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THE FINE ART OF ELOQUENCE; ANCIENT
AND MODERN

BY SIR GILBERT PARKER, KT, D. C. L., M. P. (C).

v

% 1s the fashion to say that oratory is dead, but that is like say-
= ing that art and music and sculpture exist no more. There
may be less distinguished and striking public speech than
there once was, but to-day the orator emerges from the millions he
sways, just as Demosthenes or Cicero, or Savonarola or Bolingbroke,
or Fox and Pitt and Burke, or Lincoln and Cavour did in their time,
Even in the British Empire alone Rosebery, Laurier and Deakin main-
tain the great traditions. It is true that the rush and bustle of modern
life, the multiplicity of public meetings, with the consequent inroads
of colloquialism, have made public speaking less stately, less formal,
less literary, less rhetorical, and on a less elevated plane than it was
wont to be; but there is still much notable oratory, and it will continue

so long as the human mind is capable of passion and crises come in the
affairs of men and of nations. g

Oratory will take different forms with the changing periods of
human development, but it will never die while the human mind seeks
to express itself with intensity, with force and with purpose. If ora-
tory is an art, then it has its rules, its conventions, its architectural
qualities, like every other art; and its final test is beauty, as with every
other art; while its first vital test is passion—intellectual passion. The
human mind, ende.avoring to express itself passionately, definitely,
vividly—that is the beginning of art; while the form that charms the
eye or the ear, whether it be in architecture, sculpture or music, through
the permanent and continuing power of beauty, that is the end of art—

X1



xii

the perfect form. Everything which has been handed down from the
past, which has had cffect upon humanity, attracting the eye, pleasing
the senses, and inspiring the heart, possesses the elements of beauty.
The beauty was begot by the intellectual passion, the passion was begot
by the first and primal desire to express feeling, and the feeling was
begot out of the joy or sorrow, the tragedy or comedy, the light or
darkness, or the grey spaces between, which attend the footsteps of
humanity.

There is just this difference between this art and any other art—
that oratory is supposed to have an intellectual message, to teach, to
convey truth through argument, to convince through logic, to attract
through charm ; though it is, nevertheless, true that none of these things
in itself makes great speaking, or produces the effect of true oratory.
In a truly great speech, though it be lacking in ornamentation, there is
always some choice of words, striking in meaning, perfect in selection,
gracious in feeling, which, with the personality behind, produces a
triumph of mind over matter; and there is always eloquence which
comes from temperament alone. There never was a great speech which
was not great by virtue of the personality of the man who delivered it,
and no speech in print ever read heavily or turgidly which was a real
accomplishment of oratory. The personality of a man is to be found
in the choice of words, in the construction of sentences, in the point of
view, in the illustration, in the trick of elucidation, in the literary con-
struction. 'The speeches of great orators like Abraham Lincoln and
John Bright bring moisture to the eyes, because of their deep person-
ality, their literary beauty. The men themselves have gone, but the
speeches retain the idiosyncrasies of the men, their mental attitudes,
their temperaments, their predispositions, their intellectual passions,
and their convictions upon great themes. Each age has had its own
form of oratory, the style of one age displaces the style of another; bt
the same thing runs through all, whether it be in the deliverances of
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the great tragedians, in the unaffected simplicity of a Salvation Army
soldier, in the flamboyant yet thrilling phrases of Napoleon at Fon-
tainebleu, or in the few words of thanks of Captain Kane on board the
“Calliope” to his gallant sailors and seamen, who had taken his ship
from the jaws of death into the open sea. Sometimes the truest biogra-
phy, the surest revelation of the mind of a great man, may be found
in his speeches. His own artificiality, if he has it, will there find its ex-
posure; his deepest feelings, under the pressure of a thousand or ten
thousand urgent minds before him, will break loose and flood his nature
and all that he says with conviction and power; the truest revelation
of himself will suddenly emerge in some burning phrase, some lightning
suggestion.

To-day oratory is not an art that is greatly studied, and the world
is more or less incredulous and cynical concerning it; but orators still
exist, and they have their way with the world, though the world does
not call it oratory, so perfect is the lure, so seductive are the passion
and the charm. We certainly have more slipshod speakers than in the
past. Now-a-days men are too self-conscious—indeed, are often so mod-
est that their modesty becomes a kind of vanity, and they would rather
express themselves loosely than be charged with using rhetoric. But
that is only the phase and the fashion. Things move in cycles, and if
the rolling periods of Mr. Gladstone and the late Duke of Argyll would
startle the Parliamentarians and the public of to-day, yet that which
made Gladstone and Argyll, Daniel Webster and Gambetta, made
Robespierre and Kossuth, so powerful, is still to be found in the best
orations of this century. So long as the human mind wishes to influ-
ence others, human speech must and will have the gift of oratory. The
orator may no more take the old models for present use than the
painter of to-day may slavishly follow Botticelli, or Holbein, or Velas-
quez; but absorbing all styles, passing all influences through his indi-
vidual crucible, the painter gets the precipitation of his own genius, the
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. "caysiel of bis own individuslity.’ So with the speakér—a huridred By-
“goue tdsters of speech arid langusge may influence him, bat, if his dwn
personality is strong enough, if he is true to his own age and under-
stands it, is not himself a mere imitation, then his speech, if he has a
passionate desire to express himself and what he feels; if his object is
to convince because his own convictions are strong, and if his mind is
sufficiently appealing, he will unconsciously learn the art of oratory
and acquire the power which it brings. If a man will read a great
speech in the desire to find what lies behind it, he will get something
worth his while; and, if it is a speech worthy of being called the work
of an orator, he will find in it beauty and the peace it brings, which is,
after all, the end and goal of all human striving,
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FACSIMILE FROM THI GUTENBERG BIBLL.

X1z x~:<*.mm.~:(‘. with “Reatu~ vir,” “Biessed is the man that walketh

Hxv‘y not in the coun-e! of the ungodly,” this page gives the Latin
ROTRAK  version of the First. Second and Third Psalms and part of the
Fourth. The Mazarin Bible, so called because it was discovered in Cardinal
Mazarin's library in 1760. i~ one of the firet from the Gutenberg press It
supplies thic page of the first book printed with movable type. While
almost everything which concerns Gutenberg and Faust as the first printers
is in dispute, it 15 conceded that Gutenberg’s first book was this folio bible,
completed before Nugust, 1435 The several other copies besides the
“Mazarin” still extant are all very beautiful.  After the printing had been
done from type, the lununation of initials and borders was worked out by
hand. As onc illustration of the meaning of the “priceless gift of printing ~
in the address dehivered by King George V. while Prince of Wales, the
Bible is now printed hy the DBritish Bible Society in all the principai
languages and important dialects of the world.






ARCHBISHOP DAVIDSON, OF CANTERBURY

(THE MOST REVEREND RANDALL THOMAS DAVIDSON,
D.D.,D.C.L., LL.D., ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY;
PRIMATE OF THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND)

(1848-....)

%P N the history of civilization, the opening up of Africa, as the
Rb¢ Archbishop of Canterbury has outlined its progress, is as
distinctly epochal as the first colonization of North America,
to the results of which on Africa, he refers in outlining the course of
the British slave trade.

His protest against “hideous outrages” in the Congo, connects great
world periods of the past with the present and future. As results are
shown by the modern science of Anthropology, confirming history
ancient and modern, the first contact between a primitive people and
peoples more advanced in culture tends to destructive demoralization
for the primitive race, and threatens reaction to a lower plane of civil-
ization for the more advanced race, as it “exploits” the less advanced.
In the Sixteenth and Seventeenth centuries, as these results appeared
unmistakably in colonial exploitation of the “New World,” reaction
followed in Europe. Chattel slavery, which had become extinct as an
inheritance from Roman imperial habits of subjugation (. e., of driv-
ing the conquered people under a yoke as a sign of their enslavement)
was revived in a form even worse than the Roman. As it became a
trade, a matter of political economy involving vast commercial interests,
its results of political demoralization appeared in a long series of
European wars, directly connected with issues developed from such
policies of exploitation.

As its final results in the United States belong to modern history,
those who still have them in memory find no difficulty in going back
of them to the logic of history, which, as it developed into the life of
the “civilized world” in reaction in the Fifteenth and Sixteenth cen-
turies, threatens a parallel development in the new cycle of history de-
fined by the Primate of England in his pictures of the horrors resulting
when primitive people are “degraded, neglected and oppressed” unti:
exploitation forces them below their native level, and drags down

15




16 ARCHBISHOP DAVIDSON, OF CANTERBURY

civilization in so much towards barbarism in its controlling spirit. In
dealing with the subject from the standpoint of morals, the Archbishop,
without considering what science has concluded to be the necessary
results of such conditions, offers confirmation for logical conclusions
from both modern science and ancient history.

Born April 7th, 1848, the son of Henry Davidson, of Muirhouse,
Edinburgh, Randall Thomas Davidson was educated at Harrow
and at Trinity College, Oxford, from which he received his degree as
Doctor of Divinity. Beginning his ministry in the Church of England
as Curate of Dartford, Kent (1874-77), he served as chaplain and pri-
vate secretary to Archbishop Tait, of Canterbury, from 1877 to 1882.
Becoming Sub-Almoner to Queen Victoria in the latter year, he was ap-
pointed Dean of Windsor and Domestic Chaplain to the Queen in 1883.
Service as Clerk of the Closet to the Queen (1891-1901) began with his
functions as Bishop of Rochester (1891). He was Clerk of the Closet
to the King from 1901 to 1903, after becoming Bishop of Winchester
in 1895. In 1903, he became Archbishop of Canterbury and ex officio
Primate of the Church of England. Those who read even a few para-
graphs of such addresses as that he delivered in Albert Hall will not
need to be told that they come from an accomplished master of the art
of speaking the English language.

“HIDEOUS OUTRAGES” OF SUBJUGATION

(From the Primate’s Speech at a Meeting in Albert Hall, London, Held
November 19th, 1909, to Protest Against Belgian Methods of
Exploitation in the Congo Free State)

E are told that during the next few months here in England
we are likely to be in the thick of a big and heated con-
troversy about things social and political at home. There

is nothing necessarily wrong in that. But it has this unfortunate
feature. Those questions affect our personal interests, what we
colloquially call our pockets, and it is almost impossible for most
men when engaged in those strifes, whatever exalted epithets they
may use about the principles involved, to get rid altogether of the
selfish thought which is sorely apt, half unconsciously to ourselves,
to bias our judgment on one side or the other about the bigger
issues which are involved. Therefore, friends, there is a clear gain
when sometimes we can view some great question of contemporary
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fact without the bias or the clouding which personal interest is apt
to import into political strifes at home. This is such a case. The
issue is large and clear. We get “down” or “up,” whichever you
like to call it, to the deeper waters or the finer air which lie below
or above the passing personal interests of the hour. Such oppor-
tunities, as it seems to me, occur more rarely nowadays in a striving
and complex age of restless competitive and commercial stir than
they did at some former epochs of English history. The more need
that we should not overlook the occasions when they do occur, and
when a great issue of moral righteousness stands large before our
eyes. We know, and whatever misunderstandings may be abroad,
we assert without hesitation or reserve, that, in this matter, we, who
are aflame with zeal about it, have absolutely no distinctive personal
interests to serve, either for our nation or for our individual selves.
There is no scrap of thought or desire for acquiring territory.
There is no endeavor to raise income, except in so far as freedom of
trade opens opportunities to all of every land. If there were such
aims after aggrandizement, the spokesmen would not be those who
are addressing you to-night—six ministers of religion, whose busi-
ness, whose privilege, it is to hold aloft the banner of moral righte-
ousness and to proclaim our Master’s message of care for the
weak, the helpless and the oppressed. It is to these principles that
we desire to set our seal afresh to-night. I said a few moments
ago that it is in no spirit of self-righteousness that we speak or act.
Such a spirit would be pitifully out of place. The facts of our own
history would put it to scorn. It is on behalf of the natives of
Western and Central Africa that we meet to-night.

Brothers, to the natives of Western and Central Africa no
European nation has in the past done graver wrong than England.
God pardon us for that dark and shameful record which sullies the
pages of English history for more than 100 years, during which
England held almost a monopoly of the West African slave trade.
Just a century ago, under the leadership of William Wilberforce
and his friends, we purged ourselves forever of that shameful stain.
We are resolutely determined—I appeal to this vast audience
whether it be not so—we are resolutely determined that we will not
now, a hundred years afterwards, be parties, directly or indirectly,

to the renewal, or the maintenance, of what is virtually a slave
§—9
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system, embodying some of the worst features of those evil days of
ours. Those are facts in our own dark past which we blush to re-
call, but facts they are, and the barest honesty requires us to re-
member them if we are going, as we are going, to make our solemn
protest now. The duty allotted to me to-night was to speak intro-
ductory words, not to amplify the grounds upon which we base our
grave appeal. The duty of doing that is assigned to others, to five
men signally well qualified for the task. But I wish to say a few
words—they shall not be many—upon the history and merits of the
case, and especially (for that is after all the main point) upon our
own responsibility in connection with it. ‘That thought, as you will
have noticed, is expressed in the forefront of the resolution which
will be proposed—‘“That this meeting, remembering the special re-
sponsibilities assumed by the People and Government of this
country in the events which led to the creation of the Congo Free
State, and recalling the participation of Great Britain in the Berlin
Conference of. 1885; and believing that no greater danger can
threaten a Christian nation than failure to abide by the moral
obligations it has deliberately contracted;” and so on. No one can
challenge our right to refer to, and to stand by, our own declara-
tions.

One plain fact. Do people realize the size of the region which
we commonly call the Congo? Compare it with regions we know
better. Draw a straight line from Edinburgh to Constantinople.
Draw another from St. Petersburg to Rome. Draw another from
Bordeaux to Warsaw. The area you cross and cover will be less
than the area which we describe as the Congo. Now, what has
really happened as regards that great tract of the world’s surface?
I think we see it best if we look successively at a few episodes—at
what people sometimes call cameos—in the story. First picture—
begin with some five and thirty years ago. Lovett Cameron and
Henry Stanley in the seventies startled the world by their revela-
tion, their unveiling of the land which had been practically un-
known, its gigantic range of fertile provinces, with more than 5,000
miles of navigable waterway giving access to its varied wealth, with
peoples innumerable, rude and simple, but full of eagerness, intelli-
gence and promise. It was, as Stanley said, “like looking in the
bright face of a little child and wondering whereunto this will
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grow.” He threw himself with enthusiasm into their praises and
their hopes, and he drew people along with him every day. Let
anyone read the chapter called “The Kernel of the Argument” in
the second volume of his great book on the Congo if he would know
what high ground the-e was for the buoyant optimism that Stanley
everywhere inspired. . . .

In his Guildhall speech ten days ago the Prime Minister summed
up the facts in these words, weighty and unanswerable: ‘““The con-
ditions on which the Congo Free State was founded have not only
never been fulfilled; they have been continuously and habitually
violated. The country has been closed to trade, the inhabitants
have been deprived of customary rights, and subjected to a system
of forced labor; and their condition, going steadily from bad to
worse, has become the truly appalling condition which is described,
not by sensational reporters, not by hysterical (as some people call
them!)—hysterical missionaries, but in a long series of Parliamen-
tary papers, reports from our own consuls, and in the investigation
Ly Belgium itself through a commission appointed a few years ago.”

The hideous outrages which have been recorded with quiet and
unfaltering persistence by those competent and responsible observers
are ghastly beyond all words. But, friends, they are not themselves
the foundation evil. If we could be sure to-morrow that they had
come to an end, the evil would not therefore be removed. The
evil lies in the fact that the land is governed, or, rather, utilized,
not for the good of the inhabitants, but for the gain or profit of its
so-called owners in Europe. The outrages done by the native sol-
diers and petty agents are simply due to the necessities imposed on
them by their European masters of enforcing the production of the
rubber which becomes scarcer week by week. That will be brought
out for you by others. I will not dwell upon it now. The pic-
ture—my fourth picture—is simply and sadly that of a great land,
whereon high hopes were set, so degraded, neglected, and oppressed
that T suppose it would now take years of wise and tender govern-
ment even at the best to bring it back again, up again, to the level
of what was called its barbarous condition when Stanley unveiled it
thirty or forty years ago. And for that, once more, England is in
part responsible. Will spokesmen to-night be wrong in asking
you to resolve with acclamation that, if these things are to go on,
England dare not, and will not. bold her tongue?



DAVID DAVIS
(1815-1886)

KRS AvID Davis, celebrated for his independent position during a
' period of strong partisanship in the United States, was born

X in Cecil County, Maryland, March gth, 1815, but he re-
moved to Illinois at an age so early that, historically, he is completely
identified with that State. He was a Republican, strongly supporting
all the measures of that party for the restoration of the Union and the
suppression of resistance to Federal authority, but after the Civil War,
without leaving his party, he asserted his right to use his individual
judgment regardless of caucuses or of what he considered merely par-
tisan policies. This attitude, well represented in his speech of April
22d, 1879, had a great influence on the American politics of his time.
He is supposed to have been the original type of the “Statesman on
the Fence,” but the jest of partisan paragraphers did not impair his
usefulness or make him a less respectable figure historically. He was
Associate-Justice of the United States Supreme Court from 1862 to
1877 ; United States Senator from Illinois from 1877 to 1883, and from
1881 to 1883 acting Vice-President of the United States. He died at
Bloomington, Illinois, June 26th, 1886,

ON APPEAL FROM THE CAUCUS

(From the Speech on Freedom of Elections, Delivered in the United States
Senate, April 22d, 1879)

My. President:—

THE caucus is an important factor in American politics, and
both the great parties of the country employ its agency.

This is done on the theory that party action is most easily
perfected by this method. I do not complain of the mode adopted
to reach results, but as I have been for many years viewing
public affairs from an independent standpoint, it does not help
me to decide any question that may come before the Senate.
Although usually preferring to give a silent vote, I cannot suffer
this measure to be passed on without saying something on the
subject.
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The heat that has been manifested on the occaslon of this
debate has surprised me, if anything can surprise me in politics.
A stranger unaccustomed to our modes of debate would suppose
that the Union were in danger, and that the old questions, pas-
sions, prejudices, and purposes which it had been thought were
laid aside forever were again revived. And this, too, fourteen
years after the rebellion was conquered, and when there is no
complaint from any quarter that the Federal compact presses too
hard upon one section at the expense of another, and when the
Federal Government is obeyed throughout the entire South.

There does not seem to be the least ground for the excite-
ment and bitterness that have characterized the discussions in
Congress at this session, and I should be amazed were it not
that the record of all parties proves that majorities invariably
commit legislative wrongs and minorities invariably protest against
them. If it be true as charged that the success of one of the
great parties of the country means revolution and ruin to consti-
tutional liberty, of what value would be the securities of the
Government, or, indeed, any other species of prosperty? In the
nature of things, if a revolution were impending or there were any
danger apprehended to free government or popular liberty, the
Government would not be able to sell bonds at four per cent.
interest, nor the stock market in New York to maintain its pres
ent high rate.

This charge, Mr. President, is mere fiction and has no foun-
dation to rest on; but it produces infinite mischief and tends to
demoralize the country and every material interest in it, alarms
the thoughtless and timid, unsettles business and values, and
produces a state of unrest in every community. It may succeed
in winning elections, hut it cannot restore prosperity. That great
object can never be accomplished through a continuance of sec-
tional strife and the violence that accompanies it, nor do I be.
lieve the people are in the mood for this kind of politics. They
have had more than five years of harsh experience and they
want to find some mode of relief from their present sufferings
and impoverished condition. And they will honor the statesman
who contributes to the stock of knowledge on this subject rather
than the political leader who will not let the past alone.

I have no personal concern, Mr. President, in the rise and
fall of parties, but I am deeply solicitous that the affairs of
Government shall be so administered that labor seeking employ-
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ment can obtain 1it; that all industrial pursuits will be suitably
rewarded, and that heart be given to the people, North and
South, to work out of their present embarrassments, We are
one people, of the same blood and with the same destiny, and
unity of feeling is essential to lift us out of the mire and to help
us on the road to prosperity.

The different parts of our common country are so intimately
connected in trade and commerce that, as a general rule, what-
ever injuriously affects one part has a corresponding effect on
the other, and whatever benefits the one benefits the other.

It is, Mr. President, in my judgment, the imperative duty of
the hour, instead of turning the attention of the people back into
history with its animosities, to direct it to the troubled business
interests of the country and the way to relieve them.

With the past buried and discussions on living issues, the
people would soon regain confidence, which is essential in any
plan for relieving the present hard times. It may be that such
a course would affect the fortunes of parties— for both parties
in Congress on any question of practical legislation fall to pieces
— but it would have the most beneficial effect upon the fortunes
of the country.

Without intending to reflect upon the patriotism of either
party, it does appear to me that the speeches on the pending
bill do not represent the wishes or opinions of the masses of the
people of either section. Experience has taught them that legiti-
mate business principles which lead to wealth and social happi-
ness require a cessation from agitation on past subjects, and that
sound policy dictates the cultivation of peace and good-will be-
tween the sections. The country, Mr. President, cannot be pros-
perous so long as the old conflict between the North and South
is used at each recurring presidential election as an instrument-
ality of party success, and the statesman who shall rise equal to
the occasion, and put it at rest, will receive the gratitude of a
suffering people.

The bill before us is for the support of the Army for the
ensuing fiscal year. It is attacked because the sixth section alters
two provisions of the Revised Statutes, Section 2002 of these
statutes reads as follows:—

“No military or naval officer, or other person engaged in the civil,
military, or naval service of the United States, shall order, bring,
keep. or bave under his authority or control any troops ot armed
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men at the place where any general or special election is held in
any State, unless it be necessary to repel the armed enemies of the
United States, or to keep the peace at the polls.?

And Section 5528 is in these words:— .

«Every officer of the Army or Navy, or other person in the eivil,
military, or naval service of the United States who orders, brings,
keeps, or has under his authority or control any troops or armed
men at any place where a general or special election is held in any
State, unless such force be necessary to repel armed enemies of the
United States or to keep the peace at the polls, shall be fined not
more than $5,000, and suffer imprisonment at hard labor not less
than three months nor more than five years.”

These sections, though widely separated in the Revised Stat-
utes, are parts of a general law passed on the twenty-fifth of
February, 1865, “to prevent officers of the Army and Navy and
other persons engaged in the service from interfering in elec-
tions in the States.” (Statutes at Large, vol. xiii., page 437.)

The first section denounced the use of troops at elections ex-
cept in two specified cases, and the second section provided the
penalties for disobedience. The two excepted cases are when
the troops were necessary to repel the armed enemies of the
United States or to keep peace at the polls. The sixth section
of the Appropriation Bill proposes to strike from both sections
the words “or to keep the peace at the polls,” and nothing more,
so that the Army cannot be used hereafter at elections for any
purpose. As an abstract proposition, can there be any rational
objection to this? Ought the Army to be used at the polls when
there has been profound pcace for more than a decade? Does
any one believe that such a law would ever have received the
approval of the American Congress if it had becn brought for.
ward in a time of peace? It was passed when a formidable civil
war was in progress, taxing to the utmost the resources of the
country, :

In the opinion of the patriots of that day the state of feeling
in certain parts of the country was of such a character as to en-
danger peaceful elections while the war lasted, unless a military
force was kept in readiness for any outbreak of popular commo-
tion. This was the conviction that prompted the legislation, but
I venture to say no onec of the eminent men who voted for it
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intended or expected that it would remain a part of the perma.
nent law of the land. They were too well read in the lessons of
history and the traditions of the Anglo-Saxon race to believe that
a free people would tolerate—except on great emergencies like
a war waged for the maintenance of the Union—the interfer-
ence of the military in civic concerns. And they were men of
principle and did not wish it to be otherwise.

It is no new thing in time of peace to repeal a law passed in
time of war. Indeed, no wise statesman will hesitate to do it if
the law be unsuitable to the changed condition of things. It is
a part of the very nature of every man of our race to rebel
against anything which interferes with the freedom of elections,
and the days of the Republic arc numbered if the people ever
consent to place the ballot box under the protection of the bay-
onet.

But, Mr. President, this consent will never be obtained until
they have forgotten the principles of constitutional liberty and
the precedents set by the Commons of England. These prece-
dents I refrain from referring to at length, but the preamble to
an act passed in the time of George II. (1735), forbidding the
presence of troops at elections, is so appropriate that I beg leave
to read it:—

« WHEREAS, by the ancient common law of this land all elections
ought to be free; and whereas by an act passed in the third year of
the reign of King Edward I., of famous memory, it is commanded,
upon great forfeiture, that no man, by force of arms, nor by malice
or menacing, shall disturb any to make free election; and foras-
much as the freedom of elections of Members to serve in Parliament
is of the utmost consequence to the preservation of the rights and
liberties of this kingdom; and whereas it has been the usage and
practice to cause any,regiment, troop, or company, or any number of
soldiers which hath been quartered in any city, borough, town o1
place where any election of Members to serve in Parliament hath
been appointed to be made, to remove and continue out of the same
during the time of such election, except in such particular cases as
are hereinafter specified.?—*Pickering’s Statutes,? vol. xvi.

And the ‘History of Parliament’ contains this incident:—

“The military having been called in to quell an alleged riot at
Westminster election in 1741, it was resolved, December 224, ‘that
the presence of a regular body of armed soldiers at an election of
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Members to serve in Parliament is a high infringement of the lib.
erties of the subject, a manifest violation of the freedom of elections,
and an open defiance of the laws and constitution of this kingdom.’
The persons concerned in this having been ordered to attend the
House, received, ‘on their knees, a very severe reprimand from the
speaker.”— ¢ Parliament History,” vol. ix., page 326.

Can it be possible that a principle of common law—the right
of the people to have an election free from the presence of
troops—so dear to Englishmen one hundred years ago, is not
equally dear to their descendants at the present day?

Mr. President, it will require some one now living to write
accurately the history of these times, for the future historian will
be slow to believe that there was any basis on which to rest
such an inquiry in the Congress of the United States during the
latter part of the nineteenth century. Why, then, should not the
law of 1865 be altered in the manner proposed by this bill ?

It is said that Mr. Lincoln signed it, and the inference is that
it would reflect on his memory to change it. To say the least,
this is a pretty strong presumption from such a predicate. No
man loved Mr. Lincoln better or honors his memory more than
I do, nor had any one greater opportunities to learn the consti-
tution of his mind and character and his habits of thought. He
was large-hearted, wiser than those associated with him, full of
sympathy for struggling humanity, without malice, with charity
for erring man, loving his whole country with a deep devotion,
and intensely anxious to save it. Believing as I do that he was
raised up by Providence for the great crisis of the War of the
Rebellion, I have equal belief, had he lived, we would have been
spared much of the strife of these latter days, and that we now
would be on the highroad to prosperity. Such a man, hating all
forms of oppression, and deeply imbued with the principle that
induced the men of 1776 to resist the stamp tax, would never
have willingly intrusted power to any one, unless war was fla-
grant, to send troops to oversee an election.

Why, then, I repeat, should not the proposed measure pass?
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(1817-1865)

on the abolition of slavery, Henry Winter Davis became one
of the most prominent figures in American politics when in
February, 1861, President Buchanan being still in office, he denounced
the administration and demanded the use of any force necessary to pre-
serve “the unity of territory we have labored through three generations
and spent millions to create and establish.” This argument and others
related to it, as he summarized them, were decisive against the idea of
allowing the “erring sisters” of the Southern Confederacy to go in
peace. The stand thus taken by Mr. Davis was maintained throughout
the Civil War. He reported the first “plan of reconstruction,” proposed
by the Republicans in 1864, and in his speech on that occasion summa-
rized in a few sentences more clearly perhaps than they are presented
elsewhere, the constitutional difficulties which were overcome in adopt-
ing the “Civil War amendments.” e was born at Annapolis, August
16th, 1817, and died at Baltimore, December 3oth, 1865. His biogra-
phers sometimes represent that at his first election to Congress in 1854
he was already a Republican, but in 1857 he made a speech denouncing
that party as sectional, and declaring the “American” party to be the
only really national party in existence. In 1859, when he voted for the
Republican candidate for Speaker of the House of Representatives, the
Maryland legislature adopted resolutions declaring that he had for-
feited the confidence of the people. He replied in a speech on the floor
of the House that the Maryland legislature could take their message
back to their masters, for only to their masters the people was he re-
sponsible. He was re-elected to the House of Representatives as a
Republican in 1862 and served until his death,

26
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REASONS FOR REFUSING TO PART COMPANY WITH THE SOUTH

(From a Speech on the State of the Uniom, Delivered in the House of
Representatives, February 7th, 1861)
Mr. Speaker: —

E ARE at the end of the insane revel of partisan license,
which, for thirty years, has, in the United States, worn
the mask of government. We are about to close the

masquerade by the dance of death. The nations of the world
look anxiously to see if the people, ere they tread that measure,
will come to themselves.

Yet in the early youth of our national life we are already
exhausted by premature excesses. The corruption of our politi-
cal maxims has relaxed the tone of public morals and degraded
the public authorities from the terror to the accomplices of evil-
doers. Platforms for fools— plunder for thieves—offices for serv-
ice —power for ambition —unity in these essentials —diversity in
the immaterial matters of policy and legislation —charity for
every frailty —the voice of the people is the voice of God—
these maxims have sunk into the public mind, have presided at
the administration of public affairs, have almost effaced the very
idea of public duty. The Government under their disastrous in-
fluence has gradually ceased to fertilize the fields of domestic
and useful legislation, and pours itself, like an impetuous torrent,
along the barren ravine of party and sectional strife. It has
been shorn of every prerogative that wore the austere aspect of
authority and power.

“The President, no longer preceded by the fasces and the ax,
—the emblems of supreme authority,—greets every popular
clamor with wreathed smiles and gracious condescension, is de-
graded to preside in the palace of the nation over the distribu-
tion of spoils among wrangling victors, dedicates his great powers
to forge or find arms to perpetuate partisan warfare at the ex-
pense of the public peace. . The original ideas of the Constitu-
tion have faded from men’s minds. That the United States is a
government entitled to respect and command; that the Constitu-
tion furnishes a remedy for every grievance and a mode of
redress for every wrong; that the States are limited within their
spheres, are charged with no duties to each other, and bear no
relation to the other States excepting through their common
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head, the Government of the United States; that those in author-
ity alone are charged with power to repress public disorder, and
compose the public discontents, restrain the conduct of the peo-
ple and of the States within the barriers of the Constitution —
these salutary principles have faded from the popular heart with
the great interests which the Government is charged to protect,
and has gradually allowed to escape from its grasp. Congress
has ceased to regulate commerce, to protect domestic industry,
to encourage our commercial marine, to regulate the currency, to
promote internal commerce by internal improvements-— almost
every power useful to the people in its exercise has been denied
and abandoned, or so limited in its exercise as to be useless; its
whole activity has been dedicated to expansion abroad and ac-
quiring and retaining power at home, till men have forgotten
that the Union is a blessing, and that they owe to the United
States allegiance paramount to that to their respective States.
The consequence of this demoralization is that States, with-
out regard to the Federal Government, assume to stand face to
face and wage their own quarrels, to adjust their own difficulties,
to impute to each other every wrong, to insist that individual
States shall remedy every grievance, and they denounce failure
to do so as cause of civil war between the States; and as if the
Constitution were silent and dead, and the power of the Union
utterly inadequate to keep the peace between them, unconstitu-
tional commissioners flit from State to State, or assemble at the
national capital to counsel peace or instigate war, Sir, these are
the causes which lie at the bottom of the present dangers.
These causes, which have rendered them possible and made them
serious, must be removed before they can ever be permanently
cured. They shake the fabric of our national Government. It
is to this fearful demoralization of the Government and the peo-
ple that we must ascribe the disastrous defections which now
perplex us with the fear of change in all that constituted our
greatness, The operation of the Government has been with-
drawn from the great public interests, in order that compet-
ing parties might not be embarrassed in the struggle for power
by diversities of opinion upon questions of policy; and the pub-
lic mind, in that struggle, has been exclusively turned on the
slavery question, which no interest required to be touched by
any department of this Government. On that subject there are
widely marked diversities of opinion and interest in the different
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ons of the Confederacy, with few mediating influences to
soften the collision. In the struggle for party power, the two
great regions of the country have been brought face to face upon
this most dangerous of all subjects of agitation. The authority
of the Government was relaxed just when its power was about
to be assailed; and the people, emancipated from every control,
and their passions inflamed by the fierce struggle for the presi-
dency, were the easy prey of revolutionary audacity.

Within two months after a formal, peaceful, regular election
of the Chief Magistrate of the United States, in which the whole
body of the people of cvery State competed with zeal for the
prize, without any new event intervening. without any new griev-
ances alleged, without any new menaces having been made, we
have seen, in the short course of one month, a small portion of
the population of six States transcend the bounds at a single
leap at once of the State and the national constitutions; usurp the
extraordinary prerogative of repealing the supreme law of the
land; exclude the great mass of their fellow-citizens from the pro-
tection of the Constitution; declare themselves emancipated from
the obligations which the Constitution pronounces to be supreme
over them and over their laws; arrogate to themselves all the
prerogatives of independent power; rescind the acts of cession of
the public property; occupy the public offices; seize the fortresses
of the United States confided to the faith of the people among
whom they were placed; embezzle the public arms concentrated
there for the defense of the United States; array thousands of
men in arms against the United States; and actually wage war
on the Union by besieging two of their fortresses and firing on
a vessel bearing, under the flag of the United States, reinforce-
ments and provisions to one of them. The very boundaries of
right and wrong seem obliterated when we see a cabinet minis-
ter engaged for months in deliberately changing the distribu-
tion of public arms to places in the hands of those about to
resist the public authority, so as to place within their grasp
means of waging war against the United States greater than
they ever used against a foreign foe; and another cabinet min-
ister, still holding his commission under the authority of the
United States, still a confidential adviser of the President, still
bound by his oath to support the Constitution of the United
States, himself a commissioner from his own State to another of
the United States, for the purpose of organizing and extending
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another part of the same great scheme of rebellion; and the
doom of the Republic seems sealed when the President, sur-
rounded by such ministers, permits, without rebuke, the Govern.
ment to be betrayed, neglects the solemn warning of the first
soldier of the age, till almost every fort is a prey to domestic
treason, and accepts assurances of peace in his time at the ex-
pense of leaving the national honor unguarded. His message
gives aid and comfort to the enemies of the Union, by avowing
his inability to maintain its integrity; and, paralyzed and stupefied,
he stands amid the crash of the falling Republic, still muttering,
“Not in my time, not in my time; after me the deluge!”

Sir, history, by her prophet Tacitus, has drawn his character
for posterity — Major privato visus dum privatus fuit, et consensu
omnium capax imperii nist imperasset. Yes, sir, “ nisi imperasset®
James Buchanan might have passed to the grave as one of the
men of the Republic equal to every station he filled and not in-
competent for the highest. The acquisition of supreme power
has revealed his incapacity and crowns him with the unenviable
honor of the chief destroyer of his country’s greatness.

We have, Mr. Speaker, this day to deal, in a great measure,
with the consequences of his incapacity. Persons usurping power
in six or seven States have thrown off their allegiance to the
United States. It was fondly hoped that it was only temporary,
possibly a desperate contrivance to restore the chief actors to
power; but we are now authoritatively informed, by the response
of South Carolina to the kindly messenger from Virginia, that
their position is permanently fixed; that they desire to have, and
will have, no further political connection with the United States;
and a distinguished gentleman, until within one month a member
of the Senate of the United States, recently elected president of
the revolutionary convention at Montgomery, has informed us in
his inaugural speech that it is their purpose finally to sever their
connection with the United States and to take all the conse.
quences of organizing an independent republic.

Mr. Speaker, we are driven to one of two alternatives; we
must recognize what we have been told more than once upon
this floor is an accomplished fact—the independence of the re-
bellious States—or we must refuse to acknowledge it, and accept
all the responsibilities that attach to that refusal. Recognize
them! Abandon the Gulf and coast of Mexico; surrender
the forts of the United States; yield the privilege of free com.



HENRY WINTER DAVIS 31
»

merce and free intercourse; strike down the guarantees of the
Constitution for our fellow-citizens in all that wide region; create
a thousand miles of interior frontier to be furnished with in-
ternal customhouses, and armed with internal forts, themselves
to be a prey to the next caprice of State sovereignty; organize a
vast standing army, -eady at a moment’s warning to resist
aggression; create upon our southern boundary a perpetual foot-
hold for foreign powers, whenever caprice, ambition, or hostility
may see fit to invite the despot of France or the aggressive
power of England to attack us upon our undefended frontier;
sever that unity of territory which we have spent millions, and
labored through three generations, to create and establish; pull
down the flag of the United States and take a lower station
among the nations of the earth; abandon the high prerogative of
leading the march of freedom, the hope of struggling national-
ities, the terror of frowning tyrants, the boast of the world, the
light of liberty — to become the sport and prey of despots whose
thrones we consolidate by our fall—to be greeted by Mexico
with the salutation: “Art thou also become weak as we? art
thou become like unto us?” This is recognition.

Refuse to recognize! We must not coerce a State in the
peaceful process of secession. We must not coerce a State en-
gaged in the peaceful process of firing into a United States ves-
sel, to prevent the reinforcement of a United States fort. We
must not coerce States which, without any declaration of war, or
any act of hostility of any kind, have united, as have Mississippi,
Florida, and Louisiana, their joint forces to seize a public fortress.
We must not coerce a State which has planted cannon upon its
shores to prevent the free navigation of the Mississippi. We
must not coerce a State which has robbed the United States
Treasury. This is peaceful secession!

Mr. Speaker, I do not design to quarrel with gentlemen about
words. I do not wish to say one word which will exasperate
the already too much inflamed state of the public mind; but 1
say that the Constitution of the United States and the laws made
in pursuance thereof must be enforced; and they who stand
across the path of that enforcement must either destroy the
power of the United States or it will destroy them.
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CONSTITUTIONAL DIFFICULTIES OF RECONSTRUCTION
(From a Speech in the House of Representatives, March 22d, 1864)

Myr. Speaker : —

HE bill which I am directed by the committee on the rebel-
lious States to report is one which provides for the resto-
ration of civil government in States whose governments

have been overthrown. It prescribes such conditions as will se-
cure not only civil government to the people of the rebellious
States, but will also secure to the people of the United States
permanent peace after the suppression of the rebellion. The bill
challenges the support of all who conmsider slavery the cause of
the rebellion. . . . When military opposition shall have been
suppressed, not merely paralyzed, driven into a corner, pushed
back, but gone, the horrid vision of civil war vanished from the
South, then call upon the people to reorganize in their own way,
subject to the conditions that we think essential to our permanent
peace, and to prevent the revival hereafter of the rebellion—
a republican government in the form that the people of the
United States can agree to.

Now, for that purpose there are three modes indicated. One
is to remove the cause of the war by an alteration of the Con-
stitution of the United States, prohibiting slavery everywhere
within its limits. That, sir, goes to the root of the matter, and
.should consecrate the nation’s triumph. But there are thirty-four
States; three-fourths of them wauld be twenty-six. I believe
there are twenty-five States represented in this Congress; so that
we on that basis cannot change the Constitution. It is, therefore,
a condition precedent in that view of the case that more States
shall have governments organized within them, .

The next plan is that inaugurated by the President of the
United States in the proclamation of the eighth of December,
called the Amnesty Proclamation. That proposes no guardianship
of the United States over the reorganization of the governments,
no law to prescribe who shall vote, no civil functionaries to see
that the law is faithfully executed, no supervising authority to
control and judge of the election. But if in any manner by
the toleration of martial law, lately proclaimed the fundamental
law, under the dictation of any military authority, or under the
prescription of a provost marshal, something in the form of a
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government shall be presented, represented to rest on the votes
of one-tenth of the population, the President will recognize that,
provided it does not contravene the proclamation of freedom and
the laws of Congress; and to secure that an oath is exacted.
There is no guaranty of law to watch over the organization of
that government. It may be recognized by the military power,
and not recognized by the civil power, so that it would have a
doubtful existence, half civil and half military, neither a tempo-
rary government by law of Congress nor a State government,
something as unknown to the Constitution as the rebel govern-
ment that refuses to recognize it. ‘The only prescription is that
it shall not contravene the provisions of the proclamation. Sir,
if that proclamation be valid, then we are relieved from all
trouble on that score. But if that proclamation be not valid,
then the oath to support it is without legal sanction, for the
President can ask no man to bind himself by an oath to support
an unfounded proclamation or an unconstitutional law even for a
moment, still less after it shall have been declared void by the
Supreme Court of the United States.

By the bill we propose to preclude the judicial question by
the solution of a political question. How so? By the paramount
power of Congress to reorganize governments in those States, to
impose such conditions as it thinks necessary to secure the per-
manence of republican government, to refuse to recognize any
governments there which do not prohibit slavery forever. Aye,
gentlemen, take the responsibility to say in the face of those
who clamor for the speedy recognition of governments tolerating
slavery, that the safety of the people of the United States is the
supreme law; that their will is the supreme rule of law, and that
we are authorized to pronounce their will on this subject. They
take the responsibility to say that we will revise the judgments of
our ancestors; that we have experience written in blood which they
had not; that we find now what they darkly doubted, that slavery
is really radically inconsistent with the permanence of republican
governments; and that being charged by the supreme law of the
land on our conscience and judgment to guarantee, that is to
continue, maintain, and enforce, if it exist, to institute and restore,
when overthrown, republican government throughout the broad
limits of the Republic, we will weed out every element of their
policy which we think incompatible with its permanence and en-

durance. The purpose of the bill is to preclude the judicial
$§—3
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question of the validity and effect of the President’s proclamation
by the decision of the political authority in reorganizing the
State governments. It makes the rule of decision the provisions
of the State constitution, which, when recognized by Congress,
can be questioned in no court; and it adds to the authority of
the proclamation the sanction of Congress. If gentlemen say
that the Constitution does not bear that construction, we will go
before the people of the United States on that question, and by
their judgment we will abide.
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federacy (1861-65), has a rmlxtary directness of style in
keeping with the West Point education which seems to have
influenced his character more than any other single factor in its forma-
tion. He never hesitates for words, nor does he delay their flow to seek
for ornament. His farewell to the United States Senate in 1861 and
his inaugural as President of the Southern Confederacy have an un-
adorned simplicity which shows his consciousness of the importance
of both occasions and his determination not to allow superfluous trope
or forced metaphor to compromise him in the eyes of posterity. His
speech against Clay in 1850 shows the same characteristics. In less
than half a dozen lines in this speech, Mr, Davis announced the end of
the era of compromise and put himself at the head of those at the
South who were in favor of meeting sectional issues without further
postponement.

He was born in Christian County, Kentucky, June 3d, 1808. His
family, which removed to Mississippi in his infancy, sent him back to
Transylvania University in Kentucky to be educated, but transferred
him from it to West Point, where he graduated in 1828. From his
graduation until 1835, he served in the United States Army, resigning
as a lieutenant of dragoons in that year to begin life on a plantation in
Mississippi. He was active in the politics of his State from the time
of his resignation from the army until the organization of the Confed-
eracy. Elected to Congress in 1844, he resigned to take part in the
Mexican War. Wounded at the battle of Buena Vista, where he great-
ly distinguished himself, he was sent, while still on crutches, to repre-
sent Mississippi in the United States Senate. Serving in the Senate
from 1847 to 1851, he was Secretary of War in the Cabinet of Presi-
dent Pierce from 1853 to 1857, and United States Senator a second time
from 1857 to 1861. When he left the Senate after the secession
of Mississippi, he was chosen President of the Confederacy with-
out effort on his part to secure the place. Indeed, his severe
ideas of personal dignity would never have allowed him to in-
trigue for any office. After the collapse of the Confederacy, he
was confined for two years in Fortress Monroe, but was released
without being brought to trial on the indictment for treason which
38




36 JEFFERSON DAVIS

had been found against him. He died in New Orleans, December
6th, 1889. At the South the idea that he was individually or dis-
tinctively responsible for the Civil War, or for the action taken by
the Southern States, has never gained acceptance. He has been
regarded merely as a representative man, one of many such, obey-
ing in public life the will of his constituency as far as it accorded
with his own sense of propriety. This was his own theory of
his position in history. From 1850 to 1860 in public and private
he repeatedly asserted his devotion to the Union, coupling such
assertions with warnings of the growing excitement among his con-
stituents and with repeated enunciations of his determination to be
governed by their will and their interests as a consideration para-
mount to all others. At the South from 1861 to 1865, he was often
and hotly attacked, but from the surrender at Appomattox until
his death, his friends and his enemies among ex-Confederates ac-
cepted him as the historical representative of the “Lost Cause” and
defended him against all attack. While he lacked the faculty of in-
spiring the enthusiastic devotion which was a spontaneous tribute
to such leaders as Robert E. Lee, he had the high regard of all
who knew him intimately and the respect of all who sympathized
with his views. Mr. Reagan, of Texas, a member of his Cabinet,
called him “the most devout Christian I ever knew and the most
self-sacrificing of men.” W. V. B.

ANNOUNCING THE SECESSION OF MISSISSIPPI
(Delivered on Retiring from the United States Senate, January 21st, 1861)

RISE, Mr. President, for the purpose of announcing to the

Senate that I have satisfactory evidence that the State of

Mississippi, by a solemn ordinance of her people in conven-
tion assembled, has declared her scparation from the United
States. Under these circumstances, of course my functions are
terminated here. It has seemed to me proper, however, that I
should appear in the Senate to announce that fact to my asso-
ciates, and I will say but very little more. The occasion does
not invite me to go into argument, and my physical condition
would not permit me to do so if it were otherwise; and yet it
seems to become me to say something on the part of the State
I here represent, on an occasion so solemn as this,

It is known to Senators who have served with me here that
I have for many years advocated, as an essential attribute of
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State sovereignty, the right of a State to secede from the Union.
Therefore, if I had not believed there was justifiable cause; if I
had thought that Mississippi was acting without sufficient provo-
cation or without an existing necessity, I should still, under my
theory of the Government, because of my allegiance to the State
of which I am a citizen, have been bound by her action. I,
however, may bc permitted to say that I do think she has justi-
fiable cause, and I approve of her act. I conferred with her
people before that act was taken, counseled them then that if
the state of things which they apprehended should exist when
the convention met, they should take the action which they have
now adopted.

I hope none who hear me will confound this expression of
mine with the advqcacy of the right of a State to remain in the
Union, and to disregard its constitutional obligations by the nul-
lification of the law. Such is not my theory. Nullification and
secession, so often confounded, are indeed antagonistic principles.
Nullification is a remedy which it is sought to apply within the
Union, and against the agent of the States. It is only to be
justified when the agent has violated his constitutional obligation,
and a State, assuming to judge for itself, denies the right of the
agent thus to act, and appeals to the other States of the Union
for a decision; but when the States themselves, and when the
people of the States have so acted as to convince us that they
will not regard our constitutional rights, then, and then for the
first time, arises the doctrine of secession in its practical appli-
cation.

A great man who now reposes with his fathers, and who has
been often arraigned for a want of fealty to the Union, advo
cated the doctrine of Nullification, because it preserved the Union.
It was because of his deep-seated attachment to the Union, his
determination to find some remedy for existing ills short of a
severance of the ties which bound South Carolina to the other
States, that Mr. Calhoun advocated the doctrine of Nullification,
which he proclaimed to be peaceful, to be within the limits of
State power, not to disturb the Union, but only to be a means
of bringing the agent before the tribunal of the States for their
judgment.

Secession belongs to a different class of remedies. It is to be
justified upon the basis that the States are sovereign. There was
a time when none denied it. I hope the time may come again
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when a better comprehension of the theory of our Government
and the inalienable rights of the people of the States will pre-
vent any one from denying that each State is a sovereign, and
thus may reclaim the grants which it has made to any agent
whomsoever. .

I therefore say I concur in the action of the people of Mis-
sissippi, believing it to be necessary and proper, and I should have
been bound by their action if my belief had been otherwise; and
this brings me to the important point which I wish on this last
occasion to present to the Senate. It is by this confounding of
nullification and secession that the name of a great man, whose
ashes now mingle with his mother earth, has been invoked to
justify coercion against a seceded State. The phrase, “to execute
the laws,” was an expression which General Jackson applied to
the case of a State refusing to obey the laws while yet a mem-
ber of the Union. That is not the case which is now presented.
The laws are to be executed over the United States, and upon
the people of the United States. They have no relation to any
foreign country. It is a perversion of terms, at least it is a
great misapprehension of the case, which cites that expression
for application to a State which has withdrawn from the Union.
You may make war on a foreign State. If it be the purpose of
gentlemen, they may make war against a State which has with-
drawn from the Union; but there are no laws of the United
States to be executed within the limits of a seceded State. A
State finding herself in the condition in which Mississippi has
judged she is, in which her safety requires that she should pro-
vide for the maintenance of her rights out of the Union, surren-
ders all the benefits (and they are known to be many), deprives
herself of the advantages (they are known to be great), severs
all the ties of affection (and they are close and enduring), which
have bound her to the Union; and thus divesting herself of every
benefit, taking upon herself every burden, she claims to be ex-
empt from any power to execute the laws of the United States
within her limits.

I well remember an occasion when Massachusetts was ar-
raigned before the bar of the Senate, and when then the doctrine
of coercion was rife and to be applied against her because of the
rescue of a fugitive slave in Boston. My opinion then was the
same that it is now. Not in a spirit of egotism, but to show
that I am not influenced in my opinion because the case is my
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own, I refer to that time and that occasion as containing the
opinion which I then entertained, and on which my present con-
duct is based. I then said, if Massachusetts, following her through
a stated line of conduct, chooses to take the last step which sep-
arates her from the Union, it is her right to go, and I will nei-
ther vote one dollar nor one man to coerce her back; but will
say to her, God speed, in memory of the kind associations which
once existed between her and the other States.

It has been a conviction of pressing necessity, it has been a
belief that we are to be deprived in the Union of the rights
which our fathers bequeathed to us, which has brought Mississippi
into her present decision. She has heard proclaimed the theory
that all men are created free and equal, and this made the basis
of an attack upon her social institutions; and the sacred Declar-
ation of Independence has been invoked to maintain the position
of the equality of the races. That Declaration of Independence
is to be construed by the circumstances and purposes for which
it was made. The communities were declaring their independ-
ence; the people of those communities were asserting that no
man was born—to use the language of Mr. Jefferson — booted
and spurred to ride over the rest of mankind; that men were
created equal— meaning the men of the political community;
that there was no divine right to rule; that no man inherited the
right to govern; that there were no classes by which power and
place descended to families, but that all stations were equally
within the grasp of each member of the body politic. These
were the great principles they announced; these were the pur-
poses for which they made their declaration; these werc the ends
to which their enunciation was directed. They have no refer-
ence to the slave; else, how happened it that among the items of
arraignment made against George IIL. was that he endeavored to
do just what the North has been endeavoring of late to do—to
stir up insurrection among our slaves? Had the Declaration an-
nounced that the negroes were free and equal, how was the
Prince to be arraigned for stirring up insurrection among them?
And how was this to be enumerated among the high crimes
which caused the colonies to sever their connection with
the mother country? When our Constitution was formed, the
same idea was rendered more palpable, for there we find provi-
sion made for that very class of persons as property; they were
not put upon the footing of equality with white men —not even
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upon that of paupers and convicts; but, so far as representation
was concerned, were discriminated against as a lower caste, only
to be represented in the numerical proportion of three-fifths.

Then, Senators, we recur to the compact which binds us to-
gether; we recur to the principles upon which our Government
was founded; and when you deny them, and when you deny to
us the right to withdraw from a Government which, thus per-
verted, threatens to be destructive of our rights, we but tread in
the path of our fathers when we proclaim our independence, and
take the hazard. This is done not in hostility to others, not to
injure any section of the country, not even for our own pecuniary
benefit, but from the high and solemn motive of defending and
protecting the rights we inherited, and which it is our sacred
duty to transmit unshorn to our children.

I find in myself, perhaps, a type of the general feeling of my
constituents towards yours. I am sure I feel no hostility to you,
Senators from the North. I am sure there is not one of you,
whatever sharp discussion there may have been between us, to
whom I cannot now say, in the presence of my God, I wish you
well; and such I am sure is the feeling of the people whom I
represent towards those whom you represent. I therefore feel
that I but express their desire when I say I hope, and they hope,
for peaceful relations with you, though we must part. They may
be mutually beneficial to us in the future, as they have been in
the past, if you so will it. The reverse may bring disaster on
every portion of the country; and if you will have it thus, we
will invoke the God of our fathers, who delivered them from
the power of the lion, to protect us from the ravages of the
bear; and thus, putting our trust in God and in our own firm
hearts and strong arms, we will vindicate the right as best
we may.

In the course of my service here, associated at different times
with a great variety of Senators, I see now around me some
with whom I have served long; there have been points of colli-
sion, but whatever of offense there has been to me, I leave
here; I carry with me no hostile remembrance. Whatever offense
I have given which has not been redressed, or for which satisfac-
tion has not been demanded, I have, Senators, in this hour of
our parting, to offer you my apology for any pain which in heat
of discussion I have inflicted. I go hence unencumbered of the
remembrance of any injury received, and having discharged the
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duty of making the only reparation in my power for any injury
offered.

Mr. President and Senators, having made the announcement
which the occasion seemed to me to require, it only remains for
me to bid you a final adieu.

INAUGURAL ADDRESS OF 1861
(Delivered at Montgomery, Alabama, Monday, February 18th, 1861)

Gentlemen of the Congress of the Confederate States of America, Friends
and Fellow-Citizens : —

ALLED to the difficult and responsible station of Chief Exec-
C utive of the provisional government which you have insti-

tuted, I approach the discharge of the duties assigned to
me with a humble distrust of my abilities, but with a sustain-
ing confidence in the wisdom of those who are to guide and aid
me in the administration of public affairs, and an abiding faith
in the virtue and patriotism of the people.

Looking forward to the speedy establishment of a permanent
government to take the place of this, and which, by its greater
moral and physical power, will be better able to combat with the
many difficulties which arise from the conflicting interests of
separate nations, I enter upon the duties of thz office to which
I have been chosen with the hope that the beginning of our
career, as a Confederacy, may not be obstructed by hostile opposi-
tion to our enjoyment of the separate existence and independence
which we have asserted, and, with the blessing of Providence,
intend to maintain. OQOur present condition, achieved in a man-
ner unprecedented in the history of nations, illustrates the
American idea that governments rest upon the consent of the
governed, and that it is the right of the people to alter or abol-
ish governments whenever they become destructive of the ends
for which they were established.

The declared purpose of the compact of union from which we
have withdrawn was ®to establish justice, insure domestic tran-
quillity, provide for the common defense, promote the general
welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and
our posterity”; and when in the judgment of the sovereign States
now composing this Confederacy it had been perverted from the
purposes for which it was ordained, and had ceased to answer
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the ends for which it was established, a peaceful appeal to the
ballot box declared that so far as they were concerned, the Gov-
ernment created by that compact should cease to exist. In this
they merely asserted a right which the Declaration of Independ-
ence of 1776 had defined to be inalienable, Of the time and oc-
casion for its exercise, they as sovereigns were the final judges,
each for itself. The impartial and enlightened verdict of man-
kind will vindicate the rectitude of our conduct, and he, who
knows the hearts of men, will judge of the sincerity with which
we labored to preserve the government of our fathers in its
spirit. The right solemnly proclaimed at the birth of the States
and which has been affirmed and reaffirmed in the bills of rights
of States subsequently admitted into the Union of 1789, undenia-
bly recognizes in the people the power to resume the authority
delegated for the purposes of government. Thus the sovereign
States, here represented, proceeded to form this Confederacy, and
it is by abuse of language that their act has been denominated
a revolution. They formed a new alliance, but within each State
its government has remained, and the rights of person and prop-
erty have not been disturbed. The agent, through whom they
communicated with foreign nations, is changed; but this does not
necessarily interrupt their international relations.

Sustained by the consciousness that the transition from the
former Union to the present Confederacy has not proceeded from
a disregard on our part of just obligations, or any failure to per-
form any constitutional duty; moved by no interest or passion to
invade the rights of others; anxious to cultivate peace and com-
merce with all nations, if we may not hope to avoid war, we may
at least expect that posterity will aquit us of having needlessly
engaged in it. Doubly justified by the absence of wrong on our
part, and by wanton aggression on the part of others, there can
be no cause to doubt that the courage and patriotism of the
people of the Confederate States will be found equal to any
measures of defense which honor and security may require.

An agricultural people, whose chief interest is the export of a
commodity required in every manufacturing country, our true
policy is peace and the freest trade which our necessities will
permit. It is alike our interest, and that of all those to whom
we would sell and from whom we would buy, that there should
be the fewest practicable restrictions upon the interchange of
commodities. There can be but little rivalry between ours and
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any manufacturing or navigating community, such as the north.
eastern States of the American Union. It must follow, there-
fore, that a mutual interest would invite good-will and kind
offices. If, however, passion or the lust of dominion should
cloud the judgment or inflame the ambition of those States, we
must prepare to mcet the emergency, and to maintain, by the
final arbitrament of the sword, the position which we have
assumed among the nations of the earth. We have entered upon
the career of independence, and it must be inflexibly pursued.
Through many years of controversy with our late associates, the
Northern States, we have vainly endeavored to secure tranquillity
and to obtain respect for the rights to which we are entitled.
As a necessity, not a choice, we have resorted to the remedy of
separation; and henceforth our energies must be directed to the
conduct of our own affairs and the perpetuity of the Confederacy
which we have formed. If a just perception of mutual interest
shall permit us peaceably to pursue our separate political career,
my most earnest desire will have been fulfilled; but if this be
denied to us, and the integrity of our territory and jurisdiction
be assailed, it will but remain for us, with firm resolve, to appeal
to arms and invoke the blessings of Providence on a just cause.

As a consequence of our new condition, and with a view to
meet anticipated wants, it will be necessary to provide for the
speedy and efficient organization of branches of the Executive
Department, having special charge of foreign intercourse, finance,
military affairs, and the postal service.

For purposes of defense, the Confederate States may, under
ordinary circumstances, rely mainly upon the militia; but it is
deemed advisable in the present condition of affairs that there
should be a well-instructed and disciplined army, more numerous
than would usually be required on a peace establishment. I also
suggest that for the protection of our harbors and commerce on
the high seas a navy adapted to those objects will be required.
These necessities have doubtless engaged the attention of Con-
gress. .

With a Constitution differing only from that of our fathers
in so far as it is explanatory of their well-known intent, freed
from the sectional conflicts which have interfered with the pus-
suit of the general welfare, it is not unreasonable to expect that
States from which we have recently parted may seek to unite
their fortunes with ours under the Government which we heve
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instituted. For this your Constitution makes adequate provision;
but beyond this, if I mistake not the judgment and will of the
people, a re-union with the States from which we have separated
is neither practicable nor desirable. To increase the power, de-
velop the resources, and promote the happiness of the Confeder-
acy, it is requisite that there should be so much homogeneity
that the welfare of every portion shall be the aim of the whole.
Where this does not exist, antagonisms are engendered which
must and should result in separation.

Actuated solely by the desire to preserve our own rights and
promote our own welfare, the separation of the Confederate
States has been marked by no aggression upon others and fol-
lowed by no domestic convulsion. Our industrial pursuits have
received no check; the cultivation of our fields has progressed as
heretofore; and even should we be involved in war, there would
be no considerable diminution in the production of the staples
which have constituted our exports, and in which the commercial
world has an interest scarcely less than our own. This common
interest of the producer and consumer can only be interrupted
by an exterior force, which should obstruct its transmission to
foreign markets—a course of conduct which would be as unjust
tuwards us as it would be detrimental to manufacturing and com-
mercial interests abroad. Should reason guide the action of the
Government from which we have separated, a policy so detri-
mental to the civilized world, the Northern States included,
could not be dictated by even the strongest desire to inflict in-
jury upon us; but if otherwise, a terrible responsibility will rest
upon it, and the suffering of millions will bear testimony to the
folly and wickedness of our aggressors. In the meantime, there
will remain to us, besides the ordinary means before suggested,
the well-known resources for retaliation upon the commerce of
the enemy.

Experience in public stations of subordinate grades to this
which your kindness has conferred has taught me that care and
toil and disappointment are the price of official elevation. You
will see many errors to forgive, many deficiencies to tolerate,
but you shall not find in me either a want of zeal or fidelity to
the cause that is to me highest in hope and of most enduring
affection. Your generosity has bestowed upon me an undeserved
distinction —one which I neither sought nor desired. Upon the
continuance of that sentiment, and upon your wisdom and patri-
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otism I rely to direct and support me in the performance of the
duty required at my hands.

We have changed the constituent parts but not the system of
our ‘Government. The Constitution formed by our fathers is
that of these Confederate States in their exposition of it; and in
the judicial construction it has received, we bave a light which
reveals its true meaning.

Thus instructed as to the just interpretation of the instru-
ment, and ever remembering that all offices are but trusts held
for the people and that delegated powers are to be strictly con-
strued, I will hope by due diligence in the performance of my
duties, though I may disappoint your expectations, yet to retain,
when retiring, something of the good-will and confidence which
welcomed my entrance into office.

It is joyous, in the midst of perilous times, to look around
upon a people united in heart, where one purpose of high resolve
animates and actuates the whole—where the sacrifices to be
made are not weighed in the balance against honor and right
and liberty and equality. Obstacles may retard — they cannot
long prevent—the progress of a movement sanctified by its jus-
tice and sustained by a virtuous people. Reverently let us
invoke the God of our fathers to guide and protect us in our
efforts to perpetuate the principles which, by his blessing, they
were able to vindicate, establish, and transmit to their posterity;
and with a continuance of his favor, ever gratefully acknowl-
edged, we may hopefully look forward to success, to peace, and
to prosperity.

AGAINST CLAY AND COMPROMISE

(From a Speech Delivered in the Senate, February i4th, 1850, “The Senate
Having in Committee of the Whole the Resolutions Submitted by Mr.
Clay ® on the Admission of California)

F, SIR, the spirit of sectional aggrandizement, or, if gentlemen
prefer, this love they bear the African race, shall cause the
disunion of these States, the last chapter of our history will

be a sad commentary upon the justice and the wisdom of our
people. That this Union, replete with blessings to its own citi-
zens and diffusive of hope to the rest of mankind, should fall a
victim to a selfish aggrandizement and a pseudo philanthropy,
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prompting one portion of the Union to war upon the domestic
rights and peace of another, would be a deep reflection on the
good sense and patriotism of our day and generation. But, sir,
if this last chapter in our history shall ever be written, the reflect-
ive reader will ask, Whence proceeded this hostility of the North
against the South? He will find it there recorded that the
South, in opposition to her own immediate interests, engaged
with the North in the unequal struggle of the Revolution. He
will find again that when Northern seamen were impressed, their
brethren of the South considered it cause for war, and entered
warmly into the contest with the haughty power then claiming
to be mistress of the seas. He will find that the South, afar off,
unseen and unheard, toiling in the pursuits of agriculture, had
filled the shipping, and supplied the staple for manufactures,
which enriched the North. He will find that she was the great
consumer of Northern fabrics —that she not only paid for these
their fair value in the markets of the world, but that she also
paid their increased value, derived from the imposition of revenue
duties. And if, still further, he seek for the cause of this hos-
tility, it at last is to be found in the fact that the South held
the African race in bondage, being the descendants of those who
were mainly purchased from the people of the North, And this
was the great cause. For this the North claimed that the South
should be restricted from future growth —that around her should
be drawn, as it were, a sanitary cordon to prevent the extension
of a moral leprosy; and if for that it shall be written the South
resisted, it would be but in keeping with every page she has
added to the history of our country.
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b2 ICHAEL DAVITT has been one of the most forceful men of his
generation, made so by the intensity of his hatred of op-
L pression. He was born in the village of Straide, County
Mayo, Ireland, in 1846. His father belonged to the humblest class of
Irish tenant-farmers and Michael's career was determined by the
eviction of the family from their holding. This forced them to emi-
grate to England where Michael, while still a boy, lost his arm in a
Lancashire cotton factory. As he could not support himself by man-
ual labor, his family managed to give him the rudiments of an
education—for a mind like his, enough to serve as the key to all
knowledge. He went from school to a printing office, and in 1866
began in the Fenian movement the career which has made him cele-
brated all over the English-speaking world. He has been without
doubt the most effective Irish Nationalist of his generation and has
paid for his effectiveness by undergoing repeated imprisonment.
One of his convictions was for “treason-felony,” and he served over
seven years of the fifteen-year sentence through which it was sought
to silence his eloquent protests against abuses.

IRELAND A NATION, SELF-CHARTERED AND SELF-RULED
(From the Address in Mechanics’' Hall, Boston, December 8th, 1878)

HEN we appeal to mankind for the justice of our cause, we
must assume the attitude of a united, because an earnest,
people, and show reason why we refuse to accept ou

political annihilation. We can only do this by the thoroughness
of purpose which should actuate, and the systematic exertions
which alone can justify, us in claiming the recognition due to a
country which has never once acquiesced in its subjugation, nor
abandoned its resolve to be free. Viewing that country then, as
she presents herself to-day, the problem of her redemption may
be put in this formula: Given the present social and political
condition of Ireland, with the spirit, national tendencies, physical
47
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and moral forces of her people—together with the power, influ.
ence, and policy arrayed against them—to indicate what should
be the plans pursued, and action adopted, whereby the condition
of our people could be materially improved, in efforts tending to
raise them to their rightful position as a Nation.

I confess to the difficulty of solving such a problem, but not;
so much as to the putting it into practice if theoretically demon-
strated; but—

« Right endeavor’s not in vain—
Its reward is in the doing;
And the rapture of pursuing,

Is the prize the vanquished gain.®

Let us see if we can discover a key to the difficulty of the
Irish question. I will assume that there are certain matters or
contingencies important to or affecting the Irish race which are
of equal interest to its people (irrespective of what differences of
opinion there may be amongst them on various other concerns),
—such as the preservation of the distinctive individuality of the
race itself among peoples; the earning for it that respect and
prestige to which it is by right and inheritance entitled, by striv-
ing for its improvement, physically and morally, and its intellec.
tual and social advancement, revival of its ancient language, etc.;
and that there are past occurrences and sectional animosities
which all classes must reasonably desire to prevent in future, for
the honor and welfare of themselves and country,—such as re-
ligious feuds and provincial antipathies. 1 will also assume that
the raising of our peasant population from the depths of social
misery to which it has been sunk by an unjust land system
would meet with the approval of most classes in Ireland, and re-
ceive the moral co-operation of Irishmen abroad, as would also
the improvement of the dwellings of our agricultural population,
which project, I also assume, would be accepted and supported
by all parties in Irish political life. Without particularizing any
further measures for the common good of our people, for which
political parties cannot refuse to mutually co-operate, if consistent
with their raison d’étre as striving for their country's welfare, I
think it will be granted that Nationalists (pronounced or quies.
cent), Obstructionists, Home Rulers, Repealers, and others, could
unite in obtaining the reforms already enumerated by concerted
action on and by whatever means the present existing state of
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affairs in Ireland can place within their reach. Such concerted
action for the general good would necessitate a centripetal plat-
form, as representing that central principle or motive which con-
stitutes the hold and supplies the influence that a country’s
government has upon the people governed.

A race of people, to preserve itself from destruction by a
hostile race, or by partisan spirit and factious strife internally,
or absorption by a people among which it may be scattered,
absolutely requires some central idea, principle, or platform of
motives of action, by which to exercise its national or race indi-
viduality and strength, with a view to its improvement and pres-
ervation. A people’s own established government supplies this
need, of course, but where, as in Ireland, there is no govern-
ment of or by the people, and the dominant power is but a
strong executive faction, the national strength is wasted: 1. By
the divide et impera policy of that dominant English faction; 2.
By desperate attempts to overthrow that power; and 3. By hith-
erto fruitless agitation to win a just rule, or force remedial legis-
lation from an alien assembly by means repugnant to the pride
of the largest portion of our people; while here, in this great
shelterland of peoples, the Irish race itself is fast disappearing
in the composite American. If, therefore, a platform be put
forth embodying resistance to every hostile element pitted, or
adverse influence at work, against the individuality of Ireland
and its people, and a program of national labor for the genecral
welfare of our country be adopted, resting upon those wants and
desires which have a first claim upon the consideration of Irish-
men —such a platform, if put forth, not to suit a particular
party, but to embrace all that is earnest and desirous among our
people for labor in the vineyard of Ireland’s common good, a
great national desire would be gratified, and an immense stride
be taken towards the goal of each Irishman’s hopes. . . .

It is showing a strange want of knowledge of England’s
hatred and jealousy of Ireland to suppose that a government
formed from any of the English parties would ever concede ali
that could satisfy the desires of the Irish people; and to ground
an apprehension upon such an improbable contingency is a mis-
take.

Again, the supposition that the spirit of Irish nationality,
which has combated against destruction for seven centuries, only

awaits a few concessions from its baffled enemy to be snuffed out
§—4
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thereby, does not speak highly for those who hold that opinion
of its frailty. In my opinion, we may expect to hear no more
of “the cause®” when the genius of Tipperary shall carve the
Rock of Cashel into a statue of Judge Keogh, and Croagh Pat-
rick shall walk to London to render homage to the Duke of Con-
naught. Every chapter of our history, every ensanguined field upon
which our forefathers died in defense of that cause, every name in
the martyrology of Ireland, from Fitzgerald to Charles McCarthy,
proclaim the truth of Meagher’s impassioned words: “ From the
Irish mind the inspiring thought that there once was an Irish
nation self-chartered and self-ruled can never be effaced; the
burning bope that there will be one again can never be extin-
guished.”

With these convictions, and the consummation of such hopes
predestined by an indestructible cause and imperishable national
principles, Irish Nationalists can, without fear of compromising
such principles, grapple with West-Britonism on its own ground,
and strangle its efforts to imperialize Ireland. The popular party
in Ireland has a right to participate in everything concerning the
social and political condition of the country; to compete with the
constitutional and other parties who cater for public support, and
stamp in this manner its Nationalist convictions and principles
upon everything Irish, from a local board of poor-law guardians
to a (by circumstances compulsory) representation in an alien
parliament.

No party has a right to call itself National which neglects
resorting to each and every justifiable means to end the frightful
misery under which our land-crushed people groan. It is exhib-
iting a callous indifference to the state of social degradation to
which the power of the landlords of Ireland has sunk our peas-
antry to ask them to “plod on in sluggish misery from sire to
son, from age to age,” until we, by force of party and party
selfishness, shall free the country. It is playing the part of the
Levite who passed by the man plundered by thieves. It is see-
ing a helpless creature struggling against suffocation in a ditch,
and making no immediate effort to save him. If we refuse to
play the part of the Good Samaritan to those who have fallen
among robber landlords, other Irishmen will not. The cry has
gone forth, “ Down with the land system that has cursed and
depopulated Ireland”; and this slogan cry of war has come from
the Constitutionalists.
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In the name of the common good of our country, its honor,
interests, social and political, let the two great Irish parties agree
to differ on party principles, while emulating each other in serv-
ice to our impoverished people. Let each endeavor to find
points upon which they can agree, instead of trying to discover
quibbles whereon ¢o differ. Let a centre platform be adopted,
resting on a broad, generous, and comprehensive Nationalism,
which will invite every earnest Irishman upon it. The manhood
strength of Ireland could then become an irresistible power,
standing ready at its post, while the whole Irish race, rallying to
the support of such a platform, would cry:—

€We want the land that bore us!
We’ll make that want our chorus;
And we’ll have it yet, tho’ hard to get
By the heavens bending o’er us.”
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@4ENRY LAURENS DAwES represented a Massachusetts district in
P the House of Representatives of the United States from 1857
= to 1875. From 1875 to 1893 he was United States Senator

from Massachusetts. He supported the policies of the Republican

party from its organization, but immediately after the Civil War it was
believed for a time that he would take a determined stand against giv-
ing the ballot at once to the newly emancipated slaves. This expecta-
tion was not realized. During the Reconstruction period and the de-
cade following, the Democratic party strongly insisted on a revision of
the “War Tariff,” and as there was a theory among economists regard-
less of party that the protection given by tariff taxes should be equal to
the difference in cost of raw material and labor cost, the result was the

Tariff Commission, supported by Mr. Dawes in 1880. He was born at

Cummington, Massachusetts, in 1816, and after beginning his public

career in 1857, he was prominent in many ways until his death in 1903.

THE TARIFF COMMISSION OF 188

(Delivered in the Senate, May 10th, 1880, on the Bill to Provide for a Tariff
Commission)
My. President :—

AM in favor of the bill reported by the Committee on Finance
because I am in favor of a revision and reform of the tariff.
Great inconsistencies and incongruities exist in the tariff. A

great many excessive duties remain upon the statute-book. Many
dutiable articles should be on the free list, and many of the pro-
visions of the tariff have become obsolete and inoperative. The
present is a favorable time for such a revision. The increased
prosperity of the country and of all business in it has so in-
creased the receipts of the Government, both from sources of
internal revenue and from customs duties, as to render such a
revision desirable and possible, keeping in view first the primary
object of the imposition of duties, a revenue for the maintenance
of the Government, and keeping that revenue as near as possible
to its current and necessary expenses. ‘There is an opportunity
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to revise and reform not only the duties but the methods of en-
forcing the law and collecting them. Some of the circumstances
justifying this course have sprung up without any reference to
legislation. Changes in business, changes in the relations of in-
dustries to each other as well as changes in the sources of rev-
enue to the Goveinment, require the Government to look now to
one quarter and now to another from which little was expected
or received in former times. We should conform our legislation
to the changes going on all the time in the methods of business
as well as in the sources of revenue., All these invoke at our
hands attention to the question whether we shall permit the rev-
enue system of the Government to remain as it is or address
ourselves to the best method of producing out of it a state of
things that shall answer as well the demands of the Government
as the expectations and necessities and claims of those under the
Government without affecting whose business pursuits it is im-
possible to reform the revenue laws.

If T desired the continuance of the present state of things, if
I wished to perpetuate these incongruities and these excesses and
these defects, I should desire that the ideas submitted on Friday
last by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] should prevail;
for it is by the attempt to enforce just such ideas in the past
that has come this condition of things. Since the tariff of 1846,
before the tariff of 1846, yea, before from the time of the tariff
of 1842, the effort has been made to establish a tariff system by
precisely the same means as those suggested by the Senator from
Kentucky. All the industries of the land affected by the imposi-
tion of duties, or by the relief of industries from their imposition,
have been summoned before committees from 1842 to to-day in
precisely the same manner suggested by him. They have been
in a great measure also under the control of party organizations.

Sir, I am not about to discuss the comparative claim of one of
the two parties to the confidence and support of the people on this
question of the tariff. I am not here now to say that to the
Democratic party or to the Republican party the country may
most safely turn for relief or for reform. I do not think that it
is a part of my duty, resulting from the conviction of an experi-
ence in this matter somewhat extended, to undertake at this time
to stake the great question involved in the bill and the substi-
tute before the Senate upon the merits of either party. Out of
these contests of partiec have come the evils of which we com-

‘
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plain. We have had the struggle of the one party or the other
to take to itself and appropriate the work of so adjusting the
tariff in this country between the Government and those affected
by it as to seek and obtain from the people some support that
the adversary should not be entitled to; and out of that has
come the shifting from party to party of this question and these
measures; and the Government on the one hand and the many
industries of the country on the other have suffered in this con-
flict of party. It is only from the possibility now presented that
the wise men of both parties can take up this question without
reference to its effect upon political parties, and determine it
upon its merits, that anything like permanency, built upon jus-
tice and fairness, will ever result from legislation.

A duty for the purpose of revenue must be imposed .in one
of two ways: indifferently, at haphazard, by blind folly; or with
discrimination. I take it that neither the Senator from Kentucky
nor any other Senator proposes to impose duties for revenue
blindly and indiscriminately, without regard to what will be the
effect either upon the revenue or upon the subject-matter upon
which the duty is imposed. Then it must be imposed with dis-
crimination. And one other question arises immediately and set-
tles the whole matter; it must either be imposed upon the raw
material or upon the manufactured article, and no man can ad-
dress himself one moment to the consideration of this question,
but must settle at the threshold the point whether he will impose
that duty upon the raw material or upon the manufactured arti-
cle.

These men represent the manufactured article who are invited
before a committee of Congress, by the side of whom in the
proposition of the Senator from Arkansas two or three experts
are invited to take seats. They are producers in this land. Ac-
cording to the census of 1860 their products amounted to
$1,800,000,000, and in 1870 to $4,000,000,000, an increase in value
of 102 per cent. in ten years. Making all due allowance for the
disturbance of prices by inflation, in actual quantity during those
ten years the increase had been 52 per cent. Fifty-two per cent.
more in actual quantities was produced at the end of that dec-
ade. According to that rate of increase, well-nigh eight billion
dollars’ worth of fabrics will have been produced and developed
in the year 1880, as shown by the census. This is represented
by men who must appear before this committee., This is the
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production in this land constmed here, made here for our own
people, under such an adjustment of duties as the Government
was under the necessity of imposing, so impgsed that they could
be produced here rather than brought here already produced;
for where the production is, there is the manufacture, there are
the people whose hands fashion these fabrics; and where the
people are whose hands manufacture these fabrics, there is the
capital which moves the thousand busy fingers of industry, and
there is the town built up by those whose time is employed in
these productions; and where the town is, there is the school-
house and there is the Church and there is the State.

These are productions which, under a proper adjustment of
the tariff, as I conceive, every Senator I apprehend would say it
were better should be on this side of the Atlantic than on the
other. The men who appear before these committees are citi-
zens of the United States, part and parcel of the body politic,
having all sorts of politics and political affiliations, with their
thoughts turned to the productions of these industries which are
required for consumption by the people of this land. They fur-
nish employment for the people, the thousands and tens of thou-
sands and millions of people who find employment in these
establishments, fashioning for our own people the fabrics our
own people consume. They are those most interested in this
question. They furnish employment.

Sir, the condition of things which I have described renders a
revision of the tariff not only possible, but necessary. We have
arrived at that condition in production that puts it in our power
to take off these large and excessive duties, for I hold that,
keeping to the idea that revenue is the object and purpose in
laying the duty upon the manufactured article as against the
raw material, that should never rise one penny above a perfect
equality with this. Put the American producer, in levying your
duties, simply upon an equality with the foreign producer; make
up the difference between the interest on his money, the cost of
his living, and the wages he pays; just even them up and no
more; lift up and not pull down; for if you desire an inter-
change of produce, he who can manufacture the cheapest will in
the end triumph over his neighbor. On any other basis, if you
maintain these industries in this land, you must cut dowzn the
pay of the laborer to a level with the pay of him with whom
you compete, or you cannot compete with him.
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N HIS opposition to the Mexican War policies of the Polk ad-
m ministration in the United States, and to the acquisition of
Mexican territory by conquest or forced sale, William L.
Dayton, of New Jersey, represented a large body of American Whigs
in the Northern States, who deprecated agitation for the immediate
abolition of slavery, but foresaw that the organization of new territory
would force issues. His speeches of 1847 and 1850 are among the
most important historically of the two decades. He was born at
Basking Ridge, New Jersey, February 17th, 1807. Educated at Prince-
ton, he became eminent at the bar of his native State and was Asso-
ciate Justice of its supreme court from 1838 to 1842. From 1842 to
1851 he represented New Jersey in the United States Senate. A Whig
during this period, the dissolution of that party as a result of the slav-
ery agitation forced him to act with the new Republican party. He was
a candidate for Vice-President in 1856, and in 1861 President Lincoln
appointed him Minister to France. He died at Paris, December’ 1st,
1864.

ARRAIGNING PRESIDENT POLK
(From a Speech on the Mexican War, January 28th, 1847)

HE annexation of Texas, and the subsequent order of the
President, placing our armies on the Rio Grande (pointing
your guns to rake the streets of the city of Matamoras),

were the obvious and immediate causes of this war. Without
such annexation and orders, it can scarcely be pretended that the
remote grievances complained of could have produced war; with
such annexation and orders, it can scarcely be pretended that the
want of such grievances would have prevented it.

But, sir, suppose it be all true, how does it help the President
in his vindication? Who gave him the right to involve his coun-
try in war for any cause? How does he possess himself of that
power which the Constitution vests in Congress alone? Sir, the
President has not gone far enough to make good a justification,
admitting that all he says is true.

5¢
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But we are told that there was just cause for war, and that
it will be prosecuted to obtain peace and indemnity for expenses
and the pecuniary demands of our citizens against Mexico. Sir,
will any gentleman on that or this side of the Chamber tell me
the effect of this very war upon the pecuniary demands referred
to? Does not the declaration of war of itself cancel all treaty
stipulations, all binding obligations to pay this money? Where
now is the argument of those gentlemen who so stoutly resisted
the payment of the claims of our citizens for French spoliations
prior to 1800? The whole groundwork of that opposition was
based on the guasi state of war between this country and France,
after those claims accrued. Sir, miserable as was the condition
of these claims on Mexico prior to this war, by reason of the
poverty and distraction of that Government, I hold them tenfold
worse now. If we cancel a treaty stipulation by war, it would
be the duty of the Government to make good to the claimants
their wrong. But where is the man connected with this admin-
istration who thinks of assuming the payment of these debts,
now or hereafter; unless, perchance, in the result of the war we
may receive them? Then, perhaps, after years of delay, after
the original claimants shall have died, after speculators shall
have bought up the claims, after a long and weary haggling
about the amount due, some kind of half payment by the Gov-
ernment may be agreed upon. This, sir, if we may judge the
future from the past, is about the best we can anticipate for
these claimants; this, for them, will be the result, at best, of the
war.

But, Mr. President, my object was to speak not so much of
the origin as of the object and conduct of this war.

The President, although not the war-making, is the war-
conducting power of our Government. He asks aid for an exist-
ing war. He has the means now to prosecute it in one way,
and declares that he will prosecute it. He seems not to think
of settling this question in reference to the original controversy
—the proper boundary of Texas. Sir, I believe the President
has made this war, made it without right and against right—
still, he has made it; it is upon us and, as it seems to me, we
have no alternative but to aid in its prosecution, or suffer our
arms to be disgraced in the face of the world. If our army
were this side of the Rio Grande, with my present knowledge I
would not vote the President one dollar or one man; but we are
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in a position where a kind of necessity controls us—a fate hur-
ries us on blindly, we know not where. To withdraw our troops
now would look like a retreat before a superior force, or a tacit
acknowledgment, at least, that we could do nothing. To take up
a line of extended positions within and across the Mexican terri-
tory, and hold them, would require a vast expenditure and force
to be continued for an indefinite time. Sir, I know not whether
we will better ourselves by its direct prosecution, but that is the
recommendation of the Executive —the constitutional commander-
in-chief of our armies— who is responsible for the conduct of
this war, and I will sustain him, at least with all adequate sup-
plies. But, while I do this, I shall claim the right freely, but
respectfully, to express my opinions. What, then, has the Presi-
dent recommended? What has he done?

What have we seen? The plan of campaign is accomplished.
Our soldiers have crossed the far prairies; they have overrun
New Mexico and California; they have occupied their towns and
cities; they have gained, against odds unknown in modern war-
fare, two pitched battles; they have carried Monterey by storm
and yet cui bono? Sir, the days of Quixotism have passed. I
do not depreciate the value of that reputation which comes of a
“well foughten field ”; but nations do not, in our day, fight sim-
ply for renown. What other profit have we of this campaign ?
Mexico has suffered less by her defeats than we have by our
victories. Our losses to hers have been as five to one. Already
by battle and climate we have lost from one thousand five hun-
dred to two thousand men! Our army expenses have been mil-
lions per month; hers, by one of her late official documents, are
$368,789 only. And where is it to end? Who can see that end
in the dim future? .

Sir, the whole secret of this miserable plan of campaign is
here. It was not a campaign formed primarily to bring us
peace. Peace, “an honorable peace,” as they phrase it, was
sought, not as an end, but as a means to an end. Acquisition
was the end, peace but the means to attain it. I have regretted
this manifestation on the part of the Executive; one wrong was
scarcely accomplished, when another was begun. Through all
the clouds and darkness which have covered this administration,
shutting out from its view the pathway of its future, one single
star has glimmered in the distance; seen, watched by it, as the
star of its hope and its destiny. Sir, this is a war, not for
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peace, but for California! Aye, California! and a strip of country
connecting us is its grand object and end. The conduct of the
administration and the documents prove this, in spite of all
official disavowals. From the beginning, it has been pursued
with a boldness, a shamelessness, without parallel. Heretofore,
we have affected sowne hesitation, a little maiden coyness, about
appropriating that which did not belong to us; even Texas was
at first declined! Alas, sir, each sin but hardens the sinner:

ISSUES AGAINST SLAVERY FORCED BY THE MEXICAN WAR
(From a Speech Delivered in the Senate of the United States, March 224, 1850)

Mr. President: —

HE war with Mexico has brought with it much territory and
much trouble. This result was early foreseen. It was not
only foreseen, but it was strongly deprecated. We now

have a national estate beyond our national wants or means of
enjoyment, and yet not less the subject of contention among the
heirs. Some gentlemen on this side of the chamber, in anticipa-
tion of the difficulties which now surround us, never assented to
the treaty by which this territory was acquired; they preferred
the hazard of a continuance of the war with Mexico rather than
a peace which shculd bring territory along with it. There were
a few upon this side of the chamber, and I was of the number,
who preferred, as an alternative, peace, upon the terms then of-
fered, rather than a continuance of the war, with the chances of
a larger amount of territory, further south, at its close. I do not
now, Mr. President, regret my action upon that subject; it is
easy to appreciate difficulties which are around us and upon us,
but it is hard to say what these difficulties would have been had
that war been continued by defeating the treaty, and, as a prob-
able consequence, had the Whig party been defeated at the ensu-
ing election. I hesitate not to believe that the conclusion of that
war under the auspices of a Democratic administration would
have brought with it an additional amount of territory, further
south, and better appropriated to slave labor. It would have in-
creased rather than diminished the difficulties which now sur-
round us. But, Mr. President, the acquisition of this territory
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was emphatically the act, the policy of the South. This matter,
either for good or for evil, has been forced upon the North, not
only against our will, but against our remonstrance and fears,
ofttimes expressed in this chamber. But the territory is here,
and the next step in the progress of this matter is as to the dis-
position which is to be made of it. That the citizens of the two
sections of the Confederacy have equal rights there, no man can
dispute. But that very equality of right repels the idea that the
minority in interest shall have an absolute control. “Equality is
equity *; but a system which shall give to the few (having a
lesser interest) the control of the many is neither equality nor
equity.

There is no controversy, then, in regard to the principle that
our Southern friends have with us, politically and personally,
equal rights in the Territories; but they are no more than equal.
It is the application of this principle of equality which makes the
issue between them and us. The first difficulty grows out of
California. That country has accomplished what, at the last ses-
sion, I did not suppose could be accomplished within so brief a
space. Her condition must have been misunderstood or misrep-
resented. There have been, it would seem, but few, compara-
tively, of her population engaged during the past season in the

ines and washings. Others have met in convention and formed
a constitution which her people have adopted. They have ap-
pointed Senators and elected Representatives in the usual forms;
and they are now here asking admission for California as one of
the States of the Union. The question then occurs, Why shall
not the request be granted? California was not at the last ses-
sion a State, and that, though not the whole, was a principal ob-
jection to her admission then. That she is now a State de facte
10 man can dispute. But, sir, they have incorporated, it seems,
an antislavery clause in their State constitution. This, however,
I understand distinctly from our friends of the South is, to their
minds, no objection to the admission of California into the Union.
I understand that they stand now, as they ever have, upon the
principle of nonintervention; and the fact of the incorporation of
this principle into the California constitution forms of itself no
objection in their minds to the admission of the State into the
Union. That being so, it narrows very much the ground of op-
position. We get rid in this way of those sources of excitement
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which have pervaded the country from North to South. The
matter is thus brought to stand, not upon a question of right, or
honor, or power, but as a mere question of political expe-
diency. .

I hold that slavery is not a political institution of the Federal
Government; that it is not an institution of this Government at
all; it does not exist through or by its action; it has no control
over it in the States to save or abolish it; and that consequently
the Constitution of the Federal Government cannot carry it
where it had not a prior existence. These questions I have ar-
gued before. My opinions are on record, and I do not intend to
repeat them now.

Mr. President, I concur in the sentiment which has been ex-
pressed, that it is time the North and South should understand
each other upon these questions. I desire, therefore, to say that,
as far as I know, the sentiment of the North in reference to the
extension of slavery to free territory is settled, fixed, deter-
mined in its opposition. Its representatives here may sit in quiet
while the South is tempest-tossed; while Southern feeling rolls
in on us here, like foam on the crest of the billow; but, when
the storm shall have passed, when its fury shall have spent
itself, the North will be found just where it was in the begin-
ning — calm, scttled, determined in its opposition to the extension
of slavery to free territory
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(384-322 B.C.)

E Oration on the Crown has been called the greatest oration

of the world’s greatest orator. If it be so, it is because

Demosthenes is defending civilization in defending himself
as the champion of Athenian autonomy and liberty. The Athens of
his day represented all that was highest in intellect, and in the ap-
plication of intellect to art, to science, to philosophy, to moral force
in government. Against it, threatening its overthrow, was the blind
desire of empire, the primitive instinct of coercion, the savage pride
in dominating the strong and subjugating the weak, represented by
Philip and his Macedonians. Athens, a small State, forced.to rely
almost wholly on intellectual resources, had by virtue of them be-
come the most conspicuous nation in Europe. Athenian diplomacy,
the subtle, intangible, all-pervading forces of mind which Demos-
thenes and his work enable later generations to understand as essen-
tially Attic qualities, influenced not only the policies of Greece, but
those of every civilized people in the known world.

The Greece which produced and energized Demosthenes had been
itself energized by two great ideas—the ideals of Athens and of
Sparta. The one was of grace, the other of strength. The Athe-
nian believed that he ought to develop all his faculties and enjoy
them. The Spartan held life useless unless it developed character
at the expense of renjoyment. The Athenian was incredibly quick,
subtle, eesthetic. The Spartan was strong, simple, self-denying. So
opposite in their virtues they had the same fundamental weakness —
a defective sense of justice. Of the Athenian character as it had
reached its logical climax in the time of Demosthenes, Rufus Choate
shows a just appreciation when he writes:—

«Whether Republics have usually perished from injustice need not be de-
bated. One there was, the most renowned of all, that certainly did so. The
injustice practiced by the Athens of the age of Demosthenes upon its citizens,
and suffered to be practiced by one another, was as marvelous as the capaci-
ties of its dialect, as the eloquence by which its masses were regaled, and
swayed this way and that as clouds, as waves,—marvelous as the long ban-
quet of beauty in which they reveled,—as their love of Athens, and their
passion for glory. There was not one day in the whole public life of Demos-
thenes when the fortune, the good name, the civil existence of any consider-
able man was safer there than it would have been at Constantinople or Cairo

G2
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under the very worst forms of Turkish rule. There was a sycophant to
accuse, a demagogue to prosecute, a fickle, selfish, necessitous court —no court

.....

assembly sitting in the sunshine, directly interested in the cause—to pro-
nounce judgment. And he who rose rich and honored might be flying at
night for his life to some Persian or Macedonian outpost, to die by poison on
his way in the Temple of Neptune.”»

This is the central truth in the life of Greece as it is in that of
the greatest Greek orator and statesman. It must be kept in mind
in reading every period of the ‘Oration on the Crown,” that then, as
always when he spoke on public affairs, the patriot staked fortune,
honor, life, on his words. Between ZEschines, the rival of Demosthe-
nes, and Demosthenes himself, the issue is always possibly one of life
and death —certainly of exile for the loser. But with Demosthenes,
it is infinitely higher and broader. He feels that in controling
Athens he is moving Greece and the world. He is staking every-
thing for his country and braving for his countrymen the certainty
of ingratitude, treachery, and persecution to save them and their civ-
ilization from being overcome by encircling and menacing barbarism,

As he came forward to deliver the ¢Oration on the Crown,? Demos-
thenes stood for fruitless patriotism, defeated by the injustice of
those it would save. Neither Sparta nor Athens was longer com-
petent to lead Europe. The Macedonians, half Greek, half barbarian,
represented the logic of the situation created by the fraud and ferce
of the long struggle for the “hegemony?® of Greece. The sovereignty
of intellect which Athens might have held against the world was
challenged. It was now a question of the Macedonian phalanx
against oratory addressed to a people so @sthetic as to be capable of
protesting loudly against the use of a grave accent in place of an
acute, but with none of that governing public conscience through
which alone moral force can exercise itselfi

The ¢Oration on the Crown?’ seems to be largely personal and in
some measure egotistical, but in defending himself Demosthenes, at-
tacked by the Macedonian party at Athens, feels that he is still de-
fending Athens against Macedon, liberty against Philip, civilization
against barbarism. In this feeling he was justified. He had led Athe-
nian opposition to the aggressions of Macedon from the first, and in
338 B. C., when Philip of Macedon so disastrously defeated the Athenians
and their allies at Cheronea, Demosthenes, one of the officials in
charge of the walls of Athens, had used his own money freely to re-
pair them, After the panic following the battle was over, Ktesiphon,
on behalf of the friends of Demosthenes and the opponents of Philip,
moved that the orator “should be presented with a golden crown
and that a proclamation should be made in the theatre at the great
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Dionysian festival, at the performance of the new tragedies, announc-
ing that Demosthenes was rewarded by the people with a golden
crown for his integrity, for the good-will which he had invariably
displayed towards the Greeks and towards the people of Athens, and
also for his magnanimity, and because he had ever both by word
and deed promoted the interests of the people and been zealous to
do all the good in his power.”

Rallying behind Aschines, the Macedonian party attacked Ktesi-
phon as a means of ruining Demosthenes. They alleged that the
measure he proposed was unlawful; first, because it was unlawful to
make a false allegation in any public document; second, that it was
unlawful to vote a crown to any official who had still a report to
make of his official conduct; and third, that the Dionysian festival
was not lawfully the place for presenting crowns. Of course, the case
turned on the question of whether or not Ktesiphon in moving to crown
Demosthenes as a patriot and public benefactor had moved to place
a lie in the archives of Athens. Demosthenes was thus put on trial
for his Philippics, for his Olynthaics, for all the other orations he
had delivered against Philip and the Macedonian movement since he
began his crusade twenty years before (351-352 B. C.). After the ac-
cusation had been preferred against Ktesiphon, it was allowed to rest
seven years (until 330 B.C.). When trial was forced, Philip was dead,
and Alexander being at the height of his successes, the cause of
Demosthenes seemed hopeless. Nevertheless, all Greece, understand-
ing that the prosecution was not against Ktesiphon, but against
Demosthenes as the representative of the old Greek idea of small
independent states in friendly alliance, watched the case with breath-
less interest. When Demosthenes won it, Aschines went into exile,
but in 324 Demosthenes was himself exiled by the Macedonian party,
and in 322 he took poison to escape death at their hands.

He was born at Peania, Attica, 384 (3857?), B.C., and died at
Calauria in the Temple of Neptune where he had taken sanctuary
from Macedonian pursuit, 322 B. C. He was not a philosopher or an
essayist like Cicero, whose all-embracing mind considered nothing in
the visible or invisible universe foreign to it. He was a patriot, a
statesman, a great thinker, because his sympathies with his country
and what it stood for made him so. His style may seem unadorned,
but that is merely another way of calling it Attic. Indeed, it was ob-
jected by one of his contemporaries that hé allowed himself more
ornament than the laws of good taste warranted. No one in modern
times will make such a complaint of his direct and rapid sentences,

compelled as they are by the earnestness of one of the greatest in-
tellects in the history of the world.
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THE ORATION ON THE CROWN

(Delivered at Athens, 330 B.C., in Defense of Ktesiphon— from the Transla-
tion of Kennedy. Following the plan of the work under which the ¢World’s
Best Orations? are published in full, the ¢Oration on the Crown?’ is given
complete, as are alcd> the Second Olynthaic, the Second Philippic, and
the ¢Oration on the Peace.’)

BEGIN, men of Athens, by praying to every god and goddess
I that the same good-will which I have ever cherished toward

the commonwealth and all of you, may be requited to me
on the present trial. I pray likewise—and this specially con-
cerns yourselves, your religion, and your honor —that the gods
may put it in your minds not to take counsel of my oppo-
nent touching the manner in which I am to be heard,— that
would indeed be cruel!—but of the laws and of your oath,
wherein (besides the other obligations) it is prescribed that you
shall hear both sides alike. This means not only that you must
pass no pre-condemnation, not only that you must extend your
good-will equally to both, but also that you must allow the par-
ties to adopt such order and course of defense as they severally
choose and prefer.

Many advantages hath Aischines over me on this trial; and
two especially, men of Athens. First, my risk in the contest is
not the same. It is assuredly not the same for me to forfeit
your regard, as for my adversary not to succeed in his indict-
ment. To me—but I will say nothing untoward at the outset
of my address. The prosecution, however, is play to him. My
second disadvantage is the natural disposition of mankind to take
pleasure in hearing invective and accusation, and to be annoyed
by those who praise themselves. To Aschines is assigned the
part which gives pleasure; that which (I may fairly say) is offen-
sive to all is left for me. And if, to escape from this, I make
no mention of what I have done, I shall appear to be without
defense against his charges, without proof of my claims to honor;
whereas, if I proceed to give an account of my conduct and
measures, I shall be forced to speak frequently of myself. I will
endeavor, then, to do so with all becoming modesty; what I am
driven to by the necessity of the case will be fairly chargeable
to my opponent who has instituted such a prosecution.

I think, men of the jury, you will all agree that I, as well as

Ktesiphon, am a party to this proceeding, and that it is a matter
5—5
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of no less concern to me. It is painful and grievous to be de-
prived of anything, especially by the act of one’s enemy; but
your good-will and affection are the heaviest loss, precisely as
they are the greatest prize to gain.

Such being the matters at stake in this cause, I conjure and
implore you all alike to hear my defense to the charge in that
fair manner which the laws prescribe —laws to which their
author, Solon, a man friendly to you and to popular rights,
thought that validity should be given, not only by the recording
of them, but by the oath of you the jurors; not that he dis-
trusted you, as it appears to me; but, seeing that the charges
and calumnies, wherein the prosecutor is powerful by being the
first speaker, cannot be got over by the defendant unless each
of you jurors, observing his religious obligation, shall with like
favor receive the arguments of the last speaker, and lend an
equal and impartial ear to both, before he determines upon the
whole case.

As I am, it appears, on this day to render an account both
of my private life and my public measures, I would fain, as in
the outset, call the gods to my aid, and in your presence I im-
plore them, first, that the good-will which I have ever cherished
toward the commonwealth and all of you may be fully requited
to me on the present trial; next, that they may direct you to
such a decision upon this indictment as will conduce to your
common honor and to the good conscience of each individual.

Had Aschines confined his charge to the subject of the pros-
ecution, I, too, would have proceeded at once to my justification
of the decree. But since he has wasted no fewer words in the
discussion of other matters, in most of them calumniating me, I
deem it both necessary and just, men of Athens, to begin by
shortly adverting to these points that none of you may be in-
duced by extraneous arguments to shut your ears against my
defense to the indictment.

To all his ‘scandalous abuse of my private life, observe my
plain and honest answer. If you know me to be such as he al-
leged —for I have lived nowhere else but among you—Ilet not
my voice be heard, however transcendent my statesmanship!
Rise up this instant and condemn me! But if, in your opinion
and judgment, I am far better and of better descent than my
adversary; if (to speak without offense) I am not inferior, I or
mine, to any respectable citizen, then give no credit to him for
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his other statements,—it is plain they were all equally fictions,—
but to me let the same good-will, which you have uniformly ex-
hibited upon many former trials, be manifested now. With all
your malice, ZEschines, it was very simple to suppose that I
should turn from the discussion of measures and policy to notice
your scandal. I will do no such thing; I am not so crazed.
Your lies and calumnies about my political life I will examine
forthwith; for that loose ribaldry I shall have a word hereafter,
if the jury desire to hear it.

The crimes whereof I am accused are many and grievous:
for some of them the laws enact heavy —most severe penalties.
The scheme of this present proceeding includes a combination of
spiteful insolence, insult, railing, aspersion, and everything of the
kind; while for the said charges and accusations, if they were true,
the state has not the means of inflicting an adequate punish-
ment, or anything like it. For it is not right to debar another
of access to the people and privilege of speech; moreover, to do
so by way of malice and insult— by heaven! is neither honest,
nor constitutional, nor just. If the crimes which he saw me
committing against the state were as heinous as he so tragically
gave out, he ought to have enforced the penalties of the law
against them at the time —if he saw me guilty of an impeachable
offense,— by impeaching and so bringing me to trial before you;
if moving illegal decrees, by indicting me for them. For surely,
if he can prosecute Ktesiphon on my account, he would not have
forborne to indict me myself, had he thought he could convict
me. In short, whatever else hc saw me doing to your prejudice,
whether mentioned or not mentioned in his catalogue of slander,
there are laws for such things, and punishments, and trials, and
judgments, with sharp and severe penalties; all of which he
might have enforced against me: and had he done so—had he
thus pursued the proper method with me, his charges would
have been consistent with his conduct. But now he has declined
the straightforward and just course, avoided all proofs of guilt
at the time, and, after this long interval, gets up, to play his part
withal, a heap of accusation, ribaldry, and scandal. Then he
arraigns me, but prosecutes the defendant. His hatred of me
he makes the prominent part of the whole contest; yet, without
having ever met me upon that ground, he openly seeks to de-
prive a third party of his privileges. Now, men of Athens,
besides all the other arguments that may be urged in Ktesiphon's
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behalf, this, methinks, may very fairly be alleged —that we should
try our own quarrel by ourselves; not leave our private dispute,
and look what third party we can damage. That surely were
the height of injustice.

It may appear from what has been said, that all his charges
are alike unjust and unfounded in truth. Yet I wish to examine
them separately, and especially his calumnies about the peace
and the embassy, where he attributed to me the acts of himself
and Philocrates. It is necessary also, and perhaps proper, men of
Athens, to remind you how affairs stood at those times, that you
may consider every single measure in reference to the occasion.

When the Phocian War had broken out,— not through me, for
I had not then commenced public life,—you were in this posi-
tion: you wished the Phocians to be saved, though you saw they
were not acting right—and would have been glad for the The-
bans to suffer anything, with whom for a just reason you were
angry, for they had not borne with moderation their good for-
tune at Leuctra. The whole of Peloponnesus was divided: they
that hated the Lacedamonians were not powerful enough to de-
stroy them, and they that ruled before by Spartan influence
were not masters of the States. Among them, as among the rest
of the Greeks, there was a sort of unsettled strife and confusion.
Philip, seeing this,—it was not difficult to see,—1lavished bribes
upon the traitors in every State, embroiled and stirred them all
up against each other; and so, by the errors and follies of the
rest, he was strengthening himself and growing up to the ruin of
all. But when every one saw that the then overbearing, but now
unfortunate, Thebans, harassed by so long a war, must of neces-
sity have recourse to you, Philip, to prevent this and obstruct
the union of the States, offered to you peace, to them succor.
What helped him then almost to surprise you in a voluntary
snare ? ‘The cowardice, shall I call it? or ignorance —or both —
of the other Greeks; who, while you were waging a long and
incessant war, and that too for their common benefit, as the
event has shown, assisted you neither with money nor men, nor
anything else whatsoever. You, being justly and naturally of-
fended with them, lent a willing ear to Philip.

The peace then granted was through such means brought
about, not through me, as Aschines calumniously charged. The
criminal and corrupt practices of these men during the treaty
will be found on fair examination to be the cause of our present
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condition, The whole matter I am for truth’s sake discussing
and going through; for, let there appear tu be ever so much
criminality in these transactions. it is surely nothing to me. The
first who spoke and mentioned the subject of peace was Aristo-
demus, the actor; the seconder and mover, fellow-hireling for
that purpose with the prosecutor, was Philocrates the Agnusian
—your associate, Aschines, not mine, though you should burst
with lying. Their supporters—from whatever motives—I pass
that by for the present— were Eubulus and Cephisophon. I had
nothing to do with it.

Notwithstanding these facts, which I have stated exactly ac-
cording to the truth, he ventured to assert—to such a pitch of
impudence had he come—that I, besides being author of the
peace, had prevented the country making it in a general council
with the Greeks. Why you—I know not what name you de-
serve! —when you saw me robbing the state of an advantage
and connection so important as you described just now, did you
ever express indignation? Did you come forward to publish and
proclaim what you now charge me with? If, indeed, I had been
bribed by Philip to prevent the conjunction of the Greeks, it was
your business not to be silent, but to cry out, to protest, and in-
form the people. But you never did so; your voice was never
neard to such a purpose; and no wonder; for at that time no
embassy had been sent to any of the Greeks; they had all been
tested long before, and not a word of truth upon the subject
has Aschines spoken.

Besides, it is the country that he most traduces by his false-
hoods. For, if you were at the same time calling on the Greeks
to take arms, and sending your own embassadors to treat with
Philip for peace, you were performing the part of an Eurybatus,
not the act of a commonwealth, or of honest men. But it is
false, it is false. For what purpose could ye have sent for them
at that period? For peace? They all had it. For war? You
were yourselves deliberating about peace. It appears, therefore,
I was not the adviser or the author of the original peace, and
none of his other calumnies against me are shown to be true.

Observe again, after the state had concluded the peace, what
line of conduct each of us adopted. Hence, you will understand
who it was that co-operated in everything with Philip; who that
acted in your behalf, and sought the advantage of the common-
wealth,
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T moved in the council that our embassadors should sail in-
stantly for whatever place they heard Philip was in, and receive
his oath; they would not, however, notwithstanding my resolu-
tion. What was the effect of this, men of Athens? I will ex-
plain. It was Philip’s interest that the interval before the oaths
should be as long as possible; yours, that it should be as short.
Why? Because you discontinued all your warlike preparations,
not only from the day of swearing peace, but from the day that
you conceived hopes of it; a thing which Philip was from the
beginning studious to contrive, believing —rightly enough—that
whatever of our possessions he might take before the oath of
ratification, he should hold securely, as none would break the
peace on such account. I, men of Athens, foreseeing and weigh-
ing these consequences, moved the dccree to sail for whatever
place Philip was in, and receive his oath without delay, so that
your allies, the Thracians, might be in possession of the places
which Zschines ridiculed just now (Serrium, Myrtium, and Er-
gisce), at the time of swearing the oaths; and that Philip might
no