiveness of a courage raised to the height
of daring. Even when the moral blameworthiness of the
manner in which it manifests itself is plain and undoubted,
they yield only too frequently to its charm. In the very cir-
cles, therefore, in which only a “damned nigger ” was seen
in a slave, people could not refrain from according a cer-
tain admiration to John Brown.! And even among them,
to a great extent, there was a lively feeling, that moral
courage deserved more admiration than physical courage,—
a feeling great enough not toallow them to stop at the amaz-
ing foolbardiness of the riot, but, despite the secret discom-
fort awakened by that reflection, to admit to themselves,
half unwillingly, how much more courage still he needed by
his act, and cheerfully dying at the hangman’s hand for
that act, to brand slavery as a national crime, with regard
to which the true Christian should know but one law:
Thou shalt obey God rather than men.?
performed and every word he uttered until the day of his execution
only confirmed and increased the power of his example. He grew
greater and greater unto the end. He was greatest at the last, when
most men would have been weakest.”

1Dr. Cheever says: ‘‘Others are filled with admiration of John
Brown’s heroism ; this sentiment is universal (!). His grand, compact,
clear answers on his examination are trumpet-tones of truth and earnest-
ness. . . . Men are filled with amazement at the air of grandeur
and challenge of righteousness which the simple and noble bearing of
the old soldier, and the assertion of the sacredness of his motives and
his cause, throw oyer the whole movement. They admire the calmnees,
integrity and force of his utterances, and the coolness and intrepidity
of his demeanor and conduct, not only in the field, but, helpless from
his wounds, in the court and presence of his enemies.,” The Independ-
ent, November 10, 1859.

%The Independent of the 24th of November, 1859, writes: ** No ser-
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' The number of those who would have considered it right
to obey this command in the manner chosen by him still
remained evanescently small. But in numberlezs minds
and hearts, wondering admiration for his motives overcame,
in ever-growing measure, the feeling of disapproval of his
aet. And, from the wondering recognition of the motive,
“there was but one step to the acknowledgment that the
case had not ended with the execution of the judicial sen-
tence, but that, for good or for evil, the nation would have
to hold court over the mouldering bones of the condemned,
until it had reached the final political judgment for or
against him, and that that judgment would bave to be based
not on the constitution, and not on the criminal code, but on
the “higher law.” How this would happen and when the
sentence would be passed, no one could tell. But the word
of menace, full of foreboding, from the Charlestown jail,
that mach blood would first be shed,! was powerless to deter
people from loudly and publicly bearing witness that it
would happen, and that the finger of the World’s Horo-
loge had already begun its steady course through the fate-
ful hour. Such was the golden fruit of the silly act of
the sublime criminal of Harper’s Ferry. “Brown’s deed
and martyrdom are the beginning of the end of slavery.”

vile insurrection at the south, not even a combination among the slaves
reaching through all the states, from the Potomac to the Gulf of Mex-
ico and the Rio Grande, could have awakened such a sensation through-
out the country as did the raid of John Brown into Virginia. . )
Men having no personal interest to serve were ready to make war upon
slavery at the hazard of their own lives. This has commanded the at-
tention of thousands who would have given but a passing thought to a
negro insurrection.”

1 Brown’s last written words are: ‘I, John Brown, am now quite
certain that the crimes of this guilty land will never be purged away
but with blood. I had, as I now think vainly, flattered myself that
without very much bloodshed it might be done.” Sanborn, loc. cit.,
p- 620.
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The boldest proclaimed it publicly with shouts of jubilation
and an ardent prayer of thanksgiving.! Whole towns
ventured, even now, to confess the same conviction by the
solemn tolling of funeral bells and holding divine serrv-
ice on the day of the execution,? and millions were thrilled
with the foreboding that the already brittle compromise
policy would melt entirely away in the glowing heat of
blood, and that the fatal day had begun to dawn, the motto
of which would be Jefferson’s words: “I tremble when I
reflect that God is just.”

This feeling found most powerful expression in the
anxious zeal with which the democrats of the northern
states endeavored to calm the south, by the most abundant

1In a sermon by pastor Belcher, we read: ‘On the day that man is
hung, the whole system of slavery — that sum of human villainy — will
‘receive 80 fatal a stab that jt will never recover. Therein I rejoice —
yea, I will rejoice — seeing in it the progress of human freedom. For this
reason Ishall thank God for the hanging of John Brown. There must be
a martyr to truth, and each one that falls is a spring-shower upon the
buried seed.” E. M. Wheelock said in a sermon of the 27th of Novem-
ber, 1859, at Dover, New Hampshire: ‘‘John Brown is the first plague
launched by Jehovah at the head of this immense and embodied wick-
edness, The others will follow, ‘and then comes the end.’” Redpath,
Echoes of Harper’s Ferry, pp. 176, 179. Wendell Phillips clothed the
thought in a beautiful figure: * History will date Virginia emancipa-
tion from Harper's Ferry. True, the slave is still there. So, when the
tempest uproots & pine on your hills, it looks green for months,—a
year or two. Still, it is timber, not a tree. John Brown has loosened
the roots of the slave system; it only breathes,— it does. not live,—
hereafter.” Wendell Phillips, Speeches, Iectures and Letters, p. 290.

.The Independent wrote on the 24th of November, 1859: ¢ What is it
that will be hung up on the gallows in the gaze of all men? Not John
Brown, but slavery! . . . John Brown swinging upon the gallows

. will toll the decath-knell of slavery.”

2 We have no space to chronicle even the names of the hundreds of
cities and town, throughout the northern states, in which public meet-
ings of sympathy were held on the day of Capt. Brown’s execution.”
The Independent, December 8, 1859,
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assurances of their unchangeable devotion. Farley Gray
* was guilty of no exaggeration when he wrote to ex-President
Tyler: “Many are as violent as any southern man could
be.” He even exceeded the hysterical hallucinations of
Governor Wise by the consoling promise that the tap of
the drum would call fifty thousand men upder arms to
hasten to the assistance of Virginia.! 8Still greater de-
mands might have been made and would have been cheer-
fully met, if the orators of the ® Union Meetings,” which
were laid as a healing plaster over the bite of the aboli-
tionist adder, were correct interpreters of public opinion.
The largest and most important of these demonstrations,
ushered in with charlatanical din, was the meeting that
took place on the 19th of December in the New York
Academy of Music. The first speaker was the lawyer,
Charles O’Conor. He was lield in universal esteem, not
only on account of his intellectual eminence, but of his
character; and the originators of the meeting could not
have found a better man for the place of honor on this oc-
casion. The north had never yet heard such a speech,
even out of the mouth of the most servile of its bread-and-
butter politicians. A man of high intellectual endowments
and Bpotless character had the mournful courage to appear
before the people in the metropolis  of the free north to
preach with holy wrath the creed of John C. Calhoun.
And yet his speech was a eritorious act, because O’Conor,
with thegame bold honesty as Alexander H. Stephens, fol-
.lowed the course of his ideas to their ultimate, logical con-
sequences, and thus sent a new and dazzling beam of light
through the clouds which for generations had enveloped
14T am happy to tell you that the feeling here in New York is all we
could wish, An army of fifty thousand men, I am persuaded, could bé
raised here at the tap of a drum to march to your aid, if necessary.

Many are as violent as any southern man could be.” Tyler, Letters and
Times of the Tylers, II, p. 536,
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the thought and feeling of the people on this subject. If
slavery, said O’Conor, is unjust and contrary to the teach-
ings of the Bible on the duties of one man to another, a
higher law obliges us to trample it under foot, no matter
what political laws may provide; but it is not only not un-
just, but just, wise and beneficent.! On the question of
principle, therefore, he took the very same ground as
Brown: The laws and constitution should not be recog-
nized as the court of last resort in this question; the moral
nature of slavery must decide it absolately and exclusively,
and all the logical consequences that follow herefrom must
be boldly drawn.? The irrepressibility of the conflict could

3¢ Ig negro slavery unjust? That is the point to which this great ar-
gument, involving the fate of vur Union, must now come. Is negro
slavery unjust? If it violates that great rule of human conduct, Ren-
der to every man his due, it is unjust, If it violates the law of God,
which says, ¢ Love thy neighbor as thyself,’ it is unjust. And, gentle-
men, if it could be maintained that negro slavery is thus in conflict
with the law of nature and the law of God, I might be prepared — per-
haps we should all be prepared —to go with a distinguished man, to
whom allusion is frequently made, and say there is a higher law which
compels us to disregard the constitution and trample it beneath our
feet as a wicked and unholy compact. . . . I insist that negro
slavery is not unjust. [Cries of ‘Bravo!’] It is not only not unjust,
but it is just, wise and beneficent. [Applause and loud hisses — cries of
“Bravo!’ and disorder.] . . . I maintain that negro slavery is not
uwojust. [Cheers.] That it is benign in its influences on the white man
and on the black. . . . We must no longer favor political leaders
who talk about slavery being an evil; nor must we advance the inde-
fensible doctrine that negro slavery is a thing which, altsugh perni-
oious, is to be tolerated merely because we have made a bargain to tol-
eratoit. . . . Yielding to the decree of nature and the voice of sound
philosophy, we must pronounce that institution just, beneficent, lawful
and proper. . . . The negro, to be sure, is a bondman for life. He
may be sold from one master to another, but where is the ill in that?”
Official Report of the Great Union Meeting, held at the Academy ot
Music, N. Y., pp. 29, 30, 81, 88.

31 He did not even recoil from the final conclusion of his premises,
that the south would be justified in seceding from the Union, *‘if the
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not have been testified to more pointedly or more unre-
servedly. But Seward had been morally crucified, because
be asserted it, and Brown had been hanged, because he had
done what, according to O’Conor, it was every man’s duty
to do, if slavery was morally wrong. O’Conor, on the
other hand, had rendered a great service to the menaced
Fatherland, for, only to the bold proclamation of these
great truths, snid the WeeAly Day-Book, was it due, that the
grand demonstration in the Academy of Music was not a
miserable fiasco.!

But éven the Day-Book had not been able to work itself
out of the mist, although the clear conciseness of O'Conor’s
reasoning shone with so dazzling a light as almost to blind
the eye. Although it had to admit that the other speakers
had not been able to rise to the height of O’Conor’s ¢ philos-
ophy,”? it stated with great satisfaction that not one of
them had wept over tho evils of slavery, or expressed the
hope that it would be abolished. It did not, therefore, see
that, after all O'Conor’s reasoning, absolutely nothing was
gained by it, and that the northern friends of the south,
with all their saving of the Union, were only endeavor-
ing to fill & Danaides cask, so long as the north had not
climbed to the height of his philosophy. That this would ever
happen had never yet been considered possible; and if it
had ever been considered possible, one could not but be now
convmced of its impossibility by the fact that, even at this

north continues to conduct itself in the selection of representatives in
the congress of the United States as, perhaps from a certain degree of
negligence and inattention, it has heretofore conducted itself.” Ib.,
p. 26.

1 Dec. 24, ib., p. 92.

2The New York Herald agreed entirely in this opinion: ¢‘ As to the
statesmanlike speech of Mr. O'Conor, it was the only one that rose to
the height of the occasion, and comprehended the true nature of the
issues between the north and the south,”
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meeting, no speaker had dared to indorse what O’Conor
bad said. And far as were all the rest of the crowd of Union-
savers behind O’Conor, he .had gone to such an extreme
that all the thanks he received from the slavocratic camp
was a heartfelt cry of, Shame! We are filled only with dis-
gust, the Baltimore Patriot told them, when you hypocrites
lick the dirt off our shoes.! Even if the view of the /ndepend-
ent, that the dissolution of the Union and the civil war were
to be feared now still less than before the attack on Harper’s
Ferry, and that the real danger was that the north would
sink yet deeper into shameful servility,— even if this view
. were to prove correct, for the moment, the main question
would be in no wise changed, if, in accordance with O’Conor’s
demand, Calhoun’s principle, that slavery was a “ positive
good,” were made the party watch-word of the democrats
of the north.? The slavocracy saw so clearly, and there was

1¢“We perceive that the Locofoco Dough-faces in Boston, New York
and Philadelphia propose holding meetings for the purpose of appeasing
the wrath of the Locofoco Disunionists in the south at the recent exhi-
bitions of foolish sentimentalism for John Brown by a handful, here and
there, of Abolition Disunionists in the cities.

*“If there be any characterin the world that we have contempt for,
it is the dirt-eating Dough-face of the free states. He has no real re-
gard whatever for the south and its institutions, and yet, under pretense
of sympathy for them, he will proclaim himself our friend, keeping his
eyes steadily all the while upon the pecuniary benefit to be derived
therefrom. He will do anything that southern fire-eaters will require
of him, even to licking the very dust off their shoes, . . . They (the
American party of Maryland) are not to be deceived about the real senti-
ments of the people of the free states about slavery, and they don't
want any northern or western man to eat dirt to please them. They
don't ask any such degradation; . . . they don't require of those
people, as a prelude of political union in the next presidential election,
the surrender of their manhood or the profession of a lie on their lips
about slavery.” Copied in the Independent of.the 15th of December.

2+ We are not in the least danger of a civiiwar. . . . We are
not in the least danger of disunion. . . . The real danger lies in
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so much sterling manfulness among them, that they tore to

shreds this last cover under which an attempt might have -

been made to hide the irrepressibleness of the conflict, with
the words: * Because your petty souls are concerned only
with your material interests, you are becoming cowardly
liars; you cannot think about slavery as you pretend.”

just the opposite direction. . . . Already we see lawyers and mer-
chants of the Castle Garden school, forward to prostrate themselves
anew at the feet of the Southern Moloch, abjuring and execrating the
name of John Brown. Already we see politicians anticipating the new
calls of the slave-power for federal protection, by proffering whatever
the fears or the audacity of the south may demand. . . . There is
danger that even the party which is established upon the basis of oppo-
sition to slavery will begin to temporize, to seek for ‘ unexceptionable’
candidates in men who have neither a history to warrant them, nor a
principle to guide them. There is danger that the conscience of the
nation, which one bold, generous deed has stirred to its depths, instead
of pacifying itself by repenting of the sin that burdens it, will harden
itself under a reaction into more daring and desperate iniquity.” The
Independent, December 8, 1859, .
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CHAPTER II.

THE ELECTION FOR SPEAKER OF THE THIRTY-SIXTH CON-
GRESS,

Three days after the execution of Jobn Brown, the Thirty-
sixth Congress met in its first session. “ Harper’s Ferry”
was the first word uttered by the senate to the people, and
“ Helper’s Crisis” the greeting offercd them by the house
of representatives. Even if one shared Buchanan’s consol-
ing belief that Divine Providence had always vouchsafed
its “special protection ” to the republic,! one could not enter;
without fear and trembling, on a period of legislation
which had been placed by the slavocracy under the sign
of this double star. There could, indeed, be no question
that the interest of the state imperatively demanded that
all the facts relating to the insurrection at Harper’s Ferry
should be established in an authentic way. That Mason
moved, in the senate, the appointment of a committee in
this bebalf, was, therefore, entirely proper. If the senator
from Virginia exposed himself, by his course, to any right-
ful reproach, it was, at most, that he might have chosen a
better moment. There could be no fear of danger from
delay, and, considering the high degree of excitement of
all minds, it must make a provoking impression on the re-
publicans that the business of the senate was, without any
necessity, opened with this question. This was all the more
certain, as the resolution expressly made it the duty of the
committee to ascertain whether any citizens of the United

14 We have much reason to believe, from the past events in our his-
tory, that we have enjoyed the special protection of Divine Providence
ever since our origin as a nation.” Annual message of December 19,
1859. Congr. Globe, 18t Sess,, 36th Congr., App., p. 1.
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States had made themselves the accomplices of the insur-
rectionists by the contribution of money, the procuring of
arms or ammunition, or in any other way. Neither conld
this, certainly, be objected to; but it had a sting in it, none
the less; for the slavocracy had, from the very first day,
left no doubt that they not only expected but wished to
find such accomplices in the ranks of the republican party.
And back of the sting lay the poison. In itself, too, noth-
ing could be said condemnatory of the fact that, lastly, the
resolution imposed on the committee the task of reporting
whether any, and what, laws were required to insure the
peace of the country in the future, and to protect public
property. The formulation of the resolution, however, had
so long and so significant a history as a preparatory an-
nouncement of new claims and demands of the slavocracy,
that the republicans would have been guilty of inexplicable
and inexcusable confidence if they had not, even now, seen
in it the beginning of an offensive advance against them.

Mason’s announcement that he intended to ask that the
discussion of the resolution be begun the next day was
followed immediately by Trumbull’'s declaration that he
would move to extend the investigation asked for to the
doings, in 1855, at Liberty, Missouri.! Whether the senate
accepted or rejected this motion was of no importance.
That it was made was, on the other hand, a matter of no
little significance. ‘“No state can exist even a day if every
individual is to be permitted to undertake to correct the
evils, real or imaginary, from which it suffers, in his own
way, and in defiance of the laws of the land.”? With this

1The plundering of the arsenal by Judge Thompeon and his associ-
ates. The object of it was the fitting out of Kansas expeditions with
the stolen arms.

2+ No matter what evils, either real or imaginary, may exist in the
body politic, if each individual or every set of twenty individuals, out
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simple, irrefutable reasoning, Trumbull frankly condemned
the act of John Brown and his companions. If this truth,
he continued, had been borne in mind, and acted in accord-
ance ‘with, when, some years ago, a similar thing was done
for slavery, this act would probably not now have been at-
tempted against it. Even if he had substituted * perhaps”
for “probably,” his assertion would have been a hazardous
one, which not many would have been able honestly to ac-
quiesce in. On the other hand, it was incontestably true
that, in 1855, the slavocracy and the federal authorities
had, notwithstanding all the reclamations of the opposition,
remained blind and deaf to this truth, for which they now,
from the very first moment, had evinced a more than suffi-
cient understanding; and that this difference in their con-
duct could be explained only on the supposition that the
highest principle of their political morality and wisdom
was that the ship of state should always sail before'the
wind of the slave-holding influence. :
If the object of this reproach had been to awaken the
conscience of the slavocracy, Trumbull might have saved
of more than twenty millions of people, is to be permitted in his own
way, and in defiance of the laws of the land, to undertake to correct
thoee evils, there is not a government upon the face of the earth that
could last a day. And it seems to me, sir, that those persons who reason
only from abstract principles, and believe themselves justifiable on all
occasions, and in every form, in combating evil wherever it exists, forget
that the right which they claim for themselves exists equally in every
other person. All governments, the best which have been devised, en-
croach necessarily more or less on the individual rights of man, and to
that extent may be regarded as evils. Shall we, therefore, destroy gov-
ernment, dissolve society, destroy regulated and constitutional liberty
and inaugurate in its stead anarchy — a condition of things in which
every man shall be permitted to follow the instincts of his own passions
or prejudices or feelings, and where will be no protection to the physic--
ally weak against the encroachments of the strong? Till we are pre-
pared to inaugurate such a state as this, no man can justify the deeds
done at Harper’s Ferry.,” Congr. Glob‘e, 1st Sess., 86th Congr., p. b
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himself and the senate every word about this half-forgotten
episode. So foolish an intention was, of course, far from his
mind. The recalling of that outrage by the Missouri border
raffians, led by a judge, was a.material addition to the elo-
quent refusal that preceded it, to allow the responsibility of
John Brown’s act to rest on the shoulders of the republican
party. It opened the discussion asked for by the slavocracy
on that act by the establishment of the highly important fact
that the republicans not only were not disposed humbly and
patiently to bare their backs for the blows intended to be
inflicted with such a rod, but that they would continue to
wield with undiminished force the thorny switches, so rich
a selection of which could be cut in the forest of sins of
their opponents. The “ yell of delight ” with which, as Hale
said, the democrats who thought only of the interest of
party bad greeted the doings at Harper’s Ferry, thus re-
ceived the answer which it not only deserved but which
had to be given it, if John Brown’s deeds were not to sup-
ply a new and powerful prop to the already tottering power
of the slavocracy. ‘

Every possibility of self-deception as to the meaning of
Trumbull’s amendment was removed by the declaration
dryly made by Fessenden: We shall not be put upon the
defensive, for, in this matter, we are as pure as the ex-
tremest slavocrats; the objects mentioned in our party pro-
. gramme are legal and constitutional, and we shall, therefore,
not desist from prosecuting them.!

The hotter-blooded Chandler thought well immediately to

14¢We are not to be put upon the defensive. 'We are not responsitle,
and we do not mean to admit our responsibility in one way or another.
We stand as clear and as clean and as pure, with reference to this mat-
ter, as the most ultra-slavery man among you. We have eur objects,
constitutional, legal, as we believe, rightful. They are avowed by us as
a party; we have stood by them; and let me tell senators that, in spite

of all the excitement which may be raised on this question, we are pre-
pared to stand by them yet.” Ib,, pp. 82, 83,
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place two great notes of exclamation after this declaration.
The question, what would be said of a similar attack by
southerners on the arsenal at Springfield, he answered with
cutting scorn by saying that the women of the place would
handcuff the seventeen or twenty-two rioters, even if they
were not mere “ captains,” like Brown and his companions,
but “ generals,” and ask neither sympathy nor an investi-
gating committee. And still sharper than this bit of malig-
nity was the practical point he gave the matter. Brown, he
said, had been hanged as a traitor, and I demand that the
records of the senate shall, in the most solemn form, contain
the warning that every traitor shall be hanged, no matter
from what point of the heavens he comes; the southern gov-
ernor no less than the Garrison abolitionist, who years ago
sent his challenge to the government of the United States.

The tone of the speeches of the southern senators was
not quite the usual one. They had evidently supposed that
the course of the debate would be different. They seemed
equipped only to make weighty charges, and for strict
criminal prosecution, and to be surprised to find themselves
even on this occasion, for a while, an accused party. They
felt, it was plain, that the well-aimed counter-blows of the
republicans had blunted the edge of the weapon from which
they had promised themselves so much. Their utterances,
therefore, became more violent and more bitter, but it was
noticeable from their speeches that their confidence of reap-
ing some profit for the south out of the affair grew weaker
and weaker. And, as the republicans, without exception,
voted for Mason’s resolution, although Trumbull’s amend-
ment was rejected by a vote of thirty-two against twenty-
two, the investigation must, indeed, contrary to all proba-
bility, bring to light very suspicious facts, if only a very
small part of the hopes were fulfilled which were entertained
at first, in this respect, not merely by the slave states, but
by the whole democratic party.
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It is readily supposable that the probability, that the
resolution would prove to have been only a blow in the air,
contributed to cause the obstinate regardlessness with
which the slavocracy sought to execute the parallel ma-
nceuvre planned for the house of representatives to be
carried far beyond any bounds ever before reached.

In the electoral battles of 1859, and their results, it
had appeared very clearly in a great many ways that par-
ties were in a critical period of transition. In both of
them, the representatives of more decided views had
snatched many places from those who advocated, in one
way or another,a more accommodating policy. To a
great extent, also, both real differences and personal quesi
tions, to a part of which, in view of the presidential elec-
tion, entirely too much weight was even now attached,
had led to a still greater splintering of parties into factions.
A further consequence of this splintering was the forma-
tion of coalitions of more or less heterogeneous elements.
As it was believed that victory could not be counted on
without foreign aid, compaocts were made on the basis of
an understanding as to the distribution of the fruits of the
victory; that is, the field was taken with a combination
list of candidates, and without any common programme.
These tactics were crowned with success in many instances.
But where this was the case, it was impossible to draw,
with certainty, any conclusion as to the future from the
result of the election. Even with regard to the present, one
was left entirely in the dark as to what political views
were preponderant in given localities, because the allied
party groups, in order to facilitate an agreement on the
lists of candidates, had frequently intentionally placed per-
sons on them with respect to whose position on the burn-
ing questions of the hour, scarcely anything more than
conjectures could be made. This fact was necessarily a

5
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recommendation in the eyes of such coalitions, because the
votes of those who did not themselves well know what
they thought, or what they ought to want, were most
easily obtained for sach persons. But what had recom-
mended these people as candidates, might easily appear in
a very different light when they were elected. If circum-
stances were such that important decisions depended on
their acts or omissions, one might prepare for very dis-
agreeable surprises.

In New York, which had distinguished itself from the
earliest period by the unsteadiness of its party conditions,
the confusion was now greatest. As it was the heaviest
weight in the Union balance, this fact might be attended
by incalculable consequences. The people had followed the
intricacies of the game there with strained attention. But
precisely because it had been, in part, played under cover,
and because nothing reliable could be ascertained about it,
all conclusions that could be drawn from its immediate re-
sults rested on a very unsafe basis. Douglas had, indeed,
in a letter of October 1, heartily congratulated Dickinson
that he had succeeded in uniting the democrats of the state
on the ground of the principle of popular sovereignty and
non-intervention — a great success which had regained for
him (Dickinson) his *true position” as leader of the
united democratic party of the great state of New York.!
But when this “noble triumph ” was examined more closely
its value seemed very questionable. The New York 7r:b-
une claimed that Dickinson had been cheated by the
“Softs,” who had achieved a complete victory in the state
convention at Syracuse in September. His personal ambi-
tion had determined him to promise himself to them in

" Angust. After he had, in accordance with his promise,

18peeches, Correspondence, etc., of D. 8. Dickinson, II, p. 623.
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taken a position publicly and emphatically against the tend-
encies of Fernando Wood and his adherents, they (the
“Softs”) did not allow themselves to be guided by his
wishes in the election of delegates to the Charleston con-
vention; that is, they had chosen no person who intended
to advocate his nomination as a presidential candidate.
How correct this view, so far as it relates to Dickinson’s
motives and hopes, was, must remain undecided. This
much, however, is certain, that there was no occasion for
congratulation on the restoration of the unity of the party.
The Mozart Hall democrats, as Wood’s following called
themselves, after their headquarters, now permitted them-
selves to be led only by the interests of their faction, and
chose delegates of their own to the Charleston convention,
who were considered partisans of Henry A. Wise. Al-
though this split concerned directly only an internal ques-
tion of the democratio party, it must have injured. its
strength more or less, where the factions still contended
united against their common enemies. But this should not
have been made light of, even if the injury just referred to
did not, in itself, seem great; for these enemies had for a
long time been zealously endeavoring, and not without
success, to hoist over the special party programmes the
flag of the opposition, around which all elements might
unite which were unfriendly to the present party rulers.
The importance of these elements was by no means ignored
by the democrats. Although John Brown had appeared
to them as a powerful belper in their need, they saw with
anxiety the result of the state elections which bad taken
place in New York and New Jersey on the 8th of Novem-
ber. Arguments on their side of the struggle played only
the part of small arms. They had placed all their hope on
the convincing power of patriotic anxiety, and the dismal
words, “ Harper's Ferry!” had, therefore, to do service as
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heavy artillery in their agitation. A Cassandra tone rang
through the mournfully solemn warning of the Constitu-
tion, the organ of the administration in Washington, on the
5th of November, which intimated to both states that they
held the fate of the republic in their hands.! And the New
York Herald,on the day of the election, gave, as an escort
to the voters on their way to the ballot-boxes, the emphatic
assurance that the news of a victory by the republicans
would “fall on the ear of the south Ilke the knell of a de-
parted Union.” 2

That the number of democratic ballots in the ballot-

1¢ Never in the history of our country has any state election ever
elicited such deep interest as the approaching contest on the 8th of this
month in New York and New Jersey. These are now the battle-fields
of the constitution and the Union, and the fate of the country may
soon be decided there. Their responsibility is momentous. They may
hold the fate of the Union in their hands. If they should prove to be
the great breakwaters, arrest the flood of anti-slavery fanaticism, and
rebuke the ‘irrepressible conflict with which the Union is threatened by
Mr. Seward, all will be well. But if, on the other hand, the surges of
sectional passion and prejudice should roll over them also, they may
have engulfed the liberties of our country. If these two states should
decide in favor of the Seward agitators by elevating them to place and
power, a deep gloom will epread like a pall over the country. . . . They
have to decide by their votes whether they are in favor of mainsaining
the constitution and the Union, as they were framed and formed by
the patriot heroes of the Revolution and handed down to us as a price-
less inheritance of freedom, prosperity, glory, and power; or whether

" they are in favor of severing the bonds, annulling the compacts and
abrogating the agreements which have bound theseveral states together
as one happy and united people, and dividing our country into two
hostile and antagonistic sections, contending for the mastery in irre-
pressible conflict until one or the other is compelled to yield to the su-
perior force of the other.”

2« If the black republican revolutionary ticket should be elected in
New York and New Jersey, the:news will fall on the ear of the south
like the knell of a departed Union, and the excitement will speedily
reach a crisis and assume a practical shape which will appall and as-
tound the north.”
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boxes would have been smaller, if the alarm had not been
rang so energetically, may, indeed, be looked upon as ocer-
tain. But the number of the anxions was not so great that the
victory could have been won by this policy of intimidation.
In New Jersey the coalition candidate for governor was
elected, and that the remaining offices to be filled fell to
the share of the democrats, was due, at least in the opin-
ion of their opponents, solely to their wholesale and an-
scrupulous manufacture of new citizens by the premature
naturalization of immigrants. And in New York, their
notable defeat would have been complete, if the so-called
Brooks Americans had not taken up someé democratic can-
didates on their list (Utica ticket).!

The democrats inferred from their failures that they had
not yet gone far enough in the employment of the lever of
fear. The Constitution gave notice, immediately before the
meeting of congress, that the orgamzatlon of the house
of representatives would have to be proceeded with mere
inconsiderately than ever. Would not, it asked, the choice of
a republican as speaker “be justly regarded as a declara-
tion of war against the south, and as an invitation to servile
insarrection?” It did not, of course, expeot, by asking such
a question, to make an impression on the republicans. The
New York 77ribune, on the 10th of November, had scorn-
fully called its attention to the fact that notwithstanding
the cry of Woe! Woe! Woe! it had uttered to the conntry
on the 5th, brokers had been found in the metropolis flint-
hearted enough to buy, on the day after the state election,
United States bonds that were to fall due in 1867, at 108, .
and had asked whether at last people would not desist

1There were four of them. One was defeated and the three others
were elected by majorities of from over 300 to not quite 1,500. On the
other hand, the republicans supported by the Brooks Americans received
majorities of from over 45,000 to nearly 50,000,
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from the attempt to frighten adult men by scare-crows.
From this quarter, therefore, the organ of the administra-
tion had already received the fitting answer to its unquali-
fiable question. The question was, however, expressly di-
reoted to a different quarter, which at first glance must bea
matter of still greater surprise. “ We appeal,” the article
further said, “to every southern member of congress to an-
swer the startling question whether the success of such men,
at such a period, would not be truly considered as inviting
the slaves themselves to insurrection and rebellion?” But
why was so great and shameless an exaggeration thought
necessary, in the south, in order to procure a hearing and
attention for the stirring exhortation to avert the danger
that threatened the country? Since when, and in conse-
quence of what events, had it ceased to be self-evident that-
southern representatives would not rush forward to hold
the stirrups for the republicans and help them into the
saddlet? )

And yet people in the White House had by no means be-
come 80 scared as to see spectres in broad daylight. That
southern representatives could bring about what was feared
by a sin of commission was considered an absolute impossi-
bility there as elsewhere. Butin the White House and else-
where people did not feel quite certain that Jobn Brown
and the results of the state elections had made a sufficient
impression on them to keep them from a sin of omission,
the effect of which might be the same. According to
the Congressional Globe, the two hundred and thirty-seven
members of the house of representatives were divided as
follows among the different parties: one hundred and nine
republicans, one hundred and ome democrats, twenty-six
“ Americans,” one whig. Of the twenty-six Americans only
three were from the free states, and one of them — L. C.
Carter, of New York — was described as a “republican
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American.” Of the one hundred and one democrats twelve
were “anti-Lecompton democrats.” The calculations in
the press gave in part a somewhat different result. In
the elections to congress, as well as in the state elections,
coalition candidates, whose party position was doubtful,
had here and there been put up and elected. But no mat-
ter how these might be classed, a sure majority could not
be calculated for any party,! and either of the two great
parties might by different combinations receive a majority.
The republicans had a majority already if all the anti-
Lecompton demecrats went with them. But they looked
upon it themselves from the start as certain that this
would not be the case. They did not even venture to be-
lieve that they would be able to gain enough of them to
obtain an absolute majority in the full house, even with
the help of the “ Americans” from the northern states,
whose ultimate coming over to them they looked upon as at
least conceivable. If, notwithstanding, they entered the
struggle with confidence, it was only because they ex-
pected that, after a longer or shorter contest, the house
would, as it had done on former occasions, accommodate
itself to an election by a plurality. The democrats, on the
contrary, could not win, with a plurality vote, without
some foreign support, even if the anti-Lecompton fraction —

1The New York Tribune of November 28, 1859, writes: ** As to the
preponderance in such organization of the house, we are by no means
settled as to which side will have it, though we know that the opposi-
tion are entitled to it. Of the two hundred and thirty-seven members,
one hundred and twenty-one were chosen distinctly as opponents of
the national administration and its Lecompton policy — elected either
wholly or in good part by republican votes. . . . To make out one
hundred and thirteen republicans in the house it is necessary to count
a dozen or so elected on ‘People’s tickets’ in New York, New Jersey
and Pennsylvania, Some of these aro republicans, others probably
no‘” .
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of which there was not the slightest prospect — voted as &
unit for the “regular party candidate.” Bat, on the other
hand; they bad a better prospect than the republicans to
umtite the majority of all the votes on their eandidate. The
votes of the “ Americans” alone were not indeed sufficient
for this. They could not dispense entirely with the anti-
Lecompton democrats, and the decision might all the more
easily depend on whether they obtained a few more or a
few less of these votes, becanse it was at least questionable
whether the three ‘“ Americans ” from the northern states
would be willing to go with their party if the latter voted
for the democrat. Althongh, therefore, the décision did
not lie entirely in the hands of the ¢ Americans” from the
southern states, they exercised by far the greatest influence
on it. Hence the “appeal” of the Constitution, whose vio-
Jent urgency was very like a threat. At the very moment
that the earth received the corpse of the grim Pauritan his
shade was called forth from the grave as a terrible proof
that no southern member of the house of representatives
conld now refuse his co-operation to the administration party
without becoming guilty of the gravest crime against the
whole south. From this two things were unmistakably evi-
dent: In the camp of the administration it was expected
on the one hand to find the aversion for the actual party
rule so strong and so deep-rooted that it would be pos-
sible to overcome it only by the heaviest pressure, and on
the other hand it was resolved to make the utmost effort to
prevent the election of a republican. Hence, even before
the meeting of congress, it was undoubted that the elec-
tion of the speaker would lead to an unusually hot and
stiff-necked struggle.!

1 Reuben Davis, of Mississippi, who numbers himself among the ‘‘ Fire-
Eaters,” writes: *‘ In private conversation I did not hesitate to express
my conviction that the chances for war amounted almost to a certainty.
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The first ballot furnished no ground for conjecture as to
the way in which the struggle would end. The votes were
divided among sixteen candidates. The largest number
(eighty-six) was given to Th. 8. Bocock, of Virginia. The
greater part of the republicans (sixty-six) had voted for
John Sherman, of Ohio; the smaller (forty-three) for Galu-
sha A. Grow, of Pennsylvania. As soon as the result had
been made known, Grow requested that he should no longer °
be considered a candidate. Then, Burnett, of Kentucky,
a democrat, moved an adjournment. As his party asso-
ciate, Florence, had asked for an adjournment even before
the balloting bad begun, on the ground that all the mem-
bers were not present, the object of the motion was evi-
dently only to gain time. The democrats, who voted for it
as a unit, were still in a minority of one hundred against one
hundred and thirty. Hereupon Clark, of Missouri, rose to
speak. Burnett called him to order. There was no question
before the house, and therefore no speech was in order.
Clark replied: The question before the house is what candi-
date we should choose as speaker, and I shall show that cer-
tain candidates are not to be chosen. This argument paci-
fied Burnett. But the call to order which he had withdrawn
was renewed by Washburne, of Illinois. The secretary who
had led the business of the last house remarked that he did
not consider himself authorized to decide the question, and
Clark anticipated the asking of the sentiment of the house
by the declaration that neither had it the power to close
his mouth: he would decide the question for himself; he
would continue his remarks, for the constitution gave him
the right to do so. The house, indeed, did not submit imme-

Arriving a few days in advance of the meeting of congress in Washing-
ton, I thought I could obgerve in the members with whom I talked an
ardent desire to precipitate the conflict.” Recollections of Mississippi
and Mississippians, pp. 878, 879.
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diately to this sovereign decision, and he stated that he was
ready to renounce his desire to speak, but only to connect
this noble-minded renunciation with the reading of a reso-
lution which condensed the entire tenor of his speech into
a few words and accomplished the end which it was in-
tended to serve incomparably better than the longest speech
without a resolution could have done.

“ Whereas certain members of this house, now in nomi-
nation for speaker, did indorse and recommend the book
hereinafter mentioned,

“ Resolved, that the doctrines and sentiments of a certain
book called ¢ The Impending Crisis of the South — How to
Meet It,” purporting to have been written by one Hinton
R. Helper, are insurrectionary and hostile to the domestic
peace and tranquillity of the country, and that no member
of this house who has indorsed and recommended it, or the
compend from it, is fit to be speaker of this house.”

The galleries, by applause and hisses, immediately showed
how well they understood that the motion was a fire-brand
which must kindle a great conflagration. Whoever yet
believed that this could still be avoided must have learned
better from the further course of the debates, although no
speeches were made and only a few short remarks ex-
changed.

A republican, B. Stanton, of Ohio, interrupted Clark in
a new endeavor to make a speech with the remark that
it was better to adjourn, since the gentlemen who were
bent on gaining time could not be prevented from reaching
their end. Clark replied that he was pursuing the higher
purpose of bringing facts to the knowledge of the people;
but, notwithstanding, he readily allowed the putting of the
. motion to adjourn, which, however, was again rejected by
& very small majority. In order to deter his party associ-
ate from his purpose, Thaddeus Stevens had cried out to
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him: “These things must come out, and they might just as
well come out now.” This was incontestable, for by his
agreement to the motion for adjournment Clark had not
wanted to renounce his “higher purposes.” The Tesolution

was not withdrawn, and its only immediate object could
~ be to call forth a-stormy debate before the election of the
speaker in order to exercise a decisive influence upon it.
‘When Stanton begged Clark to consider that it would be
very advisable to postpone the desired discussion until after
the election of a speaker, he displayed so high a degree of
ingenuousness that one must be tempted to believe he was
only playing an actor’s part.

Other republicans likewise did not agree with the second
part of Stevens’ statement, and Kilgore, of Indiana, ad-
duced for his divergent view a reason which, even in
Clark’s eyes, did not -immediately appear as an absurdity
like Stanton’s request, because of his intention. On the
other hand, opinions might differ widely as to whether it
was politically wise or even proper to urge it. “I wish
simply to remark to the gentleman from Missouri,” said
Kilgore, “that probably he had better allow some little
time for gentlemen whose names appear published in the
New York Herald as having signed this recommendation
to make their own statements in this matter.” And al-
though he, too, was one of the subscribers, he added to this
the assurance that he, and all with whom he had spoken,
had no recollection of having ever seen the recommenda-
tion; that the Helper compendium, as he had been told,
according to the intention of those who had interested
themselves in its composition, was to contain only facts
from the census and remarks of southern people on the
effects of slavery, and that the doctrines which it actually
contained, according to the extracts from it in the Herald.
could not be more severely condemned than he condemned
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them, for he represented a conservative.and peaceable con-
gressional district with no tendencies towards treason.!

Clark scornfully answered: “I am glad that the gentle-
man is beginning to flee from the wrath to come.”

Whereupon Kilgore replied that he never sought to es-
cape the responsibility of his action by flight. His party
comrade, Farnsworth, of Iilinois, however, seemed to have
a feeling that his utterances came very near bearing the
interpretation given them by Clark. At any rate they cer-
tainly did not please him, for he spoke in a very different
tone. He left it to Clark whether he did want to have the
book read in order to give the discussion a firmer basis;
he recommended the reading of it to him; it would be
wholesome for him.

This provoking irony, however, appeared in a peculiar
light, through the repeated assurance that he had not read
the book himself. As he had subscribed the recommenda-
tion, one might have thought that this statement would ex-
cite universal surprise. Bat Kellogg, of Illinois, not only
saw nothing strange in this himself, but acted as if he could
suppose it self-evident that the entire house thought as he
did. He declared that at that time he was not able to
assert or deny whether the Herald had had a right to place
his name among the subscribers of the recommendation;
that democratio sheet was no sufficient authority for him.
On the other hand, he was able to assert, without any
modifying clauses, “that these sentiments were (are) not
entertained by republicans,” and with strange logic he fol-
lowed up this assertion with a motion to adjourn, in order
that the accused gentlemen might be given time to make
themselves acquainted with the contents of the book, and
. to admit or deny entertaining the views for which they
were reproached.

14 A constituency . . . that has no leaning towards treason.”
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The motion was now adopted, after Clark had stated that
he did not object, “if the gentlemen wanted time to delib-
-erate and prepare themselves in secret.”

If the continnance of the struggle was in keepnng with
this beginning, the republicans had not only every reason
to entertain very little hope of a happy ending of it, but they
had to fear that the general position of the party would be
seriously injured by it. If one wished to leave it entirely
undecided how the signing of the recommendation by
members of congress should be judged from the various
higher points of view, it could scarcely still be questioned
that, under any circumstances, it would have been a polit-
ical mistake, and it was entirely undoubted that, at least,
in consequence of the Harper’s Ferry riot, it became such
a mistake. The feeling provoked by this event made it
unquestionably a more effectual means of agitation in the
hands of their opponents than the census extracts made
with a caprice conscious of its aim, with their extravagant
commentaries and provoking application, could have been
in their own hands. But the edge of the weapon might
have been greatly blunted if it were declared that, not-
withstanding the signature as “ member of the house of
representatives,” the matter was a personal one affecting
only the gentlemen themselves, for which the party could
not justly be held responsible, so long as it declined
that responsibility. But now the party was put in a
dilemma by the vote for Sherman and Grow, and Clark
had hemmed it in so closely by his resolution that it
could not escape unhurt. If it dropped Sherman’s can-
didaoy, it would have to meet the shameful charge that
it had been compelled to make a disgraceful retreat by
the abusive words of a slavocrat. If it upheld his candi-
dacy, it would be difficult to refute the assertion that, by



8 HARPER’S’ FERRY “~ LINOOLN’S INAUGURATION.

so doing, the party had formally approved the recommenda-
tion and therefore also the doctrine developed in the book,
since, despite the protest based on the recommendation, it
persisted in making Sherman the standard-bearer of the
party. It had noright to demand that their remonstrances
against this interpretation should have any more weight
attached to it than men are wont ordinarily to attach to
words when acts seem to contradict them. But all the
" republicans who had hitherto spoken on the matter had
given it to be understood, in one way or another, that they
looked upon Helper’s book as a log which they should, in no
_case, allow to be hung to the party’s feet. None of them,
however, had given a completely unambiguous exposition
of his views. Only one thing was clearly expressed in the
remarks of all: a feeling of painful embarrassment; and
Farnsworth and Kellogg had neither expressed sorrow
for their step nor sought to justify it and openly confess
Helper’s doctrine. This much, however, might even now
be inferred, with approximate definiteness, from their
utterances, that, if the pressure on them was increased, they
would see, in an exculpatory pretext, the saving via media,
between an honest but humiliating pater peccavi, and
stubborn persistence in the act of imprudence they had
committed. But if Sherman’s ingenuity was not great
enough to manufacture a longer and heavier cloak than
the one to which these co-defendants had already clearly re-
ferred, the republicans might with good reason have been
told, if they clung to his candidacy, that they imputed to
the people a paradisaically ingenuous way of looking at
things, and snpposed that they would consider all the rea-
sonable requirements of decency satisfied with a fig-leaf.
Clark’s last spiteful remark, therefore, that the republicans
wanted to put all their heads together, in secret council, in
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order to find the best means to protect themselves from
the bow they had themselves drawn, hit the nail on the
very head.!

The attempts to close Clark’s mouth were not renewed
next day. The reading of the recommendation, with the
names of all the subscribers and some peculiarly violent
extracts from the book, served as an introduction to his
speech, the thema probandum of which was the closing sen-
-tence of the resolution. He ended his speech with the as-
surance that he did not wish to delay the organization of
the house. This was certainly honestly intended, but on
the condition that his argument had convinced the majority
of the necessity of averting the disgrace and danger that
menaced the country, by the prompt election of a democrat.
He had, indeed, also said that there were men to be found
among the Americans, likewise, who would be no dishonor
to the house in the speaker’s chair, and who would preside
over its deliberations with ability. But the direct question
whether he would himself vote for an American he an-
swered by saying: “I would if I could not do any better.”
‘Whether all the other democrats would go even as far as
that was at least doubtful. On the other hand, it was en-
tirely certain that not one of them would be willing to go
a step beyond it. “Under existing circumstances it is the
sacred duty of the Americans to vote for the democratic
candidate.” In this simple sentence the whole argument
was practically summed up. Hence nothing would have
been more undesirable to Clark than that the republicans

1 Greeley still boldly asserted that Sherman would have been *‘ pretty
certainly elected, if the republicans had allowed Clark to ventilate
fully his ignorance and stupidity with regard to ¢ Helper’s Impending
Crisis,’ and then insisted on calling the roll, and persevered till mid-
night, if necessary.” Kellogg’s course, who prevented this by his motion

to adjourn, he called * recreancy.” New York Tribune, December 6,
1859, ’
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should bave been forced to retreat immediately by the reso-
lution. It was meant to brand the forehead of the repub-
licans with the mark of Cain, but also to exercise a pressure
on the Americans; and this last was its immediate practical
object. By its means, so far as they were concerned, a
coercive veto was to be entered against the organization of .
the house. With what confidence Clark thought he could
reach the positive result he desired by this negative one,
could not be inferred with certainty from the evasive an-
swer he had given to the question just referred to. But,
on the other hand, his speech might excite the suspicion
that he did not care so much about the positive as about
the negative result.

In accordance with the real address of the resolution, an-
American and not a republican took the floor after Clark.
Gilmer, of North Carolina, moved an “ amendment ” to the
resolution that left nothing of it but the one word, “resolved.”
The long-winded statement of reasons referring to the con-
tinual intensification of sectional strife, and in which were
quoted literally the declaration of proscription made by
Clay and his associates, in the Thirty-first Congress, against
all the opponents of the compromise of 1850, and the reso-
lutions of the national conventions of the democrats and
whigs of 1852 against the agitation of the slavery question,
amounted to the declaration, that it was the duty of all good
ocitizens to oppose every attempt to renew the agitation of
slavery in congress or out of it.!

Burnett requested Gilmer to change his amendment into
a supplemental motion, for the republicans, to whom he, too,
did not wish to render any service, should not be allowed to
wrangle about the vote on Clark’s resolution.

To this appeal Gilmer answered that he saw no con-
nection between Helper’s book and the election of the

1Congr. Globe, 1st Sess., 86th Congr., p. 18,
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speaker; if, however, it was thought that the election of the
speaker should he preceded by a declaration of political
views, it would be best, in his oplmon, to give it in the
form proposed by him.

But Burnett was not to be dismissed so easily. The pas-
sionate ardor with which he endeavored to convince Gilmer
of the necessity of forcing a vote on Clark’s resolution was
followed by a result — but a result opposite to the one he
wished. Gilmer, indeed, made advances towards him to
the extent that he added to his motion the words, ‘“and
that no member should be elected speaker of this house
whose political opinions are not known to conform to the
foregoing sentiments,” and expressly provided it with a
practical point with respect to the election of speaker. But,
on the other hand, he plainly said that he could not grant
Burnett’s wish, because he condemned exasperation on one
side as much as on the other. But, latterly, the democratic
press had, by the manner in which it had treated the Har-
per’s Ferry affair, engaged in this obnoxious business con-
sciously and with an end in view, and he would, if he was
to accede to Burnett’s request, promote the agitation which
he and his friends were trying to suppress with all their
strength.

In this way the situation was made sufficiently clear, in
one essential respect. The amendment to the resolution
told the republicans that they would not get the assent of
the Americans to a plurality election so long as a signer of
the recommendation was their candidate. And the answer
given Burnett informed the democrats that the Americans’
intended going their own way, despite Harper’s Ferry and
“ Helper’s Crisis,” and that the more the democrats en-
deavored to turn the sectional strife to the advantage of
party, the less disposed would they be to act as shield-bear-
ers for them. On the other hand Gilmer had carefully

6
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-avoided every word that could be considered as a promise
to give the support, direct or indirect, of the Americans,
under certain circumstances, to the one party or the other.
It was impossible, therefore, to tell- when and how the
house would be organized; certain it was, however, that it
could not take place so long as neither the democrats nor
the Americans would recede from their position.

The next speech that was made could not but destroy
all hope that the democrats would be induced to act less
stubbornly. Millson, of Virginia, appealed to his whole
parliamentary career as a proof that he had always’ been
moderate both in his views and in his manner of giving
expression to them. And yet he declared that he felt “al-
most under a sense of humiliation,” not only at Gilmer’s
motion, but at Clark’s. The representatives of the southern
states should have sat silent in their seats, and the northern
representatives should “ with extended arms ” have brought
them the assurance that the atrocities in question were not
manifestations of the sentiments and intentions of the
north. They should not have had the least claim that the
south should have smoothed a broad and easy path for
them to do so, as had been done by these two resolutions.
But now, instead of immediately embracing the oppor-
tunity thus undeservedly afforded them, the gentlemen sat
in “a sullen and most contemptuous silence.” The mat-
ter was vastly too important to be connected at all withso
comparatively an insignificant question as the election of
the speaker, and Clark’s resolution contained ‘“ something of
an anti-climax;” the man who purposely and consciously
used his name and influence to disseminate such a book
was not only not fit to be speaker but he was not fit tolive.

This speech broke the seal on Sherman’s lips. He said
he had been silent hitherto because he believed it was
only intended to prevent the organization of the house;
but the great respect with which Millson’s character in-
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spired him, and the deep impression the matter had seemed
to make on him (Millson), had determined him to say now
what he had to say. That he would have soon broken
silence, under any circumstances, might, however, be in-
ferred from the fact that, after these introductory remarks,
he read a letter written to him ad koc by F. P. Blair, and
dated the same day. The question raised by Clark’s reso-
lution, said the letter, made it seem proper to state how
the signatures to the recommendation of Helper’s compen-
dium were received before the appearance of the book.
Helper had laid the book before him for examination, in
order to interest the republicans, through him, in its dis-
semination. He, Blair, had orally!or in writing objected
to many details, and Helper gave his written promise to
strike out the matters in question or to change them. He
understood that, in consequence of this promise,? the mem-
bers of congress in question and other influential republicans
were induced to recommend the dissemination of an expur-
gated edition of the book.

Sherman was so able a man that it might be supposed
he had not left this testimony of his volunteer (%) compur-
gator quietly in his pocket, only because he had nothing
himself to advance in his justification. Even if one were
so childlike or held such lax moral principles as to con-
sider it proper to recommend a political, agitative docu-
ment in advance, simply because it would, in the opinion
of a third person, be worthy of recommendation, after
it had, in accordance with his demands, been wtitten
over, one could not but object, that this blind confidence
had been reposed in a man who treated the matter so
lightly that, according to his own testimony, he could
not even remember whether he had made his ‘demands

147 either wrote to Mr. Helper or told him.”
2¢J understand that it was in consequence of this assurance to me,”
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with regard to the alterations orally or in writing on the
author. The letter, by its contents, was only a self-in-
dictment of the writer, in the form of a justification of
the representatives accused in Clark’s resolution. The very
statement that the incrintinated representatives had signed
the recommendation only on account of his agreement
with Helper was formulated in such a way as to deprive it
of all value as evidence, while in Blair’s own view their ac-
quittal had to be based on that very evidence. But Sher-
man passed that statement by with significant silence.
The declaration, however, that he did not remember sign-
ing the recommendation excluded the assumption, so far
as he was concerned, that it could be proven. He added
that that should not be taken as an excuse, for, since his
name was on the printed list, there must have been some
warrant for it. Whether this remark could be looked upon
as an admission that the signing of the recommendation
was an act that needed an excuse, it was difficult to tell.
What he said on the question proper was limited to the.
statement that he had never seen either Helper’s original
book or the compendium. With the charge that the cour-
tesies which should always be observed among gentlemen,
and which he had always observed, had been grossly vio-
lated in his regard, he passed from the defensive to the of-
fensive. “I say now that there is not a singlp question
agitating the public mind, not a single topic on which
there can be sectional jealousy or sectional controversy,
unless gentlemen on the other side of the house thrust such
subjects upon us. I repeat, not a single question.” He ad-
duced no proof of this bold, startling assertion, unless, in-
deed, he believed he had produced it by saying that the
republicans had observed a “studied silence.” In the ap-
plause from the galleries that greeted the declaration that
the republicans would prove themselves capable of guiding
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the deliberations of the house and the destiny of the coun-
try while scrupulously protecting the rights of all, excited
southern ears, heard rather a direct challenge, in this con-
. nection, than the pacifying assurance of inviolable loyalty
and fidelity to the constitation.

Leake, of Virginia, immediately showed this by re-
peatedly calling Sherman the “abolition candidate.” The
annoyance he intended to cause by this unwarranted desig-
nation was a petty gratification which he might well have
denied himself, as he was certainly fully equal to the task
of proving that Sherman had left his case exactly where it
was before his speech. Sherman had not, he concluded,
uttered a single syllable to describe his position on Helper's
inflammatory teachings.

Sherman was induced by this to make the further re-
mark, that he had already repeatedly expressed himself
agathst all interference by the people of the free states in the
relations between masters and slaves. But this was saying
nothing whatever on the real question, unambiguous and
definite as it sounded. “Do you acknowledge that it was
wrong to put your name on this paper, or do you still stand
by this signature?” That was the question, and the result
to which he and his political friends, in their consideration
of the situation created by Clark’s resolution, had reached,
was evidently that the simple yes or no with which it could
. have been answered must not pass his lips. He, howerver,
not only studiously refused to utter a plain yes or no, but
his answer was no answer whatever, inasmuch as the most
salient point in all Helper’s agitative reasoning was the
warfare of the rest of the white population of the slave
states against the slave-holders. Sherman, therefore, evaded
answering the main question by answering another, and
which had been raised, at least indirectly, and which, de-
spite the eminent and perhaps overshadowing importance it
possessed in itself, was not controlling in this connection.
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No one doubted that the statements made by Sherman
and his associates were in keeping with the truth, for the
signing of recommendations of every description without
any knowledge, merely to please a friend, was a vicious cus-
tom so universal, that, in the jargon of American news-
papers of the present day, it might have been properly called
a “ national peculiarity.” Moral sentiment,in this respect,
was so lax that the southerners doubtless determined to
give the matter so tragic a complexion mainly for the po-
litical effect that could be obtained from it. If it could
not have been turned to such good account, they too would
have readily absolved the subscribers as the victims of a
vexatious piece of awkwardness, which any one might
have become. The powerful spectacles of interest enabled
them to see so clearly how absolutely worthless the excuse
was, that it was never known, and no attempt was ever
made to find out, why the names were signed to the recom-
mendation. The republicans, on the other hand, utterly
failed to pass a correct moral judgment upon the question,
because they at first thought that they should consider and .
examine it solely through these spectacles; for they pro-
ceeded on the principle which American politicians, much
more universally than those of other nations, are wont to
consider an axiomatic truth, that it must be always inju-
rious, in politics, to unreservedly acknowledge a mistake
once made to be a mistake. Moreover, the real authors of
the recommendation, like Weed, Greeley, and their asso-
ciates, could not plead ignorance. DBut their position in
the party was such that the interests of the party would
have been seriously injured by an unreserved and em-
phatic disavowal of their conduct, and therefore, viewed
from this standpoint, there was only a choice between
two evils, and it was not easy to say which of them
was the greater. And it seemed all the more danger-
ous for the republicans to allow themselves to be forced
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into open opposition to these recognized leaders of the
party, because the democrats were endeavoring to give the
question so far-reaching an importance; and the withdrawal
of the recommendation would presumably have the effect
of completely sacrificing the whole book, the agitative
value of which might, to a certain extent, be inferred from
the violence of the slavocratic denunciations of it. But so
long asspeakers beat about the real question with general-
ities instead of giving a direct and concise answer to it, it
could not properly be made a matter of extenuation that the
signatures were given without any knowledge of the book
or even of the contents of the very paper that bore them.
And if it was self-evidently to no purpose to bring forward
excuses which were plainly no excuses at all, must it not
have been worse than useless, purposely to clothe the ex-
cuses in such a way as to imply that it was folly and pre-
sumption to see any reason for an excuse?! The position
and attitude of the republicans could certainly not appear
to unprejudiced judges in a more favorable light in conse-
quence of Sherman’s speech. Its form made it still more
doubtful than its contents whether the republicans were
resolved to cling to his candidacy with the utmost tenacity.

Before the second ballot, therefore, all three parties had
taken a position on the question raised by Clark, to such
an extent that the sitnation was fully cleared, in one very
essential respect, but only in a purely negative sense: it
could not be seen when the organization of the house would
take place and the Thirty-sixth Congress begin to work at
its legislative tasks. Never yet had the political atmosphere
been so thoroughly saturated with mists pregnant with
the storm, and the legislative power threatened to abandon
the service. But the constitution had made no provision to
meet such a case. Unquestionably, in giving the elected
representatives of the people the right to choose an officer to
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preside over their deliberations, it had also imposed on
them an inviolable duty ;! for the fulfillment of all the other
duties and the exercise of all the other rights of the house
of representatives was connected with the precondition of
their having exercised that right. But the anthors of the
constitution had not deemed it .conceivable that the split-
ting up of parties and the intensity of political passions
could ever make it necessary to coerce the representatives
of the people into the performance of that duty. No time
had been fixed within which it must be done; the mode
of election was left entirely to the house; no influence
was accorded the other powers of the state on what the
representatives did or failed to do in this question; of an
appeal to the sovereign people by a dissolution and new
elections, the constitution knew nothing whatever. Yet if
the house of representatives did not begin its work, the
suspension of legislation in the meantime would not be the
end of it; but, on account of the failure of appropriations,
the entire machinery of government must finally come to a
standstill unless the means of keeping it in motion were
obtained in an unlawful manner or at least in a way out-
side the law. If the representatives did not find a sufficient
check in their own consciences, the only protection against
such a catastrophe lay in the moral pressure of public opin-
ion exercised upon them.

At first there was nothing to show that the exercise of
such a pressure would be even attempted with any force.
After Gilmer’s amendment had been read, Washburne
moved to lay the whole matter on the table. This motion
was rejected by a tie vote. The administration party, which
had voted solidly against it,inferred from this vote that the
debate should be subjected to no limitations whatever. In

1¢The house of representatives shall choose their speaker and othex
officers.” Art. I, sec. 2, § 6
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what spirit and to what extent it intended to take advan-
tage of that fact, Pryor, of Virginia, announced on the 7th
of December with thankworthy frankness. All the means,
said he, afforded ug by parliamentary law will be ex-
hausted not to permit the standard-bearer of the republican
party and his principles to take possession of the speaker’s
chair; we shall assume all the responsibility of this.! And
even now voices were heard that counseled going much
farther. If it depended on me, said Iverson on the same
day in the senate, both the senators and representatives of
the slave states would, if Sherman were elected, to the last
man leave the capitol, not to return to it again until or-
dered to do so by their constituents.? . ‘
That the administration party would stand like one man
by Pryor’s announcement, was certainly not doubted on the
Tth of December by a single republican. But .the re-
publicans minded that just as little as they did Iverson’s
threats. When there was a momentary lull in the roaring

1 ¢ Now, gentlemen, shall the representatives of the people of the south
quietly submit to that gentleman taking possession of that chair, usurp-
ing that power, controlling and directing the policy of the government
for the next two years, for the promotion of the aims and purposes
which his party boldly and defiantly avow? I say, never; never, sir,
so far as'legitimate resistance may be opposed to his election. We will
encounter all responsibilities; we will exhaust invention; we will do
whatever parliamentary law will permit, in order to prevent the sad
catastrophe of the champion of the republican party and its principles
taking possession of that chair. We have taken issue on that, and
there we stand.” Gongr. Globe, 1st Sess., 86th Congr., p. 50.
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