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THE MASSACHUSE’I‘TS RESOLUTIONS ON THE SUMNER ASSAULT,
AND THE SLAVERY ISSUE.

Iie

SPEECHES OF SENATORS

it

' BUTLER, EVANS, AND HUNIER,

ey

j\

DELIVERED

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES.

June 12, 1856.

Hon. A. P. BGUTLER addressed the Scnate
as follows:

Mr. President: The occasion and the subject
upon which 1 am about to addyess the Senate
of the United Statcs, at this time, have been

Ifi if the consequences which are likely to flow from
|

that speceh hereaiter shall end in blood and vio-
lence, that Scnator should be prepared to repent
[in sackceloth and ashes.,

| Now, | pronounce a_judgment on that gpeech
lwhich will be adopted by the public. 1 am as

[l certain as T am speaking that itis now condenned
|| by the public mind, and by posterity it will be
|| consizned to infamy, for the iischievous conse-
|Lquences whigh bave tlowed from it already, and
{Isuch as are likely yet to disturb the peace and

brought about by cvents-over which | have had
no control, and could have had ponc—evenis
which have grown out of the commencement of
a controversy for which the Senator from Mas-

sachusetts (not now 1n his scat) {Mr. Sumwer] \

should be licld exclusively responsible to his
country and his God. Ie liasdelivered a speech

repuse ot the country.
| said nothing, Mr. President, at any period of
imy life—much less did | say anything in the

the most extraordinary that has ever hud utter- || course of the debate to which® the Senator from

ance in any duliberative body recognizing the
sanctions of law and decency.
Tivered I was vat heres and 1f | had been present,
what I should have done it'would be perfectly

idle for me now 10 say; because no one can sub- |

stitute the delibernuinns of a subsequent period

for such as might have influenced him at another |

time and under “different circumstances. My
impression now is that, if I had been present, ]
ghould have asked the Senator, before he finished
some of the paragraphs personally appiicable to
myself, to pausc; and if he bad goue on, 1 would
have demanded of lum, the nextnorsing, that he
should review that speech, aud retract or modify
it, 80 as to bring it within the sphere of parha-
mentary propriety. 1f lie had refused this, what
I would have done 1 cannot say; yet l can say
that I would not liave submitted to it.  But what
mode of redress 1 should have resorted to, I can-
not tell.

I wish I had been here. 1would have at least
assumed, as 1 ought to have done on my respous-
ibility as a Senator, and on my responsibility as

& representative of South Carolina, all the con-|

gequences, let them lead where they might; but

instead of that, the speech has involved his own |
It has involved || to them

friends, and his owrb colleague.

| Alassachuscus purports to have made a reply—

When it was de- [} that could have called for, much less have justi-

{fied, the gross personal abuse, traduction, and
calumuy, to which he has vesorted.

When L wasat ey lide farm, cnjoying myself
| quictly, and as | thought had taken refuge from
the strifes and contentions of the Senate, and of
politics, a message was brought to me that my
kinsman had lieen involved in a difficulty on my
acconit. It was so vague that 1 did not konow
how to account for it. [ was far from any tele~
| graphic communication. 1 did not wait five min-.
jutes before I left home to put myself within the
reach of suclh information—and garbled even that,
was—as was accessible. I traveled four days
continuously to Washington; and when I arrived:
L found the very subject under discussion which .
had given me so much anxiety; and it has been
a source of the deepest concern to my feelings
|t ever since L heard of it, on many accounis—on
|| account of my country, and on account of the-
|| honor and the safety of my kinsman. When L
|| arrived here, 1 found the subject under discussion.
I went to the Senate worn down by wavel; and [
then gave nouce that, when the resolutions frons
Massachusetis should be présented, 1 would speak
»as coming from a Commonwealth whose

my friends. 1t has involved one of them to suck || history, and whose lessons of history, had in-
an extent that, at this time, he has been obliged || spired me with the very highest admiration — k
to put his fortune and his hife atstake, And,sir, || woiid speak to them from a respect to a Com-
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" monwealth, whilst, perhaps, the Senator who had
been the cause of their introduction ought not to
deserve my notice, and would not havereceived it.

Well, sir, days passed, and those resolutions
were not presented. Now, they have been pre-
sented, and presented in a different way from any
that I have ever known to be submitted from any
Commenwealth before. They were not presented
by one of its Senators, but were sent directly to
the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of
the House of Bepresentatives, I waited for some
time with the expectationthat, when these resolu-
tions should come, I would acquit myself of the
painful task which circumstances had devolved
upon me. They did not come until yesterday—
move than two weeks after their adoption.

In the mean time — on Monday last —1I gave
notice that I would address the Senate to-day,
under the confident belief, not that the present
Senator [Mr. Wirson] would be here—because I
have nothing to do with him—but that the Sen-
ator who has been the aggressor, the criminal
aggressor, in this matter, would be present; and
if I give credence to the testimony of Dr. Boyle,
i see no reason why he should not be present.
For anything that appears in that testimony, if
hie had been an officer of the Army, and had not
appearcd the next day on the battle-field, he
would have deserved to be cashiered.

In proceeding with his preliminary remarks,
"he expresses his surprise that the Senator from
‘Massachusetts should have aimed his assaults at
lwn [Mr. Bureer] individually and at South
Carolina, and continues:

Mow, sir, I proceed to make my points; and T
ghall show that what the Senator said of mysclf,
and-Seuth Carolina, was not in response to any-
thirg which I said; that he has gone outside the [
record 20 bring into the debate matters which did |
not legitimately belong to it by association or |
connectie.

I wili maintain these three propositions so
certainly that, in my opinion, there will not be
one mind hLere, unless it be disposed to mor-
ally perjure itself, which will not acquiesce in
them. T will show that his remarks upon me
and South Carslina were untrue and unjust; the
langnage used was licentious; the spint which
prompted it was aggressive; and the whole tenor
and tone of the speech was malignant and insult-
ing. ' i

Inno speech which I have made during this
session did I name Massachusetts or South
Carolina. Tais is a most remarkable thing con-
sidering the nature of the debate. I have culled
what 1 suid, and 1 have not introduced South
Carolina by name into the debate, nor have I
Drought in Massachusetts. Yet, sir, this Senator
cailudes to me in two paragraphs. I should like |
to know why he did not finish my picture in one
gkeieh on the first day, when he spoke of me as ||
Leing ¢ Don Quixote in love with slavery asa
mistress, because she was a harlot.”” 1 dislike |
o repeat the obseenity of his illustration. When |
Ye had me under review then, why did he not |
finish mae In that general sketch? He took another
right; and daring that night the chaotic concep-
.fions either emanated from his own mind or were |
suggested to it by those busy people who seem i

76

to have control over him; and then it was thathe
made this celebrated attack on me, assailing my _
reputation as a gentleman of veracity:

¢ With regret, I come again upon the Senater from South
Carolina, [Mr, BuTnER,] Who, omnipresent in this debate,
overflowed with rage at the simple suggestion that Kansas
had applied for admission as a State ; and, with incoherent
phrases, discharged the loose expectoration of his speech,
now upon her representative, and then upen her people.
There was no extravagance of the ancient parliamentary
debate which he did not repeat ; nor was there any-possible
deviation from the truth which he did not make, with so
much of passion, I an glad to add, as to save him from the
suspicion of intentional aberration.” But the Senator touches
nothing which Be does not disfigure—with error, sometimes
of principle, somertimes of fact. He shows an incapacity
of accuracy, whetler in stating the Constitution or in stating
the law, whetherin the details of statistics or the diversions
of scholarships He cannct ope his mouth, but out thers
flies a blunder. Surely be ought to be familiar with the lifs
of Franklin ; and yei he referred to this household eharac-
| ter, while acting as agent of our fathers in England, as
above suspicion ; and this was done that he might give poing
to a false-contrast with the agent of J{ansas—not knowing
| that, however they may differ in genius and fame, in this
| experience they are alike : that Franklin, when intrusted
with the petition of Massachusetts Bay, was assaulted by a
feul-mouthed speaker, where he could not be heard in de-
fense, and denounced as a ¢ thief,’ even as the agent of
Kansas has been assaulted on this fioor, and denounced as
a “forger.” And let not the vanity of the Senator be in~
spired by the parallel with the British statesmen of that
day ; for it is only in liostility to freedom that any paraliel
can be recognized.
fBut it is against the people of Kansas that the sensibil-
ities of the Senator are particularly aroused. Coming, as
lie announces, ¢ from a State’—ay, sir, from South Carolina
| —he turns with lordly disgust from this newly-formed com-
munity, which he will not recognize even as ‘a body-
politic.” Pray, sir, by what title does he indulge in this
egotism?  Has he read the bistory of ¢the State’ which he
represents? He cannot surely have forgotten its shameful
imbecility from Slavery, confessed throughout the Revolu-
tion, followed by its more shameful assumptions for Slavery
since. He cannot have forgoiten its wretched persistence
in the slave trade as the very apple of its eye, and the con-

|| dition of its partieipation in the Union. He cannot have

forgotten its Constitution, which is republican only in name,
confirming power in the hands ot the few, and founding the
qualifications of its legisiators on - a settled freehold estate
and ten negroes.’ And yet the Senator, to whom thag
¢ State’ has in part committed the guardianship of its good

| name, instead of nwwoving, with bagkward treading steps,

to cover its nakedness, rushes forward, in the very ecsiusy
of madness, 1o expose it by provoking a comparison with
Kansas!» %

He charges the Senator from Massachusetts
with garbling, misquoting, and misconstruing the
constitution of South Carolina; defends the
State and her revolutionary history from the
aspersions of Mr. SuMNER, and proceeds:

But, sir, the Senator undertakes to say that,
because I have advocated here the constitutional
rights of the South and the equality of these
States, [ subjected myself to an imputation which
I shall not read myself. It bears his own handi-
work. Mr. Secretary, I Beg your pardon for
asking you to read such a thing as this, bhut 1t is
your duty, not mine, ¥

Tle Sccretary read the following extract from

| Mr. Sumwzr’s speech of May 19:

“Dut, beforc entering upon the argument, I must gay
something of a general character, pariicularly in response
to what has fallen from Senators who have raised gthem-
selves 10 eminence on this floorin championship of human
wrongs; T mean the Senator from South Carolins, [Mr.
BuTLEr,] and the Senator from Edinois, [Mr. DoucLas,]}
who, though unlike ag Don Quix8te and Sancho Panza,
yet, like this couple, saily forth together in the same ad-
venture. 1 regret much to miss the elder Senator from his
seat; but the cause, against which he has ran a tilt, with
such activity of animesity, demands that the opportunity of

AT a ]
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exposing him should not be lost; and it is fer the cause
that 1 speak. The Senator from South Carolina has read
many books of chivalry, and believes himself a chivalrous
knight, with sentiments of honor and courage. Of course
he has chosen a mistress to whom he has made his vows,
angd who, though ugly to others, is always lovely to himn ;
though polluted in the sight of the world, is chaste in bis
sight—1 mean the harlot Slavery., For her, his tongue is
always profuse in words. Let her be impeached in char-
acter, or any proposition made to shut her out from the ex-
\tension of fier want ,and no extravagance of manner
or bardibood of assertion is then too great forthis Senator.
The frenzy of Don Quixote, in behalf of his wench Dul-
cinea del Toboso, is all surpassed. The asserted rights of

| extent, and whe are burning their fires until they
| will be reduced to the caustie ashes of disappoint-

mentand disgrace.' I did notspeak of sectionalism
| in any other point of view. Sir, there are men on
|| this floor who I believe honestly differ from me.
| I would not make any personal allusion to them.
| Far from widening this controversy, the object of

my speech was to appease public sentiment. In

the course of it I ventured to say, whatI Had
|| never said before, that the man does nat live
Il who could look without concern at the conse-

Slavery, which shock equality of all kinds, are cloaked by || quences of a separation of these States effected

& fantastic claim of equality. If the slave States cannot | in blood, I remarked that I would not say thers
enjoy what, in mockery of the great fathers of the Republic, ||

he misnames equality under the Constitution—in other
words, the full power in the National Territories to compel
fellow-men toznpaid teil, to separate husband and wife,

and to sell little children at the auction block—then, sir, |

the chivalric Senator will conduct the State of South Car-
olina out of the Union! Heroic knight! Exalted Senator!
A second Moses come for a second exodus! -

# But not content with this poor menace, which we have
been twice told was ¢ measured,’ the Senator, in thesunre-
srrained chivalry of his nature, has undertaken to apply
Opprobrious words to those who differ from him ¢n this
floof. He calls them sectional and fanatical ;? and oppo-
sition to the usnrpation in Kansas, he denounces as ‘ an
unealeulating fanaticism.” 'To be sure, these charges lack
all grace of originality, and all sentiment of truth; but the
adventurous Senator does not hesitate. He is the uncom-
promising, unblushing representative on this floor of a
flagrant sectionalisst, which now domi
he, and yet with a ludicrous ignorance of his own position
—unable to see himself as others see him—or with an
effrontery which even his white head oaght not to protect
from rebuke, he applies to those here who resist his section-
alism the very epithet which designates himself. 'The men
who strive to bring back the Government to its original
policy, when Freedom and not Slavery was pational while
Slavery and not Freedom was sectional, he arraigns as
sectional, This will not do. 1t involves too great a per-
version of terms. I tell that Senator, that it is to himself,
and to the ¢organization’ of which he is the ¢ committed
advocate,’ that this epithet belongs., T now fasten it upon
them. For myself, I care little for names; but since the
question has been raised here, I affirm that the Republican
party of the Union is in no just sense sectional, but, more
than any othier party, netiona!l; and that it now goes forth
to dislodge from the high places of the Goverament the
tyrannical sectionalism of which the Senator from South
Carolina is one of the maddest zealots.??

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President, how any
man, who has not been excluded from society,
could use such an illustration on this floor, I
know not. I do not see how any man could
obtain the consent of his own conscience to rise
in the presence of a gallery of ladies and give to
slavery the personification of 2 ‘“ mistress,’” and

~gay that I loved her because she wasa ¢ harlot.”’
I beg pardon forrepeating it. Whatin the name
of justice and decency could have ever led that

man to use such language ? That is the language |

s over the Repub- |!

|| was not intelligence enough ultimately to form
new governments and make them a union of con-
|| federacies. Sir, in that speech I attempted to
throw oil upon the troubled waters. My friends
| in some measure blamed me for the tone of my
[| remarks. The so-called reply was already in tha
|| sap, the poisonous sap behind, and the Senator
had to use his speech as a conduit to pour it ou#
on me and on tl?e country, when he had less oe~
cagion than was presented by any speech whieh
| T ever before made. Anybody who says we are
incapable of preserving fres institutions, I should
be inclined to consider a slanderer on free insti-
tations; but I will never agree to live in any Gov-
ernment that has not some operative and enforci-
ble provisions of a constitution fo preserve my
| rights. If the Government were as it formerly
was, South Carolina and Massachusetts having
a common interest, do you think the Senator
could arise a# an adversary to be applauded by
his people? There was a time, sir, when his peo-
ple would have disgraced him for that very speech.
At this day, 1 do not say they will acquit my
! kinsman; I dare say they will not; but the time is
coming when there will be but one opinion—that
that is the most mischievous speech which has
ever been delivered in this country, and has in-
volved more innocent persons. If the contest
goes on upon such issues as it makes, blood must
|| follow. 1 do notlook on any such scenes with
| pleasure. I have not témper for them, though
| when a young man I might, perhaps, not have
been indisposed to embark in the hazards of con-
| tesis.
||~ Whilst upon this point, I may remark that
Josiah Quincy, for whom I have heretofore had
a great respect, says the Senator has not gone a
hair’s breadth beyond the line of duty and truth.
|| After my explanations here I hardly think he will
| say so. He i3 the only man of high respectabil«
ity whom [ have yet seen or heard make such a

of Cleon. It is a somewhat remarkable thing, || declaration. He ‘made it, too, with a reproach
that in the speech which [ delivered here in reply ! that I was sorry to see escape from such a man.
to the Senator from New Hampshire, I used the || He said, alluding to the fracas in the Senate-
word ¢glavery’ but in one paragraph, and that | house, not in the Senate, that it is only a part of
was in response to a remark of his speaking of || that tribe who carry bowie-knivesand revolvers.
the Supreme Court as the citadel of slavery. 1 |Sir, I never wore a secret weapon in my life. I
rebuked him. T said'T would rather regard that || am not going to discuss the fact that I have used
court as the defender or as the promontory of the || open weapens; and that is the only way I choose
Constitution; and that he was at too great a |to deal, but that is not the way we can get them,
distance ever to reach it by any arrow which le || to deal with us,

vould diseharge from hisbow. "Sectionalism was || . Unfortunately, I have had scenes of that kind
not in the speech itself. When I spoke of indi- || which I have regretted all my life to some extent.
viduals in a particular section, I did not speak ini{| T am mortified to hear such a man as Quiney

terms which would imply or convey the idea that
I meant the public of the slaveholding and non-
slaveholding gtates. I confined it to that section
who are suffering at this time, I hope to alimited

making a charge upon a whole section, when
| question if there is a southern man in this House
I with a pistol or bowie-knife in his pocket. He
{Phas gone out of the way gratuites Y to say thas
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we arc of a * brecd’’ who wear them as.part of
our dress.  { ani sorry to see such things creep-
ing into the public mind. They mortify me;
they annuy me. !

But now [ come to the resolutions of Massa-
chusetts. | ask that they be read.

The Secretary read them as follows: |
GOMMONWEALTU OF MASSACNUSETTS. I the year 1856,
Besolves cuncerning the recent assault apon the Hon.
I Charles Sumner, ol Washingion.

Resolved by the Senute and House of Representalives of |
the Commonuweulth of Massachusetts, That we lrave received |

: was any evidence, indicted my .relative apon

rumor—a measure which would have taken Staf-
| ford to the.galfows. What! sir: indict a man in
the language of these resolutions upon the rumor
of newspapers? These resolutions—{ suy it more
in sorrow than in anger—Dbetray a temper and
| precipitancy of judgmicnt that do not look like
i having a regard to that dignity which is asso-
leinted with justice. 1 shall speak vespectfally.
| So fur as | have spoken of Muassachusetts hither-
j to, o exception can be taken: Lut, when I speak

with deep concern, information of te recenkviolent assault §| of Massachusetts now, it'must be of Massachu=

compiitted in the Sennte Chamber at Washington, apon
the person of the [lon. Charles Sumaer, one of our Sena-
tors in Congress, by Preston 5. Brooks, a member of’ the
Boust of Representatives from South Carolina j—an assanlt
which no provocation could justify—brutal and cowardly i
ftsell—a pross brench of parliamentary privilege—i rithicss
attack upon the fiberty of xpeech-—m outeage of the decen-
edes of civilizedlite, and an indignity 1o the Cotnmonwealth
of Massachu=crs,

Resolued, That the Legislature of Massachusctts, in the
name of her fremand enligitencd people, demands for her
represratalives in the National Legistature entire freedom
of speech, and will uphold them m the proper exercise ol

pat essentiad right of Anterican citiz

Resolved, That we approve of” Mr. Sunsner’s manlinesa
and courage in hig earnest and fearless declaration of {ree
principles, and lits defense of ftwman rights and free terri-
fory.

Revotred, That the Legislature of Massachusetts isimper-
atively called upon by the plainesy dictates of duty, fronea
gecent regirnd Lo the rigltts ot here

Congress, a prompy and strict investigation into the reerat
a=siult wpon Scuator Suinner, and the exputston by the
House of Representitives of Mr. Brouks, of Souih Carofing,
and any other mewber concerned with him in =tid as=ault,
red, ‘That lips exeellency the Governor be requested |.
to wransmit & copy of the (oregoing resolves to the President ||
of the Senute, il Speaker ol the House of Representi- ||
tives, aid 10 eachof the S:nators and members ol the
House of Reprezeotatives from this Conunonwealth, in the
Congress of the United Stutes.
Houvse oF RevressyraTives, May28, 1855,

Passed. CHARLES A, PIIELPS, Speaker.
IN SexaTE, Mey 39, 1856,

Passed,, ELIHU C. BAKER, President.
= Mav 31, 1856.

Approved. HENRY J. GARDINER.

SECRRTARY’S OFFICE,
BosTox, My 31, 1855,
T certify the forcgaing to be a true copy of the original
resolves.
Attt FRANCTIS DeWITT,
Secrelary of the Commonwenlth,
Mr. BUTLER. These resolutions give rise to
move serious reflection than anything which has
occurred to me in my time. | have been in the
Benate for ten years, and this is the first oceasion

that 1 have ever scen one of the sovercign States |

of the Union taking cognizance of matters which

occurred in Congress, with & view to influcnce

the judgment of Congress in relation to one of

their members. This is the first occasion of the
nd in the hi y

gmd 1 the history of the eountry. It has been

itizens, and respuct for bee |-
chinracter as a soveeign Stiate, to dentant, and the Legis- i
fagure ol Massachusests hereby does denuoud, o the nigional 4

[sous as shie has scut forth these resolutions—
| under the influence of a fecliag which pervades
Lher—under the influence of a sentiment which
|| denied Daniel Websier the right to speak in
il TPaneuwil Hall, and threw, off the coflin of Lincoln
| because he had fallen in performing Lis profes-
|| siopal dutics i the cause of his country. Boston
|{ now is not the Goston that she was when Han-
|| cock wrote,and Adams spoke, and Ons thought,
(and Warren fell, They would not recognize her,
| She is no more the same. Yet, from thal very hot-

bed of bitter feeling to the South, and especially
i, to Soutle Carnlina, have 1 10 look for the feelings
| which dictated these resolutions. [ have to meet
-an indicement—for what? I is said hae the lib-
Ii erty of speech has been viakued. Upon that poing
I intend w deliver sonwe remarks which, whether
they be correcet 'or not, b shall throw out. Our
- ancestors were a people of hardy moeality. Gen-

erully, when they spolie, they spoke directly from
| the hedrt. Such a thing as printing speeches
beforchand, or having them printed without being
uttered in the Senate, was unheurd of in their day,
They were men who stood vu their legs, and
! spoke out. They had Licarvts and mouths, They
i did nowresort to the appliances of puper and print-
! ing before they brounght their specches here, I
the Senator from Muassachusctts were present,
Land would answer me, | would put the question
| to him, * Was not that specch of yours printed
rand published before you xpolis it i the Senate
of the United States?”” Whut s the meaning of

tlint provision of the Constitunion, which says
| that & Senator, or a member of the House, for
| any speech or debate.in either House, shall
I not be questioned in any other place? Does it
' mean to give the Congress of the United States
. the power of deciding what is privilege without
| the eourts questioning it?  1f so, it goes far be-.
| yond the sculed doctrine in Great Britain at this
day, which was maintained by Chicf Justice
| Dénman, in the case of Stockdale vs. Hansard;
{ and that case has muel to do with the matter now
i under consideration.  Hansard had undertaken,
! under the authority of Parlimuent, o publish a
[ book which contained a libel,  Without such
[ licenseor privilege, allasveed thathe wasrespons-
[ ible. The English House of Commons said
|| that having granted him the licenss, it was their
|| privilege. Chief Justice Denman wuk cognizance

done from an ex parte view of the subject; for it || of the case, on the broad ground that the courts
g8 now very apparent that the resolutions of || could determine what was peivilege under the
Massachuseuts were introduced and passed with- || Coustitution of England. FlL: said: “as a come
out regard to the evidence. These resolutions | mon law  judge, ! will show the Parliament
anticipated and asserted what may not be true— || whether Lam not capable of dociding on my re-
what the pubiic may not think true—what the | sponsibility asone of the great departments ofithis
Benate may not think true—what the House of || Government.  Can it be muntained’—and it is
Representatives may uot think true; and yet the || one of the most cloquent decisions I ever read—
sovereign State of Massachusetts, before therej “dhat the House of Commons, by ciakining a prive



ilege, shall therchy appropriate it to themselves,
and screen a villain from the consequence of his
libel#?  The judge said thatalthough by the Jaw
of Parliament newspupers were passed through
the country wnder the frank of members without
paying postage, that privilege did nou give them
the right to malke use of a newspaper as a libel,
He uses the strong expressian : ¢ God forbid that
Parliament should afford such a pretext for doing
wrong.’” 1 say the same thing now.

Will you tell me that a member rising here and
handing = specch ta the reporter, and telling him
to print it, comeswithin the purview of the Con-
stitution? Elas he uttered wordsin debate ? Will
you tell me thar & member who has made a speech
of five sentences may append to it a newspaper
Iikke the Tribune, which las libeled me, and has
the right to send through the post offices of this
Government, and have tolded by the persons em-
ployed in the foliling-room at the publicexpense,
into my daughter s pivlor, that which would cost
him his life if he rold it to me? Has it come 1o
this, that a Scnator upon this floor can claim such
an extensive privilege, under the law of Parlia-
ment, that he ean seird off, by the twenty, thousand,
speeches to England wnd to the four corners of the

lobe, where | am nat known, and then claim pro-
tection upon the graund that he has a privilege
which precludes hism (rom being-questioned elsc-
where for words spoien in debatc?
P

* - = - . * - - -

' criminal recklessness, with a licentious indiffer-
“ence to the feelings of individuals and the conse-

quences upon society.  1do not wish to live in
~any community where it is otherwise.
The press is losing its power, and it ought to
“lose it; for it is now beginning to be an engine
; of private revenge, and individual expression,
. instead of being a responsible organ of publie
iopinion.” Suppose 1 were to go to New York,
land indict one of the editors there whom I could
{ name, for the most atrocious libel that has ever
i been uttered upon the South. I will not nams
i the editor, but he has uttered a sentiment akin to
| one which has been expressed by the Senator
!from Massachusetts. | saw in a New York
' paper—I have alluded to it herctofore—a state-
|t ment that the southern States are too fecble and
| weak to take anypart in a war—thatall they can
'do is to take charge of their negroes! lusaid
| that if a war should take place between England
and the United States, the English et would only
{ have to go to the capes of the Chesapeake, and

the effeminate masters would be kept at home,

TFifty thousand slaves, inured to toil, could be

mustered.into service, and they would have the

power to put their masters to the sword; and
|| when the declaration of peace should come, the
i result would be the fieedom of the slaves and the
! proscription of the masters! Suppose I should

{l go into the community where this libel was
|| uttered, and indict a man for such a sentiment a8

The liberty of specch and of the press is the || this, what would be the consequenee in tha
VARITISp p fuer
great conservative element of a Republic; it is to || present state of public opinion? ltisidle, worse

the political, whai five is 1o the material world, a |
subservient and aflucnt minister, when under the
¢ontral of prudence and intelligence; but, when
unchecked and unrcgulated, a consuming foe,
withering and blasting everything along its path-
way of ruin, LRender freedom of speech triby-
tary to the proprieties, decencies, and restraints |
of 'social life, and you may crown it with all the |
minisiries and supremacies of intellectand liberty, |
butrelease it from them, and it begomes a blingt
and maddened giant of evil, tearing down the
bulwarks of social erder, and descerating the
very sanctuary of republican Liberty. What
would you thiide of a reckless man who should
set fice to his own house, or should go about !l
claiming the privilege of threwing his fire where-
ever he conld among the most combustible ma-|!
teriale, and say he had the rvight to do so, on I
the ground that he was a freeman, and could do i
as lre pleased.  Away wath sueh liberty & Lib-

I
erty that is worth anything must be in-the har- ||
npess of the law. y |

Liberty of speceh and liberty of the press
must have twa restraims,  The first is the high- ||
est, which will always eovern a class of men !'
who cannot violate it—the ohligations of honer, |
decency, and jusiice.  Anothier restraint upon |
licentionsness 13 that & man may publish and i
gpeak what he pleases with a kndwledue that !
e is amenuble 1o the tribunaly of the law for
what he has done.  Congress cannot pass any i
statute to say that men shall uot write against (|
religion, or agninst the Goverumeut, or against '
individuals. Neitherean Congress passalow, nor b
can any State pass a law depriving the tribunals |
of the country of the vight of saving whelher[-
Kou bave gone heyond the imits of liberiy, and 1

ave used your power, under that name, with

than idle, to talk about that as a remedy.
Liberty of the press! Sir, that man hasfranked
twenty thousand of his speech®; and some of
them, if I am not misinformed, were printed long
Lefore'it was delivered. To bring him within tlke

I privileges of parliament is a mockery—a perfect

moclery.

Now, Mr. President, I approach another most
 painful part of this case, and l.come to it in no
bad temper; for, God knows, if my heart could
be read, there is no one who would sooner than
myself have averted the state of things which
now cxists, if [ could, consistently with my honoy
and the honor of ‘the gentleman to whom I shall
allude. Theresolutions of Massachusets nnder-
toals, before any evidence was heard, to pronounce
sentence on Mr. Broeks.  Sir, I will tell you whe
My. Brooks is,and why he filt sodeeply in vefers
cnce to these abomipable libels. | do not allude
to him now ag my hereditary kinsman: 1 think
thiat is the smallest view o wke of the matrer: hug
I am his constituent. 1 live in “Ninciy-six”—
a district through which, if you pass, you will
reatk apon the tombstones epitaphs which would
reproach him for tame and ignominious subimnis-
siou w wrong and to inzult,

He bas as proud and intelligent a constituency
as are to be found in any part of the globe, [ am
hixconstituent.  Dut more thay that, he has worn
the epauiet and the sword: he has marched andee
the Palmeitn banner, and bis countrymen havs
awarced to him a sword (i his good conduet in
the war with Mexico. That sword was i som
measure committed to him, that he might usae
i, whei oceasion reghired, to maintain the honor
and the dignity of his Swate.  When he heavd of
this speech first, and read itafierwards, this young
man, i passing dowu the street, huaud but ous
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sentiment, and it was, that his State and his blood Sir, that sentiment was uttered at a time when
had been insulted. He could not go into the || clergymen confined themselves to the pulpit, and
drawing-room, or parlor, or into a reading-room, || preached against crime and vice; when they did
without the street commentary reproaching him. || not use the pulpit as a recruiting station to issue

Wherever he went, the question was asked,
¢“Has the chivalry of South Carolina escaped, and
id this to be a tame submission ?”’ What advice I
would have given him I do not now undertake te
say. |
}];ut, sir, when this was said to this gentleman ||
wherever he went, he felt that if something was |
not done he could not face his constituents with-
out losing his usefulness, and withoutthere being

a taint on his honor and on his courage. Hemay -

iave been mistaken in some respects. His
egming into the Senate house was no option of
his. When he formed his determination, as I
am informed,—and I have kept aloof from cop- |
versation with him,—I judge from the evidence |
ke had no purpose to profane the Senate house. ||
I say the Senate house had been profaned before. |
I'had rather to-morrow take, ten blows inflicted i
on my bedy, than have the gas of the rhetorician
poured out upon my character and State.

The Senator from Massachusetts chose to
make his place here one from which to assail the
history and reputation of South Carolina, and
to assail an absent constituent of the gentleman |

|| own mode of redress.

Sharpe s rifies, and to mingle in all #he bitter atrife
of the forum and the Agora. It wasuttered when
Boston knew how to respect the feelings of others.
1 concur in all that ig said by Mr. Dexter. I
deprecate blood and violence. I will not utter
all that my heart prompts me to say, for fear of
encouraging young men; but this 1 will say, that
no son of mine should ever submit to insult
without satisfaction.

At this point, on a suggestion of Mr. Cray,
the honorable Senator yielded the floor, and the
Senate adjourned. The day succeeding, Mr.
Burrzr continued:

I said yesterday that my friend, my represent-
ative, my relative, one, who is associated with me
by more ties than either of these—had taken
redress in his own hands—had resorted to his
I said that there were con-
siderations connected with the occasion which,
though they could not justify him before a legal
tribunal, would excuse any man of his character
and position, representing such constituents as

who has taken redress into hiz own hands, In || he represented, and bound in some measure to
such a condition of things who could be placed in || sympathize with the opinigns of the section with
& situation more difficult? Surely, Mr. Presi-|| which he is associated. It was impossible that
dent, something is to be pardoned to the feelings || he could separate himself from those conclusions
of a man acting under sengibility, and under the || which othersmight notappreciate, and some could
dictates of high honor. If any one was here, | not understand. But I say that gentleman dare
placed in a situation to feel the touching apﬁea.l | not—I do not say 1 would have advised him—
made by the ghost to Hamlet, *If thou hast| but in his estimafion he could not go home and
nature in thee, bear it not,”” he was the man. || face such a constituency without incurring what«
Now, I ask the Secretary to read the extract| iy the worst of all judgments—the judgment of

.which I have marked in the book which I send || the country against a man who is placed as a sen-

te him, and I do not intend to say where it comes || tinel to represent it.
from till it is read.

|
The Secretary read as follows: Il

¢ Do not believe that T am inculeating opinions, tending
ta disturb the peace of society. On the contrary, they are
the principles that can preserve if. It is more &angerous
for the laws to give security to a man, disposed to commit ||
outrages on the persons of his fellow-citizens, than to au- |
thorize those, who must otherwise meet irreparable injury, |
ta defend thémselves at every hazard. Men of eminent |
talents and virtue, on whose exertions, in perilous times, ||
tize honor and happiness of their country must depend, will ||
always be Itable to be degraded by every daring miscreant, ||
if they cannot defend thetuselves from personal insult and
outrage. Men of this description must always feel, that to |
submit to degradation and dishonor is impossible. - Nor is
this feeling confined to men of that eminent grade. We |
have thousands in our country who possess this spirit ; and
without them we should soon deservedly ceaseto exist asan
itBependent nation. T respect the laws of my country, and
revere the precepts of our holy religion; I should shudder ||
at shedding human blood ; I swould practice moderation and |
fdrbeararnce, to avoid so terrible a calamity; yet,should I ||
ever be driven to that impassable point, where degradation Ii
and disgrace begin, may this arm shrink palsied from its |:
socket if I fail to defend my own honor !

If, in the course of these proceedings and the
events which have grown out of the speech which
has been made by the Senatqr, it shall be said
that Massachuseits can be justified by falling
back on an opinion which will justify her Sena-
tors and Representatives, itis, I must be permit-
ted to say, one of the unfertunate symptoms of
the times in regard to which we have no com-
mon tribunal to decide between us. Sir, it seems
to indicate a crisis when the opinion of the con-
stituency of ane portion of the Confederacy ap-
plauds one whilgt it is ready to consume and put
to the stake another. We have always supposed
that public opinion would be right; and sir, I
distinguish public opinion very much frem popu-
lar prejudice. Popular prejudice is that which
would “consume in ignorance to-day, what it
would repent of to-morrow. Public opinion is
the judgment of an intelligent commumuity, not
formed under the excitement of the moment. It
[lis not the sentiment of an irresponsible multi-

Mr. BUTLER. Who uttered that sentiment? || tude; it is not the sentiment of an ex parte decis-
f¢ is the sentiment of a gentleman whose speeches || ion; it is not the judgment which can find iis way
have always commended him to me. Itis a sen-| intothe history of the country, or which pesterity
timent worthy of the ancient days of Boston when || will adopt s that which ought to be pronounced

Dexter spoke. This is a northern man speaking;
and I adopt his language. 1 say with him that,
when things ¢ tend to thatimpassable point where
degradation and disgrace begin, may my arm
shrink palsied frem 1ts socket if I fail to defend
my own honor! ”’ "

|| on the occasion. Public opinion i3 the highest,
|| the gravest, the most solemn judgment to which

any of us can defer. T would not give one cent
| for what is called public opinion, ifit depended.
| upon ez parte views of any subject. And 1 say
4 that the resolutions which have been sent here
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from the Legislature of Massachusetts, are not
only ex“purte, but I am sdiry to say that I feav
theirs counselors were prejudice and malignity,
even giving their counsels through the darkness
of ignorance. I do not mean ignorance so far as

regards the body individually, for I have no.

doubt it is intelligent enough; but I mean ignor-

ance, so far as regards pronouncing a judgment |

without understanding the facts on which that
judgment ought to turn. I say that my friend
has been condemned without a hearing. Ie has
been condemned by a jadgment which, if suffered
to go into histery uncontradicted, unexamined,
and unrefuted, would consign him to a fate which
his character does not deserve, and shall not
receive as long as I can stand liere as his friend
and advocate.

But, gsir, befure I approach the constitutional

rise to make any comments on the speech of the
‘| honorable Senator, open as it is to the highest
| censure -and disapprobation.®’

1 am not as young a man as Mr. SumnER, nOY
de I pretend to be in a condition to defy or place
myself against the testimony which would put
Iinto operation a current of public opinion, such

ay was pronounced by the honorable Serator
from Michigan in his place; but, sir, I can say,
that, with my nature, I could nethave slept that
night on my pillow with such a ccnsure and such
|| & eriticism pronounced in the Senate of the Uni-
ted States. I should have been ready to send &
| message to make atonement in some way.
|| should have wiped out, as far as 1 could, by re-
|| pentance and atonement, the unmanly aggression
| and insult which had been offered, and was con-

demned by the highest authority. I do not

and legal view of these resolutions, I must acquit | undertake to say what was the opinion of thai
myself of the duty which I in some measure as- |} Senator, but I can quote from his State the most
sumed yesterday evening, of presenting to the || consuming judgment I ever heard pronounced.
public the circumstances under which the fracas, | The sentiments expressed in the paragraph to

ag it is termed, or the assault, on the Senator from
Massachusetts, eccurred.

I said that my friend and relative was not in'the
Benate when the speech was being delivered, but
he was summoned. here, as I have learned from
others. Ike-was excited and siung by the street
rumors and the street commentaries, and by the
conversations in the parlors, where even ladies
pronounced a judgment; and, yir, woman never
fails to pronounce a judgment where honor is
concerned, and it is always in favor of the re-
dress of a wrong. I would trust to the instinct
of woman upon subjects of this kind. He could
not go into a parlor, or drawing-room, or to a
dinner party, where he did not find an implied
reproach that there was an unmanly submission
to an insult to his State and his countrymen,
Sir, it was hard for any man, much less.for a
man of his temperament, to bear this.

I intended to reserve a commentary which was

at once made on the speech of the Senator from |

Massachusetts as the most important part of my
conclusion; but I find that I can apply it at ne
better time than this. I allude tothe commentary
which was pronounced at the time; not when a
controversy had arisen; not when it wassupposed
that the teptations of an adversary, or even the
public mind, had so farmade an issue that he was
obliged to take one side or the other; but it was

pronounced by a gentleman of distinguished posi- |

tion, a sage, a pairiot, a man who had won laurels
in the field, and justly deserved to be considered
the Nestor of the Senate. Sir, the remarks made
bythe member from Michigdn [Mr. Cass] strack
me as the most consuming piece of criticism; and
I think, taking it all into consideration, it would
be more terrible to me than all the arguments of
an adyocate, and all the array that could be
brought on ene side or the other. It was the tes-
tumony of %oluntary justice.

I have listened’’—said that distinguished

whieh I allude, and in others, show that when
the effervescence of popular prejudice shall have
| subsided, this case might be tried;even in Massa~
lchusetts itself, I should not be afraid to try it
there. They are not slaves to be governed by
fanatical madness, One of the journals there, in
a remarkably well-written article, which I adopt,
gays:
|| ¢ Charles Bummer’s recent speeches in the United States
|| 8enate have not in any respect enhanced his reputation as a
| man, as a debater, or as a statesman. It is impossible,it
secms to us, for any fair-minded man, who lovestruth and re-
gards honor and decency, to read these effusions, all reek-
iug with filsehoods, bittcrness and wrath, and indeceney ,
without feeling that Massachusetts has been disgraced by
an unworthy son in the Scnate Chamber, betore the coun-
uy and in the face of the world, We venturs the assertion
that no paraliel to these vituperative outbursts of Summer
can be found in the annals of Congress, nor in the records
of any legislative assembly in the world. Overpowering
|| passion, madness itself, seems to have bereft him of his
| senses, and left him oblivious of trutli and honor, of tha
courtesies of intelligent and dignified debate, and of the
proprieties of civilized life.
|| We do not, we cannotguse terms too strong in relation
to this matter. It is not the character of Charles Sumner
aloune that is involved. The fair fame of Massachusetts
i suffers. Whatever may have been the political errars of
| Massachnsetts, she has ever, herctofore, been represented
| in the Senate of the United States, and we might also say
in the House of Represeniatives, by men, statesmen—
Welsster, Winthrop, Everett, Choate, Davis, and Bates—
who knew their rights, aud knowing dared to maintain,
and maintained them with courtesy, dignity, and ability, in
such a manner as to command the respeet of their oppo-
| nents, the applavse of their friends, and the admiration of
ali their countryren.”?

|| I knew some of the gentlemen here named, and

1'I should never be afraid to meet them in debate

|’ anywhere, because with them I should never

apprehend the assaunlts of calumny and slander.
|  capnot be reduced to such an issue that I niust
|| discount ealumny and slander by the language of
| a blackguard. If it be the theory of gentlemen
|| that when one uses language in dsbate transcend-
| ing the sphere prescribed by propriety and justice,

gentleman, [Mr. Cass,] who had worn the sword || we are to resortio thesame mode for redressand.
and the robes of the Senate, with distinction and i| satisfaction, I ama non-combatant; I cannot enter
dignity—** with equal regret and surprise to the | into a controversy with gentlemen in which they
speech of the honorable Senator from Massachu- (| are to bandy words,

setts. Such aspeech—the most un-American || These remarks are not without their direction.
and unpatriotic that ever grated on ears of the | I have used them to show what was the impres-
members of this high body—as I hope never to |{sion on the public mind at the time when the
hear again, here or elsewhere. But, sir, I did not || assault was committed. . Mr. Biveiam, a friend
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of Mr. Sumrer I presume, says in his testimony
that on hearing the speech he anticipated some-
thing. It was the general impression of the
whole community that he deserved 1o receive a
chastisement; or, at least, that he was hound to
make atonement in some way for the insults and
the wantonness of Lis insults to a gentleman (as
1 hope 1 am) then absent. This was the common
sentiment pervading the public mind at Washing-
ton. What was my friend todo? Sue him? Indict
him ? I that was the mode in which he intended
to take redress, he had better never go to South
Carolina again.  Was le to challenge hLim ?
That would have been an exhibition of thivalry
having no meaning. Although he has heen upon
the ficld, both in open war and in a private affair,
I should be very sorry to see any crisis requiring
it again. A challenge would have been an ad-
vertizsement to the world of his courage, when
therc was not a probability of its being tricd:
IHe would have made himself contempiible, and
perhaps might have been committed to the peni-
tentiary for sending a challenge.

Then, what course was left to him to pursue?
Mr. Sumner had opportunities cnougl to make
anapology. God knows I could not have resisted
the admonitory criticism of the distinguished
Senator from Michigan, perhaps the most im-
posing authority in the Senate. IHe paid uo
regard to him, and for a very good reason: his
speech was written, and had gone out, and he

could not contradict what he had sent forth to-|

the public with malice aforethought.

‘Well, sir, what did Mr. Brooxs do? It is said
he sought Mr. Sumner in the Senate Chamber.
It is the Just place in which he wished to seek
him. He would have met him in an open com-
bat, on a fair field, and under a free sky, at any
time. And .when the Legislature of Massachu-
setts chooses to say that his conduct is cowardly,
let her try him in any way she chooses. [Ap-
plause. ] ]

Sir, a man who occupies a place in the Senate,
representing a greai Commonwealth lilie Massa-
chuselts, or representing any Slate, as one of her
Senators, oceupics a very ‘high position, from
which lie ean send forth to the public what way
affect the claracter of almost any man, except
General Washington, or some one upon whose
character the verdict of history has becen ven-
dered.  Tlere is scarcely any man who can with-
stand the slander which may be pronounced from
the Senate Chamber of the United States.  Tor

this reason [ would never look, and [ never have |
looked, beyond the public position of a member

here, to go into his private and personal ehavac-
ter. I would not de it, beeause by so doing 1
should do a wrong which I could not redress.
Even a word escapiug my tongue in this Cham-
ber, as a Senator, might go far to injure o man
where he could not correctit. "We aredn a position
which requires high considerations for the regu-
Tation of our conduet. I agrce thoroughly with
General Jackson, that the slanderer who invélves

third persous in dificulty and danger, is an in- |
cendiary, against whom we should guard more |

than auy onc else, in a parliamentary point of
view. [ will gnote General Jackson's language.
He said: ¢ Over the doavsof cach House of Con-
gress, in letters of gold, should be inscribed the
words, ¢ The Slanderer is worse than e Muar-

b

]

iderer.” ? A single murder is horrible. It may
‘take a single individtal from society. But when
i I look at the mischievous influence of slander, I

find that it pervades a whole community; makes
| warin society; scts family against family; indi-
i vidual against individual; scction against scction,
Itis the most cowardly mode tn which a war
|| ean be eonducted.

With the state of opinion to which 1 have ak

luded prevailing, what did Mr. Brooxs do? Of
{course be did ngt undertakie 10 challenge Mr.
| SumNER to a fist fight, ora stick fight, orany other
( kind of fight, FIv thought Mr. SymnEr deserved
| castigation, and he undertook to give it to him
iaccording to the old-fashioncd notion, by eaning
[bim, I have not heard Me. Brooxs detail the
{circumstances. I have not conversed with him
|in regard to the matter; I take my information
i from the published testimony.  Mr. Brooks, not
inding him anywhere elsc, came to him while
lhe was sitting in his scat Lere, after the Senate
,had adjourncd. He camd to him in front—differ-
i ent from the statement made to the Massachusetts
|| Legislature. e was half a minute in bis procm
ior explanation. IIc said:n** Mr, Sumxer, I have
Iread your speech. I have read it carcfully, with
as much consideration, and forbearance, and fair-
i ness as I eould; bat, siv, I have come to punish
you now for the contents of that specch, which
ll1s a libel on my State, and on a gray-haired rel-
|lative.”’

Instinct would have prompied most men to
| rise immediately. Mr. Sumner did rise. In
| the act of rising, Mr. Brooxs struck him across
! the face—not, as has been represented, over his
|| head, for that is not the truth, nor is it borne ous
|| by the testimony. On the second stroke the cane
|lbroke. It is the misfortune of Mr. Broors to
Lave incurred all the epithets which have been
used in regard to an assassin-like and bludgeon
attack, by the mere aceident of having a foolish
i stick, which broke. It broke again; and it was
tnot, as I understand, until it came very near the
| handle, that he inflicted blows which he would

not have inflicted if he had an ordinary weapon
[lof a ltind which would have becn a security
|' against breaking. His design was to whip him;
i but the stick broke, and that Las brought upon
. limethcse imputations.

It has gone through the country that Mr.
Jrooks struck him aficr he was prostrate on the
floor. None who know this young man could
catertain such an ideay | have known Limfrom
chitdhood. ‘I used to have some control over him;
|, but the scholar has become the master, and I sup-
i pose he would nol care much about my advice
inow. By an hercditary tic our families are more
i closely united than any two with whom I have
[ been ncquainted.  Dutihat is far apart from the
i question. Independent of lis filial feelings for
|: me, and his regard for me as his constituent and
| Senator, T have no doubt that a personal fecling
|§ of regard for mysclf individually influcnced him.

He approached that man withno other purpdse
than to disgrace him as far as he could; but the
stick broke. After it broke he was reduced
to a kind of nccessity—a contingency not appre-
. hended at all in the original inception of the pur-
| pose of making the assault.  Novwithstanding
ol that has been said of hig brutelity, he is oue
J; ofthe bestiempered fellows L ever Luow—irapeis
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ous, no doubt, and quick in resentment, but he
did not intend what has been assigned to him.
After all that has been said and done, on a post ||
bellum examination, what iz it? A fight in the |
Bepate Chamber, resulting in two flesh wounds,
which ought not to have detained him from the
Senate. %eing rather a handsome man, perhaps
he would not like to expose himself by making '
his appearance for some time; butif he had been ||
in the Army, there was no reason why heshould |

| member of Congress from Vermont.

necticut, there was a pretty pressing opinion

| against a low man, and he could not stand it. He
had to move over into Vermont, a new State, then

the frontier of the country. He was elected a
He was
one of the Democrats. I suppose he was one of
the Red Republicans of that day against John
Adams’s administration. Was he a Democrat?
Mr, FOOT. Yes, sir; he was a Democrat.
Mr, BUTLER. It was before the gentleman

not go to the figld the next day;and he would || from Vermont taught school there, and Lyon as-
deserve to be cashiered if he did not go- What | sumed to be a kind of apostle of liberty and De-
does his physician say? He says thatthere were | mocracy. Not satisfied with instructing the
but two flesh wounds; that he never had a fever | people of Vermont, he went to Mr. Griswold of
while under his care and attendance, and that he l Connecticut; stood behind his seat and told him,
was ready to come into the Senate the next day, ||  Sir, you do not represent Connecticut correctly;
but for his advice; and his advice was, that he | T know these people; they are mean people; the
should not come into theSenate, because it would || will take $1,000 as oon as $9,000 for a salary.”
aggravate the excitement already too high. He || Griswold stood it for a great while. Finally
did not recommend kim not to go into the com- || Lyon said, ¢ I will go over to Connecticut; {
mittee room to be examined on the ground that || will talk to these people, and 1 will have an iin-
his wounds had enfeebled him, but for other con- || fluence upon them; [ will show whether you
siderations, because it might aggravate the excite- || ought to occupy your seat or not.’’ Griswold
ment already prevailing to an extent which might || said, ¢' I hope you will not go with your wooden
lead to mischievous consequences. || sword.” Herepeated this twice; and after some-
This, then, is the mode of redress.to which || body suggested to Liyon that the third time was
Mr. Brooxs resorted. Idonotsay whatI should || too much, he spit in Griswold’s face. A great
have advised him to do, but perhaps it was for-| hubbub wag raised, and Lyon was brought up, f
tunate that I was absent in one respeet, for I|| suppose, to his perfect delight, to be tried as to
certainly should not have submitted to that in-|| whether he should be expelled from the 1Iouse.
sult. Possibly it might not have been offered if || of Representatives ornot, On the following day,
I were present, though I do not know the fact; | Griswold involyed himself in a difficulty without
because I cannot say cxactly what would be the || any consideration. He took a good hickory
course of one of those persons who have a way || stick and went to Liyon. He did not give him
of fabricating speeches. Perhaps, being in his||any notice at all. They fought with hickery
speech, he would have had to read it; but I thinl | sticks, and gpit-boxes, and tongs, all over the
It possible that on the appeal which I would have || House of Representatives, while the House wag
made on my discretion, his friends might have | in session. Our hardy ancestors at that time did
induced him to reform it in some way so as to || not think a fight of so much importance that they
conform at least to the requirements of common | should take it into serious consideration. 'Fhey
decency in public opinion. If he had not done || said, let them both go. They refused to expel
80, I do not know what would have been my | either of them.
course. I|  When Mr. Randolph struck Mr. Allstins, 118
For this transaction, as I have detailed it, and || matter was brought before the House; but none
without the intelligence which T have detailed || of these things were considered of a sufficient
being before them, the Legislature of Massachu-| magnitude toinvoke the high function of a Legis-
setls have sent their resolutions here. These!|lature sending its missive to Congress to tell them
resolutions are without a precedent in the history || what to do. Massachusetts is the first to sei the
of this country. I hopeother Senators will speak | example. She has not only administered a vep-
to them, for they are not only an insult to South || rimand to Mr. Brooxs witkout any evidence; slr:e
Carolina and her representatives in Congress, but!| has not only assumed to pronounce judgment
L think they assail the Constitution of the country. | before hearing the evidence, like a judge pasaing
Before commenting on them, I may be permitted | sentence on a criminal before hearing his defense;
to allude to the first precedent of a congressional || but she has undertaken indiscriminately to say
fight, which was between two members from | that she demands of the Congress. of the Unite
- New England. | States to carry out her behests in regard to what
This effairis said to be an evidence of southern || she considers to be an outrage upon the priv-
‘violence and southern ruffianism. Some papers| ileges of the Senate. :
speak of the bowie-knife and the revolver of | Can anything be more insulting to (ke Con-
southern blackguards. Why, sir, the first fight || gress of the United States than the spectacle of
which took place in Congress was between Mat- || & State sending down a message to its ‘“faithful

thew Lyon and Roger Griswold, from Connec- |
ticut. Our ancestors in those days looked upon a|
fight with very little of the importance which is
now attached to it. They said it was so unim-
portant, that they were vexed that so much of the
time of the House was oceupied in considering it. i

It seems that Matthew Lyon, originally an ‘|
officer in the Army, had been cashiered "and ||
awarded a wooden sword. He then lived in Con-||
nectigut. At that:ime, and at this, too, in Cop-li

Commons’’—a message that they are to pro-
nounce this or that judgment? Aré we to submit
to this? Idid not wish to make the contest; huta
in my opinion, these resolutions, in. the terms
they 1mport, ought not to-have been reccived by
the Senate.

Taking alf these thifgs into consideration, in-
dieted as Mr. Brooxs has been by an ex parte
accusation, without evidence, without even the
finding of & grand jury, what is his position? If
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his case could go before any impartial tribunal,
and I could emf!oy counsel sueh as [ would se-
lect, probably I would choose my friend from
California, [Mr. WELLER,] who lives in a free
State, who is an impartial man, an advoecate, a
gentleman, a man of honor and courage.

If a civil action were brought by Mr. StMyER
against Mr. Broors for assault and battery, I
pledge myself that, with all the resources he could
bring to his command, he would be able to reduce
the verdict to a penny damages. What would be
the state of the pleadings?
Mr. Sumner, would be the allegation. It would
be admitted that he struck him, and inflicted two
flesh wounds. Mr. Sumxer would reply, ¢ Iam
a Senator of the United States; and although the
Senate was not ia session, I was in that sacred
temple, and my character Is so sacred under the
privileges of the Senate, that I am not to be
assailed.”” What would Mr. Broors’s counsel
rejoin? The rejoinder would be, ¢¢ Sir, you had
Erofaned and disgraced the seat you occupied,

efore you were struck.*’

Then the question would be, what is this priv-
ilege so much spoken of—freedom of debate?
The court would examine the question, whether
what was said was privileged within the rules of
the Senate, or whether it was a libel. If it should
be pronounced to be a libel, and I were the judge
before whom an action were brought—if a man
brought before me could show that another in-
sulted his mother, or his father, or his sister, or
himself, or his country, I would say to the man
who inflicted the blow, ¢ My duty is to fine you;
you are not justified by the law; but it is my
privilege to say that, whilst I will enforee the law
and maintain ite dignity, I shall fine you as smali
a sum as [ possibly can within my discretion.”’

Now let me state the testimony in such an
action, It would be that,in the absence of the

Senator from South Carolina, Mr. SuMNER rose |

in his seat, and pronounced what northern papers
themselves say is an unparalleled insult, not only

to the State of South Carolina, but to her absent |

Senator. It is one for which I cannot account.
I ought to thank one of the Boston editors—I
think the editor of the Courler—for a heautiful,

perhaps an undeserved compliment, which he has |

paid to my speech. I ought to thank him here
publicly, as one who has independence enough
to express his opinions in opposition to the tide
prevailing in his part of the country. In my
absence, language was used'of me which, I ven-
ture to say, no one who knew me believed. 1
might put that question to the Senator’s colleague.
I know nothing against either of the Senators
from Massachusetts personally or privately. 1
dare say, as neighbors and individuals, I should

not have the least right to complain of their judg- |

ment outside of the influences which operate
upon them publicly and politically. They have
no right here to attack any man’s private char-
acter. I never transgressed the limits of propri-
ety to reach over and look at any man’s private
character, 1 do not know that I have anything
against Mr. SumNeR’s private character; but that
has nothing to do with the matter. Here, in his
place, in colore officit, as a Senator from Massa-
chusetts, he undertook to traduce and calumniate
the revolutionary history of South Carolina, and
to make remarks in regard to one of her Senators

Mr. Brooxs struck |

|on this floor, a coequal with him, to which no
one could have submitied. It happens that that
Senator was the constituent of a member of the
House of Representatives, who was his friend.
That friend, finding that his own blood was in-
sulted by an insult to his absent relative, was
goaded on by the necessity of circumstances to
take some measure of revenge. AsI said yester-
day, surely under such circumstances much is to
be pardoned to the feelings of a man acting under
such motives. o

‘With these remarks T dismiss the resolutions
of Massachusetts, hoping that somebody else
besides a Senator from South Carolina” will say
| something of them,for I do not wish to identify
myself too much with them as a personal matter.
| I Lave attempted to keep aloof from that.

The Senatorfrom Mass¥chusetts, in his speech,
made one or two allusions which I must inci-
dentally notice to show how erroneous he is

|| whenever he touches any subject, He says I
indulged in licentious abuse of the people of Kan-
i| sas. When he speaks of the people of Kansas
I suppose he means those who were sent there
by the aid societies. I vresume he considers
nobody as the people of Kansas except those
who have the impression upon them of the people
whom he designates to choose and comprehend’
within the term, © people of Kansas.”” He has
| no regard for the people of Kentucky, of Mis-
|| souri, of Iowa, of Virginia, of South Carolina,
{| who may have gone into that Territory, but he
|| says I have abused its people. I never did abuse
|| them. I did say that the man who came here
| with the so-called petition of Kansasin his hands
without signatures, was attempting to come into
the fold of this Federal Government by a fraud.
I did not use as strong an expression asmy friend
from Louisiana, {Mr. Bexyasmiv,] my friend from
|| Yirginia, [Mr. Masox,] and others. I did not
say that the petition was a forgery. I denounced
|| it as a violation of the rules of the Senate to print
a paper of that kind, or to give it the dignity
of a paper coming from a State. Thisis all that
I said. I did not abuse the people. But what
| does Mr. SumneR say of the portion, my poriion,
if he chooses to call them so, though i do not
| wish so to characterize them, of the people of
| Kansas? Hespeaksof themag ¢ hirelings, picked
| from the drunken spew and vomit of an uneasy
civilization—in the form of men—
¢¢ Ay, in the catalogue ye go for men ;
As hounds and grayhounds, mongrels, spaniels, eura,
Shougbs, water-rugs, and demi—wolve:k are called
| All by the name of dogs.? »?

Sir, he could not have provoked me in the spi-
rit-of controversy to say that. I have no doubt
many worthy individuals have gone there under
the influence of aid societies; I have not com-
pared them, as the Senator hasthose who have
gone there from Arkansas, Missouri, and Vir-
ginia, to the genus of wolves, dogs, and hirelings.
from the spew of an uneasy civilization. All are
dogs, in his estimation, that do not come under
the impnression of hisindorsement. This islan-
guage which I could notuse of any set of men with
whom I was not acquainted. If I were to settls
in Kansas to-morrow among those very people, I
think it probable that I should be on good terms
with them; for I have never had a dispute witha

! neighbor. I do not think these people would
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i i is denun- I ;
disturb me, But what think you of th || ary debate which he did not repeat ; nor was there any pos-

ciation—this rhetorical bombardment from the
Senate of the United States, of a class of indi-
viduals, as honorable and brave a set of men, [
doubt not, as any othet, though, perhaps, reck-
less to-some extent. 1 regret the issue pending
in Kansas. I said before, and now repeat, that
the very last fate . to which this country should
be reduced, would be to commit the arbitrament
of great quegtions to the issue of the sword in
the hands of youth willing to contend and pleased
with the pride of engaging in arms, and having
bestowed on them all the fascination which can |

¢ There wis no extravagance of the ancient patliament-

sible deviation from truth which he did not make, with sq
| much _of passion, I_am glad to add, as to save him from the
| suspicion of intentional aberration.”

| I do not know that I have ever been an imita.
|tor in my life. Those who know me best say
; that T am rather sui generis. I never borrow from

Demosthienes, and palm it off as my own. As for
| my deviation from the truth, let me ask, did he

tell the truth when he quoted the constitution of
|| South Carolina, and there was no such clause in
it as he stated? Did he tell the truth when he
undertook to say, that her imbecility was shame:

be imparted by danger and trial. || ful during the Revolution? I have shown that
Mr. Burces then goes on to show Mr. Symner || she absolutely sent bread to Massachusetts. Did
guilty of what bears a very close similitude to an || hiltill}tbiggt}ll]ghgg g:r??ealit;gt ;ﬁp\‘;t%nwh?:
intentional misunderstanding in charging him (Mr. gre?yth{n ¢ that folglows. - P

Burren) with saying that the people of Kansas| “'f tetort’ on him the very language which he
should be disarmed; and also shows up Mr.| applies to me. e aceuscd me of such a pio-
BuMNER’S — now notorious — imitation of the || clivity to error that I could not conform to the
apostrophe of Demosthenes, which he admits is || line of truth, or was continually deviating from
a remarkable imitation, and is the best part of |it: I have convicted him before the Senate, by

' - the evidence which I have adduced, of calum
?‘;Islo(?v/{:g Ss‘i:b;?}fi?l,gs)p if(f::t};r.m'He ity Ly niating the history and character of South Caro.

|lina, and of misrepresenting her constitution;

Mr. President, I have convicted the Senator of | He has done this, not in response to anylhing
making a speech which was not in response to | I had said, or anything which was legitimately
anything 1 said. I have convicted him of such || connected with the debate. He has undertaken
historical errors as no man can mistale. I have || to charge me with ignorance of the law and the
convicted him of making allegations against me | Constitution, which is perfectly independent ol
of being ignorant of law and of Constitutions,and | his arbitrary dicfum—the dictum, allow me to say|
yet when he undertook to quoteand expound the || of 2 man who has never conducted a great lnw
constitution of South Carolina, I have showi that | case in this country. I believe no one would buy
he either never read that constitution, or he ecould an estate worth $10,000 upon his opinion of the
not understand it, or, if he did understand it, he title. Iwould notengage him to conduct a cause;
willfully misrepresented it. He has been guilty | not that he is not a clear man, but I would nol

of the suppressio veri and the suggestio falsi. He
eannot escape from these propesitions.

1 bave a copy of the Senator’s speech before
me, and now I am going to turn his gun upon
him. [ ask the Senate to see if I do not turn it
upon him to such an extent as to allow me to

ply the apposite quotation of which I have
often made use:

¢ Mutato nomine, de te
Fabula narratur.”?

Iere is what he says of me: 2

¢ With regret I come again upon the Senator from South
Carolina, [Mr. BuTLER,] Who, omnipresent in this debate”’

Why, sir, I have counted the Congressional
Globe, and my remarks make but twelve pages,
while his are thirty-two. I have not gone inta
the subject at as great length as my friends from

Alabama, [Mr. Cray,] Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] |

and others. My speeches all put together on
this subject are but twelve pages, and hisare thir-
ty-two; while those of his coadjutors amount, I
suppose, to a hundred more. Yet he said I was
omnipresent in this debate! I will not say that
he is omnipresent in this debate, but he is omni-
present everywhere oul of the debate. He says
that I ¢ overflowed with rage at the simple sug-
gestion that Kansas had applied for admission ag
a State, and, with incoherent phrases, discharged
the loose expectoration of his speech, now upon
her representatives, and then upon her people.”
I =aid it was a fraud, and the Senate said so.
Why did he single me out? Again, alluding to
me, he said:

trust him as a lawyer. And yet he undertakes to
be my judge. What right has he to pronounce
judgment on me as a lawyer? 1 am reduced toa
Eretty predlcument at this time of life, if I am tg

e subjected to such a judgment! Itisa judg:
ment about which I care little; and 1 do not sup:
pose any man would give fifty dollars for it even
I1n Massachusetts.

¢t He cannot ope his mouth but out there flies a blunder '

I sincerely hope that what he has said is a
blunder. 1 do not know but that he may have
thought he would escape scrutiny and exposure:
I hope that, when he opened his mouth and said
what he did in reference to these matters, it wag
a blunder. He said of me, ¢ the Senator touches
nothing which he does not disfigure.”” [ can say
of him he has touched nothing which he has nol
misrepresented, except it be in his general decla-
mation, and there is no detecting’a man in that; it
is a matter of taste. I appreciate highly the com-
pliment I received this morning in the Boslou
Courier as to the merit of my speech. 'L'he
Senator says of me, that ¢ the Senator touches
nothing which he does not disfigure—with erros
sometimes of principle, sometimes of fact.”?
apply this to him with this exception: Isay error
nearly always of princiPle, sometimes of fact. I
|| leave the Senate to decide between us in Lhat re-
spect. Again he said of me:

¢ He shows an incapaeity of accuracy, whetlier in stallng

| the Constitution or in stating the law—whether in the de-
tails of statistics or the diversions of scholarship.”?

Il T shall not compete with him in scholarship-




for I should be vulnerable there; but  men who || strife. I am passing through the last chapter of
live in glass houses should never throw stones.”” || my public life, and I'have no wish to idenufy my -
Of all the things which that Senator ventured to | pame with anything like a personal controversy.
do, I think he exposed his house most when he | I have never soughtit. When the question comes
made that assertion, with the detection which I || to be'examined and solved, Who was the aggress-
have fixed upon him of error, injustice, and ma- ||or? it will be found-that it was not I on any
lignity. 1t is neiled upon him, and he cannot || occasion. Iadmit that I have three peculiarities
get rid of it. T care not how far fanaticism may || of manner—impatience, excitability, and perhaps
uniertake to influence the judgment of public || absent-mindedress. They are peculiarities which
opinion, it cannot alter the truth, Truth is| have followed me from the cradd. But, sir, [
sometimes slow in making its impression on the || hope I have hever known the time when rcason
public mind, but, when made, it isevidence which || and repentance would not suppress even a tem-
Broduces a belief that cannot be resisted. That || porary injustice. If injustice is done to me, or
elief will grow out of my statements, my re- | a wrong or insult offered, I never stop to parley
marks, and my references, and is just as certain |in words, I ask justice, and if it is not given,
as the wuth of the evidence, and he cannotescape || I never would be in the wrong if I could help
from it. myself; but when I am in the right T donot thinL
Me. President, l have detained the Senate much || any man can blame me for vindicating my princi-
lsnger than T wished., When I gave notice that | ples. y
I should speak to the resolutions of Massachu-|| Now, sir, I appeal to the good sense of (Lis
‘aetts, it was with perfect confidence that the Sen- |'country. I appeal to the lessons which itagrave
ator would be in his seat, Finding that these | historyinculcates. Iappeal to theposition which
resolutions were not here, on Mondaylast I gave |it occupies in relation to the history of the world,
notice that I should speak on Thursday, stiil con- || and to the high responsibilities which now rest

fident that he would be here? Yesterday, havin

heard that perhaps he would not be present,

inquired in as delicate a manner as I could when
he would be here? Although our relations are not |
friendly, I did not wish to assume a position |
which would be even apparently inconsistent
with faiv chivalry and Eearing. I iuquired |
whether he would be in the Senate within a fort-

on this Confederacy, not to allow it to be disselved
|in blood. If we are to separate, let us have com-
mon gense enough to do it in a way becoming in-
telligent men, who have learned their lessons fiom
the highest sources of intelligence and wisdom.
If we are to live together, let it not be upon the
terms prescribed or intimated by the tone and

er of the licentious and aggressive language

tem
of Lﬁ)e speech delivered by the Senator from Mag-
sachusetts. It is impossible for self-respect to
in a few days, Lo Massachusetts, and that he ||allow me to sit here and listen quietly to such a
would not be likely to return for three or four |speech. If there were separate confederacies
weels, T could not allow the opportunity to pass. | to-morrow, he dare not utter it without subjecting
1 have staled these facts to show that I do not || himself to a peril which he will not encounter
stand here taking advantage of his absence, I was | now. Ie would then put his section in a posi-
willing Lo wait any reasonable time, but I could | tion to make war, and he would be respousible to a
not allow error to prevail longer in relation to | highertribunalthan that of those who'have erected
my Siate, my friend, or myself. This is my | themselves into it under an influence which 1
position. | think must perish; and I hope the day is fast
Sir, if there iy any one individual who more | coming when thefires of that-limited sectionalism
than another regrets the occasion on which I | will burn out, or will be reduced to the ashes of
have spoken, it 1s myself. T have no temper for || disappointment and. disgrace.

night, and, if g0, I said I would postpone my re- |

|
|.
marks. I'inding that it was his purpose to go, ;



FROM THE

HON. JOSIAH J. EVANS’S SPEECH,

DELIVERED IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, JUNE 23, 1856.

The Senate, a= in Committee of the Whole, having under |
consideration the bill to enable the people of the Terri-
tory of Kansas to form a constitution and State govern-
ment, preparatory to their admission into the Union when
they have the requisite population—

Mr. EVANS said: Mr. President, the subjects
which have grown out of this unhappy Kansas
affair are of very grave import. I wouléjwillingly,
very willingly, avoid, if it were possible, mingling |
in this controversy. I have no taste for it. Itis|
against the habits of the last thirty years of my |
life; for within that period, so far as ¥remember,
I have on no occasion found it necessary to make
anything like a forensic effort. But, sir, the|
Benator from Massachusetts not now in his seat |
LMr, Sumner] has not Ieft me any choice. He

ag thought proper, in a most ruthless manner,
to assail my State, and to assail my colleague. |
T'his requires at my hands something in reply. |
In making this reply, I do not purpose to indulge |
in any unkind language, much less to violate any
parliamentary law.

Tle subjects which I propose to discuss are the
legitimate inferences growing out of that which
he has introduced into his speech. So farasI
am capuble of understanding it—and I certainly

have no desire to misrepresent either that Sena- |

tor or anybody else—~—the great object of the Sen-
ator’s speech seemed to be threefold: First, to
excile Lhe people, the Free-Soil people—the ¢¢ free
reople,” as he called them—in Kansas, to rebel-
ion and resistance to the law. 'That seemed to
Le his ficst object. His second object was, to
nssail and vituperate my respected friend and
colleazue, [Mr. BurLer;] to heap all the oppro-
brium he could on the slave States generally;
and the State of South Carolina in particular.
"o (his, sir, was added the further object of mag-
nifying, as farasin him lay, the present condi-
tion, and former, and particularly the revolu-
tionary, services of the State of Massachusetts.
Now, sir, upon each of these subjects I have
somelhing to say—very little, indeed, in relation
to Kansas. 8ir, my heart bleeds at the unhapp
condition of that country. The efforts whicK
have been made, from the tire of the passage of
the Kansas bill, to defeat its operation by means
which [ believe originated in this Hall, have been
incessant and without any remission. Mr. Pres-
ident, I am an old man; and for the last thirty
years of my life, the business of it has been to

endeayor to arrive dispassionately at just conclu- |

sions. T am too old to be excited by party con-
flicts. | have therefore endeavored to turn my
altention to this subject as dispassionately as T

1

fered to act for themselves, the unhappy condi-
tion in which that country is now placed would
never have existed. But, sir, the politicians—
those who live by excitement—would not let this
matter rest. [ have no doubt you will remember,
sir, that before the Kansas bill was passed, hun-
dreds of thousands of pamphlets were distributed
| through this land, for the purpose of exciting the
public prejudice against it. It was branded as a
fraud, as a swindle, as a breach of faith on the
| part of the South. Those pamphlets were echoed
gack by the remonstrances of three thousand
New England clergymen, and laymen without
number. .
Mr. President, I beg to ask what was Lkis
plighted faith which it 1s charged that the South
| violated in the Kansas bill?  What wasit? It
| was simply the repeal of the Missouri restriction
—I do not call it compromise, because it partalkes
of nothing of the nature of a compact or compro-
mise. Well, sir, what was that Missouri restric-
tion? I do not propose to enter into a discussion
of it. T desire simply to say thet it was an act of
Congress. 'When Missouri came here requiting
| admission ag a State, objection was made that she
was a slave State. Missouri had a right, I pre-
sume, to decide this matter for herself. Slic was
settled mainly from Virginia and other slavelold-
ing States. Slavery existed there extensively,
and had existed there before the purchase of
Louisiana, of which it was a part. Well, sir, for
the sake of peace, after there had been wmuch
discussion on the subject, the South, headed b
Mr. Lowndes, agreed that Missouri should be NK
mitted, and that after that time no slavery should
| exist beyond a certain line. As I said before,
this was a mere act of Congress. The North
gave nothing forit. They had no right to object
|| to the admission of Missouri as a slaveholding
|| State. Tt was usurpation in them to pretend that
|| they had a right to exclude her, If, then, the
|| North had no right to object, she gave nolling
for this plighted faith of the South, as it is called.
It was simply an act of Congress, subjecl to repeal
whenever Congress thought proper to repeal it,
If, sir, there was any inducement on the part
of the South to assent to this Missouri restriction,
||it was the belief, which they had a right to ex-
Il pect, that the slavery agitation should cease.
They had surrendered a portion of their territory,
{that to which they had as good a title as any
other portion of this Union, and they had a right
to expect that the slavery agitation would cease.
|| If anybody hasa right to complain of this breach
of faith, it is the South, The slavery agjlation

could; and the deliberate judgment to which I | has been continued from 1820 up to this time;
bave come is, that if the people of Kansag—the || there has been no remission in it. If it has par-
pro-slavery and anti-slavery partv—had been suf- || tiallv died out on some occasions. the first onoor-
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tunity which presented itself has been seized to '|i ‘Where are they to come from? Kansas and Ne-
revive it with still greater virulence. braska can make six; New Mexico will make

Mor. President, I do not propose to go further || half as many; California may be well divided into
on this subject. It has been so often discussed || three States; and there is no doubt of the fact, I
that it would be an unnecessary waste of the
time of the Senate for me to attempt to discuss it | years it will be accomplished—that the Indians
again; but this agitation seems to have arisen out | will be driven out, and those large territories, ex-
of the question of slavery; and on that I have| tending from the Atlantic to the Pacific, will be

venture to say, that within the next forty or fifty

something to say, though but very little. Sir,
the South-~the slave States—are not propagand-
ists; they are content wilh their institutions as
they are; they are content with that form of civ-
ilization which exists amongst them; they desire
not to extend it to New England or to any other
portion of the United States, who do not choose
to receive it. Dut, sir, whilst they are willing to
do this, there is nothing in their nature, and there
is nothing in their institutions, which inclines
them to submit tamely to any aggressions on their
rights. If slavery be a sin, it is ours, and we
are willing to bear it. Neither New England nor,
any other section of the country comes m for any

articipation of it. If, as has been said, it is an
Incubus on the advance of civilization—if it isan
incubus on the energies of any people—that in-
cubus rests on our people, and does not paralyze
any other section. 1f we are willing to bear it, wh
should others desire to relieve us of that of Whic‘g
we do not complain?

But it is said, ¢ You are not content to keep
your institutions in your own section, but youn
desire to extend them to Kansas.” Well, sir,
if we desire to extend them to Kansas, have we
not a right to do so? Does not Kansas belong
in part to the Louisiana purchase? Did we not
pay equally—I do not say we paid more—but we

ald our full share of the price of that country.

f gentlemen wish to know why we particularly
desire to have Kansas, I cantell them. If the sla-
very agitation had ceased, and if, after the Mis-
souri compromige, those who live in the free
Btates would have been content to allow things
to remain as they were, there would never hLave
been any movement to change that understanding
betwecen the two sections of the country. But,
sir, no sooner had they succeeded in placing the
Missouri restriction on our settlement of that
northwestern country, than both Houses of Con-
gress were flooded with petitions to abolish sla-
very in the District of Columbia, toaholish what |
was called the slave trade between the States, and, |
more than that, to abolish it in the forts and gar-
risons and every other.place over which Congress |
had any jurisdiction. Did I not hear the Sen-:
ator from Massachusetts {Mr. WiLson] say, that
it was the intention of his Farty to abolish sla- |
very in the Territories, in the District of Colum-}

divided into States of this Union. Was it strange,
| then, that the South should be alarmed at this
state of things? 1 did not hearit; but I have un-
derstood that, in 1850, a Senator here from one of
the free States said their object was to build a
wall around slavery—a wall of freemen, to render
slave property unproductive, and to force its
emancipation.
Mr. BUTLER, ¢ Cordon,’”’ was the word.
Mr. EVANS. Well, sir, Kansas, although it
is but one State when added, will be good against
| three more. And was it strange, then, that the
South should desire possession of Kansas merely
as a guarantee? 'There is no pretense that they
| can occupy any other portion of that immense
| region. Everybody knows that slavery will not
| do fora farming country merely. Itisof no value
in a graining country; it is of no value in the
mechanic arts; it can only be used to advantage
| in the cultivation of the great staples. There is
no pretense that any one of the great staples that
constitute the great material of our forcign com-
| merce, can be cultivated anywhere within the
| limits of these Territories outside of the Territory
of Kansas. I ought, Mr. President, to say, in
this connection, that, although 1 have expressed
our fears as to the future, yet, with such genile-
men as I see around me from the free States, |
have nothing to fear. I know thaithe honorable
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Fosrer] would
do no such act of foul injustice as to interfere
with slavery in the States. And f the question
was to-morrow, whether the Constitution should
be altered, and this great and crying wrong per-
petrated, he would not do it; and I can say the
game of many others whom I see here to-day;
but can I forget, or can anybody forget, what is
the progress of this thing? ‘Why, sir, was nal
Daniel Webster refused the use of Fancuil Hall
because it was supposed he had expregsed some
degree of toleration for the institution of slavery?
What guarantee have [—what guarantee can any -
body have; that, in twenty or thirty years from
| this” time, those who are here now will not be
| elbowed out as they have been in some of the
States by some more illiberal persons than them-
| selves ? : *
{  These, Mr. President, are the reasons why we
desire Kansas; but it was notallowed. The very

bia, and everywhere else where theyhad power? | instant it was opened to the slave population, that
If they will abolish it wherever they have the | instant there sprungup a contrivance—a machin-
power, they will get the power whenever they can.’!| ery was set in operation of which Ldonot choose
The same spirit which would exercise the power ! to speak—the object of which was to defeat this
will get the power whenever it can. Letany man || act of Congress, and, as was said by the Senator
cast his eye on the map of thisimmense domain, i; from Massachusettss, to devote this Territory to
extending from the Atlantic to the Pacific ocean, i freedom. Woell, sir, if they can devote it to free
and he will see a space there, outside of the ex-i! population in the ordinary way} without the use
isting States, abundtmthl large to make Stutes) of this ncw scheme of immigration of which he
enough to give the gentlemen what they desire. '| spake—and which I suppose is that which has
Whenever you have sixty States in this Union, il been in ‘operation—if they can got possession of
three *ourths of them can alter the Constitution, i it without resort to this new scheme of immigra-
and abolish slavery everywhere. You have | tion, we cannot object; I, for one, would not
thirty-one now; you want only twenty-nine. || object.

»
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Mr. President, I now propose to submit some
remarks on this hated subject of slavery. Sir, 1
am not frightened by aname. A wise legislator
looks to things as they are; and he who would
legislate for this great Republic must look to it
as it is, A state of things exist here which,per-

haps, exists nowhere else; but it is here, and you |

must deal with it as a wise and honest man should.
I do not mean in any remarks which I shall make
to reproach Massachusetts, or any other State
or section of the world, on thegubjeet of the slave
trade. It is true that, at least so far as South
Caroliva is concerned, we participated very little
in it. Some few ships were fitted out in Charles-
ton, but I doubt if a native of the State ever had
any participation in it. DBut, sir, I reproach no-
body for it. At that period in‘the history of the
world, it was thoughtright. There was the con-
current testimony of the civilized world that, to
eapture the wild savage of Africa, and reduce him
toa state of subjection, to feed and clothe him, and
civilize him, and Christianize him was no wrong ?
I say, therefore, that I reproach no man for it.
We followed only the popular sentiment which
prevailed in the world. But, sir, I think we have
a right to complain, and it is the only complaint
on this subject I have to malke, that, if others have
gone before us, if we have been outstripped in
Em]ing out that this system was wrong, those
persons who have been thus fortunate will let us
alone until we ourselves hecome sufficiently en-
lightened to concur in their opinion. This, we
th;nk, we have the right to ask; this is all we do
aslk.

1 propose Lo enter inlo no ethnological inquiry
about the unity of the races. My own opinion,
my own judgment is, that we are all one—proba-
bly descended from a common ancestor; but that
is very immaterial. 'We find men different on

Many of the negroes at the South are intelligent,
although they have not much mental culture—
certainly very little that is derived from books.
They are an improving people—improving in in-
telligence and in morals. Fhave no doubt that
the time will come when God will work out his
own problem in relation to Africa. Carlyle says,I
think with some truth, that all the great events in
the history of man have generally been produced
by a single individual, or by but very tew; that
the great reformation in religion was produced by
Luther; that Cromwell and his associates in Eng-
tand produced a wondrous change in the notions
of mankind, in relation to civil and religious lib-
erty; that a new impetus was given to this ball by
the American Revolution, of which Washington
| was the chosen instrument of Providence to ac-
| complish. Sir, for aught I know, it may be that,
| in the providence of Giod, in his own proper time,
a deliverance will be worked out for this race.
At present they are not fit for it, but they are
| going on in improvement, both mentally and moz-
[lally.” Of one thing I am sure—when that time
| arrives, some more fit instrument will be used
| than those who have now thrust themselves into
| this business, prematurely, and in a manner
| wholly uncalled for. T doubt very much whether

Parson Beecher will be a chosen instrument in the
|| hands of God for the purpose of effecting this or
|| any other great and beneficial change in the affairg
of mankind.

Sir, as T said before, I am not frightened by
names, I am not alarmed by the fear that I'shall
be held up in some future fourth of July speech,
or some college oration, or in the columns of some
filthy newspaper, as the advoeate of slavery.
|| That has no terrors for me. Istand here to legis-
|late for this country as it is. If the institution
;! of slavery be an evil, to whom is it an evil? Is

the face of the earth—as different as they would | it to the master? What injurious effect does it
Le if they were not descended from a common || produce upon him? Is he not as much of g gen-
ancestor ; but in relation to the African, fio man || tleman, is he not as moral a man, is he not as
in this touse, and no man out of it, can say that || pious and religious a man, is he not as distin-
there is any corner of this earth, upon which the ; guished for ali the cardinal virtues as the people
African race are as well off, as well provided for, | of any country or the face of the earth? If heis
with more of the elements of happiness, than|| not, I have not found out the fact.
in the slave part of these United States. Iassert| Ifitbe an evil to the Africamr, where, [ ask, is
it withoat the fear of contradiction. I know not || his condition better? Ts itin.Africa? Let Park
from whence it has come 3 but this T know, that| and the travelers in that country answer the
the Africans were slaves in the days of the Pha- | question. Is his condition better in Hayfi or
raohs ; that hine out of ten of them are slaves in || Jamaica? ILet those who desire correct informa-
their native land; and thatin no country of which : tion on that point go to some fountain of truth,
I am aware are they received upon an equality | and they will find it. I would recommend every
with the white race. In confirmation of the fact || man who embarks in this controversy with the
which I have just stated, that nine out of ten of | hope of bettering the condition of the Afiican, to
them are slaves in their own country, I beg leave || read the letter of Governor Wood, of Ohio. On
to refer to an incident in Park’s travels in Africa. || his way to his consulate in South America he
In the year, 1796, after having visited the interior, || stopped at Jamaica. Let any man read what he
wlien lie returned to the coast of Senegal, finding || says, and compare it with what he may see at
vessel bound for Euripe, ke took passage in || the South—not whathe has read in Mrs. Stowe’s
a slaveship, bound for Caarleston. In that ship | novel—and he will find the truth of what I assert,
there were one nundred anc svty Africans. Hav-1| that the condition of the African is better in our
ing been a year in their country, he understood || southern States than in any of those countries
their langusge, and was able to converse with | in which he has been emancipated.
them. He found that of the whole one hundred |i 1 ask, further, is his conlﬁtion better in the
and sixty, om,y four bad been born free. The! East? Isa free negro in New England as well
rest were slaves. If any man desires to know || off as a slave who has a good master? and nine
what i the state of slavery in Africa, let him read || out of ten, I'believe I might say ninety-nine out 0.
Park, and Lander, and tKe recent hook of Cap- || a hundred, are good masters. ~Let the facts speak’
tain Canot. ‘ for themselves. Lock at the census. Although
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have been flying to the free States, the census
shows that, in the slave States, the slave popula-
tion has increased infinitely beyond the increase
of the free people of color, with all these append-
ages, in the free States.
of pauperism and poverty, what do you find?
You find that he is a being infinitely more de-
graded than the white man. In 1850, in the State
of Massachusetts, with a population of over
900,000 white” inhabitants, there were 389 con-
victs in her penitentiaries, and 47 black convicts
out of a negro population of 9,000. In Connecti-
cut, there were 146 white and 30 black convicts
in her penitentiary. In New York, you find the
game disproportion.

The resnlt iz, that in Massachusetts there is 1
white convict out of every 2,522 whites, and 1
black counvict for cvery 262 negroes. In New
Yorl, theré is 1 white convict 1n 2,056, and 1
black convictin 142. In Virginia, thereis 1 white
conviet in 5,570, and 1 black conviet in 11,600,
1 do not suppose that these figures present ex-
acl.l¥ a correct statement in relation to Virginia,
for I suppose the slaves there are not punished in

_—— : —1 1 e
emancipation has been going on, and fugltwesl in duty bound to exercise the power as soon as

If you go to the records |

||it can. This is the doctrine of Garrison, and of
some papers which are sent to me every day-—
among the rest, one called the Radical Abolition-
ist. If such be the Senator’s views, I can onl
say that they are utterly impracticable. 1 shall
not waste the time of the Senate in discussing
such a scheme. If it is to be done on payment
of the value of the slaves, $1,000,000,000 will
not pay for them. If theyare to be emancipated
and sent to Africa, that sum will not pay the ex-
pense of their transportation and maintenance
there until they are able to maintain themselves.
If the object of that party be to emancipate them,
and leave them in the States, it requires no sa-
|| gacity to see what will be the result.
|~ Sir, between the-white man, North and South,
and the black man, there is a deep, an impassable
| gulf. Ttisas manifestatthe Northas at the South.
|%n 1847, I traveled through New England and
|| New York. I was ten days in Boston and three
|| weeks in New York: During all that time I
never saw a negro at work. It is well known
there that a white man will not work with him,
|| This with some people is the objection to allow-

such a way as to exhibit in prison returns the full || ing slavesto go to Kansas. They say the white
result of crime. I presume they are punished, as|| man will not work with the negro. If there be
in South Carolina, in some summary way of ||any man who in his senses believes that thae
which no special record is kept; but, so far as |negro’s condition would be bettered by emanci-
Massachusetts and New York are concerned, the || pation now, L have never met him, unless he
guestion is settled beyond all controversy. '}ge one of those whom I have seen and heard

The rapid increase of population in the ordi- || on this floor. [ need not say, what is obvious
nary way is looked upon by all writers as one||to everybody who knows anything about the
of the strongest evidences of the bodily comfort | matter, that his condition would be infinitely
at least, of the subjects of it. Crime and pauper- | worse.

ism are the frnits, not of comfort and independ-
ence, but of want and destitution. The fact, that
in Massachusetts there is 1 white conviet out of
2,522, and 1 black convict out of 262, exhibits a
state of things, showing beyond all question that
in those regions of boasted freedom the black
man is in a sad condition.

I am sorry, sir, that necessity compels me to
speak of the absent Senator from

I have to speak of his facts. What could be the
~bject of the wondrous tirade which we heard
from him about freedom? Does he mean that,
in the state of things which exists in this coun-
try, he thinks it desirable to turn loose three mil-
lions of Africans? If he does, he means what
few people hesides himself—few considerate peo-
ple—would suppose to be practicable. The Sen-

b assachu- ||
setts. T do not intend to use his own language, '
or to be unmindful of what is due to myself, but |

If these declamations about freedom, and these
commiserations for the poor negro’s condition,
have any meaning—if they are to result in any-
thing, I should suppose they would result in
something to better his condition. Now, will
his condition be bettered? No man, I think,
will rise here in his place and say that it will,

But another fruitful subject of declamation—
the Senator from Massachusetts spoke largely
about it—is, that we send little children to the
auction block—that we part hushand and wife.
I can inform him that this act which he thus justly
denounces is as much denunciated in the State
of South Carolina as in Massachusetts. Sir, Tlive
in a slave country; I live in a district in which
the slave population exceeds the white by two
thirds; and yet I affirm here, that I have never
known an instance in which a separation has
been made between husband and wife, or, as I

ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. WiLsow,] who is| have heard, mother and her children., If gentle-
prosent, has defined his position. He disclaims || men will look at the census, they will sce that by
any right to interfere with slavery in the States. || far the greater part of the slaveholders own from
It 1s a fair inference, as I have already remarked, || one to ten slaves. When you come, on the'par-
that, though he is now restrained by the Consti- !tition of estates, to divide that number between
tion, he would do it if he had the power; but in || families, there must necessarily be some se}:-
that I may do him injustice. The other Senator ||aration; but as to putting them on the block,
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Svmwer] has never, I!land selling them to anybody who may choose
believe, defined his position on this point. He |to buy, I never heard of it; [ never knew it; and
has never said—in fact the contrary is to be in-|| I do not believe the pspular sentiment in any
forred—that the Constitution affords us any guar- |'part of South Carolina would tolerate it for a
antee. 1 suppose, then, (to borrow a manufac-l moment. »

turer’s term,) that he belongs to that stripe of the | In this connection 1 may say that the man
anti-slavery party who deny that the Constitu- || Legree, who has been held'up as the model of
tion has guarantied slavery, and who contend 'a slaveholder, is no more a representative of
that Congress has the power to abolish it, and is ' the slaveholders of South Carolina, than a Mas-
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gachusetts man, by the name of Knapp, is of |!
the morals of Massachusetts. Knapp was the i
nephew of an aged and respectable old gentleman ||
who had once been a member of the House of
Representatives, who was eighty years of age,
and in the ordinary course of nature could have
lived but a few ycars. His nephew was so

reedy to put his hands on his property that he |
Eircd an assassin to enter hiz chamber at mid-
night and murder the old man in his sleep. T}
quote not that as a model of Massachusetts mo- |
rality, but it as fairly represents Massachusetts |
morality as this fellow Legree docs the slave- |
holders of the Snuth.

1 am sorry 1o say—but it is hecessary that I
should say, that whatever opinion a northerg man
may entertain at home upon the subject of sla-
very, I have never known any qualms of con-
geience to distwrh’ him when he came to the
South, and succeeded to this kind of property,
either by purchase, inheritance, or marriage.
have niever known any man who came among us,
no maiter where he came from, who, if he re-
moved into a free State, did not put the value of
his slaves in his pocket, and go off with a quiet
and peacegble conseience. I do not blame any-
body for this. If what I have siated of the con-
dition of these pcople when free be true, hell
would have done them an injustice by eman-
cipating them. If he had carried them to New
England or New York, the strong probability is
that the peniteptiary would have been their doom. |

It is very easy to be humane at other people’s |
expense. I have known two or three fellows|
who went from South Carolina to free States,
and turned Abolitionists. 1knew an exceedingly |
clever young man, as I supposed him to be, who
removed to Mississippi, and there sold his ne-
groes at $1,000 roun£ He went to Ohio, and|
the next I licard of him he was figuring there in
an abolition meeting, very denunciatory of the
slaveholders. There was another man who went |
from my State, who was a Baptist preacher, who ||
had a large number of negroes. He sold them,
and carried off his moncy; and the next thing
we bheard of him was an entire mailbag full of
abolition pamphlets, sent by him to his friends in
South Carolina. But, sir, hehad the moncy for his
slaves in his pocket, and he never disgorged it.

There is an extraordinary case connected with
this subject which it 1s vight that 1 should state.
It has some pecnliar significance. In the year
1839, a Mr. Ball, who was a rice planter on Cooper
river, at e mouth of which the city of Charles-
ton is built, took passage with his wife, who was |
a New England woman, and, as I have always |
understood, an exceedingly clever Jady. Tt was |
the misfortune of this gentdeman and his wife, |
that the steamboat in which they ook passage, |
the-Pulagki, was lost ofl e const of North Caro- i
lina; she broke in twa on ¢he high sea; and. with |
the exception of three or four persons, all per- |
ished who wure on board, and among the rest ||

this genteman and his wife. He left a large es- fi
tate. Who was tgetit? Mr. Ball had made a |}
will, in which lie wade a Jarge provision for hus |
wife. The question was, did she survive him? |i
If she died first, it was a lapsed legacy; if she |
survived him but for a moment, the legacy was |
kers, and would go to her eirs. [
‘The case of which L am speaking

is known as l]

the casc of Pell vs. Ball. Mr, Pell, who [ believs
lived in New York, had married a lady who was
perhaps the sister of Mrs, Ball, o®, at any rale,
one of the heirs. He and the other hieirs of Mis.
Bali filed n bill in the court of equity for the pur~
pose of having the benefit of this legacy. The
chancellor decided, on the evidence of a Miss
Lamar, of Georgia, a very extraordinary young
woman of unusual fortitude and presence of mind,
that Mrs. Ball survived, and therefore these claim-
ants, as her heirs-at-law, were entitled to the leg-
acy. That settled the right; and the property,
consisting of over one hundred slaves, was or-
dered by the chancellor te be sold by the master,

Another gentleman, who was equally entitled
with Mr. Peli, attended the sale; and, as I leurn
by some papers which I have here—tor I was not

i there’ on the day of sale—among the negroes to

be sold was a negre man named Frank, with his
family, consisting of a wile and eight childven.
It is the uniform order and direction of the court
of equity, that negroes shall be seld in familics.
This ncgro, man had been the favorite body
servant of Mr. Ball.  This other gentleman held
some conversation with him on the day of sale.
In that conversation it was understood that he
promised the negro that, if he would consent to
e sold separate and apart from hig wife and chit-
dren, he would provide for and take care of him.
The woman and the children were putup and bid
for by Mr. Lowndes; a brother-in-law of Gov-
crnor Aiken, of the, House of Bepresentatives.
He bought them, not for himself, but for his
overseer. Under the impression that this een-
tract was to be carried out in fairness and in good
spirit, the negre man Frank was put up, and
bought in by the agent of this other gentleman.
Everbody supposed that this was all right and
faiv; but, to the utter amazement of the people,
within two or three days afrerwards, this man
Frank was offered for sale to anybody who would
buy him. There was indignation expressed
about it which this gentleman could not resist.
He then sold him to Mr Lownades, but still must
have fifty dollars for his prafit. He pocketed his
filty dollars and his share of the proceeds of that
sale, and he returned home. Now, if any one

|desires to know whe that man was, the letler
{which 1 send’to the Secrctary’s desk, and ask to

have read, will disclose.

Mr. CLAY. Was hea northernorasouthern
man?

Mr, EVANS. You will learn that when you
hear the letter read. -

The Secretary read, as follows:

CHaRLESTON, June 10, 1858,
My nEar Str: Yours of the $th insunt, inelosing Me,
Titlany’s letter, las been received  Fhe of the ense
of Alr. Afhert Sunuter are subsrasrally o % stieted in
My, Titfany™s note. i a2 enpeemation w i
when | haul the pleastre of seeingt bim he
List, atinding to tw anaticat ang patiii
Abolitionizts a1 Washingion. § eXpro G0 opinion that
they were uated by poliical aml ¢ dl jralousy, and
not by motivés of philanthropy. and I mcidentally mien-
tioued thar the instances of e <eparations of tamilics, seo
oiten chetarieally v the agency of
foreignets, who swere devond of Hy which existy
benween the nan

Xy

sty and elnguendy atiuted o by ihe Hos, Charles
er, * 1o separate hosband and wae. and 1o sell litde
children at the auction-bluck ) diut had ever come undeor

~
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my observation in the course of an experience of upwards !' beyond that at which Mr. Sumner had purchased him. Bt
of half a century, was one in which Mr. Albert Sumner, the || these gentlemen having reéfused to aid and abet a specula-
lrother of the Bon. Charles Summner, was chief agent. tion so monstrous, and Mr. Sumner having ascertained that

4 4 ‘|| Mr. Lowndes had purchased the family, offered the servant
{Applause, aud laughter in the galleries.] | at a price beyond that at which he‘had ﬁurchased him. Mr,

Mr. STUART. Mor. President, I insist that || Lowndes finally acceded, having the satisfaction of restor-

the Chair shall preserve order. If it is necessary ing the father to his family. It is a circumstance worthy
of being mentioned that, in replying to Mr. Sumner, Mr.

to clear the galleries, 1 hoﬁe it will be effected for | Lowndes, with the feelings which fiil the bosom of a slave-
ence, so that people may know what belongs to | holder who feels bimself 10 be the protectorand benefactor
the proprieties of the Senate. If the Senate is to || of his slaves, took the oceasion of expressing, in a letter,

b o her, g Rnow o 1-voui | (ot i o G b
be glad at this time if the Chair would eXercise || 3ronsed a southern gentleman.g

the authority which belongs to him to clear that|| The ahove, as far as my memory serves me is _a true amd

part of the galleries from which the noise ema- | | unvarnished account of the case to which Mr. Tiffany al-
noted luded. The circ?mstances are impressed upon my memory,
- - . || from the fact of my having been particularly acquainted

Myr. WELLER. That would certainly be very || with them at the time, having been in consultation with

unfair. Therecould notbemore than two or three || Mr. Lowndes, and as events which do violence to one’s
persunsengaged in the disturbance, and I should || feelings are calculated to make an impression.

T will call upon Mr. Lowndes for a statement of the cir-
hate piehyd much to see the whole gallery cleared | cumstances, as far ag he recollects them, and I may prob-

because there happened to be two or three disor-| ghly delay this to go simultaneously with his.

derly persons in the Senate Chamber. It israrely | T am, dear sir, with esteem and respect, yours truly,
you will find so large an assemblage as this that | WILLIAM B. PRINGLE.*
does not contain some persons who do not know | Hon. WiLLayt A1BeN, House of Representatives.

how to behave themselves If the applause had | Mr. EVANS O et 1o Tl Ay o o
been a general thing, it would be proper to clear |, .14 45" make, and here I take my leave of the
the galleries; but it was confined to two or three subject of slav:sry
persons—not more than that—and I hope, there-|| ™' "1'pave heen at the North. Fhave seen
fore, that no notice will be taken of the matter, |l =~ 7 very much, there to R ro T A e Ao
and that theve will be no further disturbance in| . - ’things at ekl be glad )my i
the Senate ;i .
: .|| men would avail themselves of. [ doubt not, 1f
mTh}? P RES,II.]h)IBSTG OFFIC%{{’ ﬁMr'f‘ﬁtﬁﬁﬁz | northern gentlemen (I believe very few-—m;m
& dc' alr't). th Iett eeaelampee abnece | but invalids and commercial men—ever visit our
RN ruspclicr ' . country) would come among us,%and see our in-
The Secretfm‘y continued, as follows: . stitutions—if they were to see how practically
Upon Mr. Tiffany’s expressing much surprise, I told | this form of civilizatioroperates there, very much
bim that I was present on the occasion ythat if at any time of their prejudice would be removed.

he should think proper to mention the fact, he might give || ¥ 3 J
me as Lis gutbority. Being referred 0,1 willy in conformity || Lhere I8 nothing that Ilook upon with so much

with your request, furnish you with the details as farasmy || horror as the sectional jealousy which is fanning
memory serves me. In the winter of 1844, Mr. Albert | every day, and will shortly be fanned intoa blaze,

Sumier became entitled by marriage to a distributive share T b X e £ th
of the estate of Mr. and Mrs. S. Ball, of this State, by a ear, between the two sections of the country
decree of the court of equity in the case of Pell and Ball. |There is nothing that I could do, consistent with

At a sale of the negroes, in pursuance of the order of the || duty and. consistent with honor, which I would
court, I was present, and remarked that Mr, Sumner was |! not"do to preventit. Iam no prophet; I would

very active in the manag tand arra t of the sale. || - .
Am};mg the negroes was & man servant remarkable for his avoid, as far as T can, to look into the dark future
fidelity to his former master, who by the officerof the court || which these things seem to indicate. I have often
was advertised to be sold, as is customary, with his family. || had occasionto say that I am a hopeful man; that
Our friend, Mr. Charles T'. Lowndes, proceeded tothe sale || T pever look upon the dark side of thingé it 1

with the intention of purchasing the aforesaid family, (for ; P e 3
his overseer,) but 1o. the surprise and indignation of Mr. || can possibly avoid it; but it is impossible that 1

Lowsdes and the other bystanders, it wasdiscovered that|| should conceal from myself what the poet says,
the father had been withdrawn and sold separately from his || that

family, by the direction of Mr. Sumn_er, undpr prpmise, as || ¢ Coming events cast their shadews before.”
was understood, of great indulgence in consideration of his | |
pastservices, Underthese circuinstances he was purchased || * * * * * ]

by Mr. Sumner or his agent at a moderate rate. But in
a very short time afterwards be was offered for sale by ik i
Mr. Swaner to more than one gehtleman at & price much || * There are several other letters to the same effect,




FROM THE

HON. ROBERT M. T.

HUNTER’S SPEECH,

DELIVERED IN THE SENATE. OF THE UNITED STATES, JUNE 24, 1856.

On motion of Mr. BurLer, the Senaté, as in Commit- |
tze of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill
(8. No. 172) to ajithorize the people of Kansas to form a
oonstitution and State government, preparatory to their
admission into the Union when they have the requisite |
population.

Mr. HUNTER said: Mr. President, it was with
deep regret that I first saw the announcement of
the passage of those resolutions by the Legisla-
ture of the State of Masgsachusetts, I was con-
cerned to see that great State interpese for the
purpose of converting what seemed to me to be
& personal dispute into the magnitude of a public
quarrel. In the history of the two Houses of
Congress since the insiitution of this Govern-
ment, there have been many instances of personal
eollisions in which members have keen engaged,
arising out of words spoken in debate; but so
far as I am acquainted with their history, thisis
the first case in which any State has interposed |
for the purpose of taking part in such quarrels.
When Mr. John Quincy fdams, of Massachu-
setts, was President.of the United States, hisSecre-
tary of State challenged a Senator from Virginia
for words spoken in debate, and the quarrel thus
made was not settled until two shots had been
exchanged on the ground. The Legislature of
Virginia did not interpose for the purpose of de-
manding of the Senate to protect the ;;lrivileges
of its Senator, or to shield him from the consq-|

| ever heard on this floor—not only, I say, did she
| have no word of rebulke to utter for the offensive
personalities of such a speech, but she actually
indorsed and encouraged them, for she returned
him her thanks for having made them; for in no
gtherlight ¢an we regard her resolution ¢‘approv-
|ing®’ of Mr. SumnER’s manliness and courage in
his earnest and fearless declaration of free prin-
ciples, and his defense of human rights and free -
| territory.

Mr. President, so long as the attacks on my
State emanated from a single individual, I had
nothing to say. Virginia can live under the taunts
of any individual, I care not who he be; and
| portentous indeed would be the day, if it should
| ever arise, when can be said, the
¢ Fadcon, tow’ring in her pride of place,

Was by a mousing owl hawk’d at, and kill’d.”?
| But when a State of this Confederacy comes
| forward to indorse the attack, and to thank the
person who has uttered what I conceive to be
| & slander, it appears to me thatI owe itasa duty
| to my constituents and, to myself, as well as to
others who may be concerned, to examine into
|the foundation upon which this accusation has
been =0 unnecessarily and unprovokedly made
against my State.

I pass over the personalities towards friends of

mine on this floor—towards myselfeven, so far as

quences of his speech; but, on the contrary, it ||I am included in that majority who voted for the
was content to leave him to meet all his personal || Kansas-Nebraska bill,and towards the slavehold-
-responsibilities, under the belief that he would be || ing States in the generality, to which I belong; and

able to defend himself. There have been cases
in which members have fallen at the hands of
each other for-disputes arising out of debates; and
iet I know of no instance before, in which the
egislature of any State has stepped forward to

prejudge the case, and to pronounce the sentence ||

which 1s to be given.

I can see ne consequence so likely to flow fram
this attempt, in the present instance, as that of
exasperating the unfortunate sectional dispute
which ie now raging in the country. But, sir,

| T come to the specific attack on the State of Vir-
ginia, which 1 understand the State of Massa-
| chusetts to indorse and approve. The Senator
ifrom Massachusetts, [Mr. SvmyER,] speaking of
my colleague, said:
¢ He holds the commission of Virginia: but he does not
represent that early Virginia, so dear 1o our hearts, which
gave to us the pen of Jefferson, by which the equality of
men was declared, and the sword of Washington, by which
independence was secured ; but he represents thag other
Virginia, from which Washington and Jeflerson now averd
their faces, where human beings are bred as cattle for tha

that was not the only thing in these resolutions || shambles, and where a dungeon rewards the pions matron
which excited pain and regre i my mind. [ was | whojeaohes il chidgn iosehevthor bogely vad
gﬁ;ﬁg’: dsz:(t) ?;e jtlkllgé’r:e’l}:?noﬁmﬁit:tgagi l\g'[:'is;(i : | rei’)resenling sgeha State, shgul}l) rail against free Kansas.®
H)
nothing to say.by way of rebuke to its Senator|| The foundation upon which this accusation
for the offensive language which he uttered, not || rests—and it has not even the poor merit of ori-
merely towards a majority of the members of this || ginality with him who has last made it, is the fact
body, or towards certainindividuals who were in || that slavery, and as a consequence of it the slave
it, but towards all the slave Staies, and particu- || trade, exisis in the State of Virginia—that is to
lariy towards the States of South Carolina and | say,slavesare not only held inbondage, iut, being
Virginia." Not only did she have no word of||treated as property, it follows as a consequence
rebulke to offer for such a speech—a speech which || that they are gold from one to another: These
ealled out from the venerable Senator from Mich- ||are the facts upon which the attack is based.
igan [Mr. Cass] the declaration that it was the || The coloring in which it is dressed up depends
most unpatriotic and un-American speech he had || on the fancy or the taste of him who may happen
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to use the brush. 1 say it has noteven the poor
merit of originality, but it isa stale and hackneyed
reproach in the cant of all the abolition news-
papers. It was made by a distinguished scholar
and rhetorician on the other side of the water,
who assailed the States of Virginia and North
Carolina for what he called the domcstic slave
trade—a man who, though distinguished for his
« felicity in picture writing, too often fars its effect
by the extravagance of the coloring which he
uses—I n¥ean the celebrated Macaulay. The
foundation on which this rests is, that owing to
the fact of the juxtaposition of these two races
on our =0il, slavery has flowed from it as a
necessary incident. These are eircumstances of
long staiding, and for which we are no more;
responsible than those who accuse us.  Ilistory
proves that, so far as Virginia was concerned,
tBis institution was fastened upon her against her
remonstrance v the Dritish Government.  Tlis-
tory also shows. inulthe Senator from Massachu-
setts confesses. the romplicity of his State in his
speech, thatthe shwve was sold to us in great part
by the men of OW England and New England; |
and surely the huger could mot have been more
responsible than he who sold to him.
Now, sir, out o ths fact that these races have
been standing togs ther side by side in great num- |

|

bers in the relation of master and slave, it has ||

followed that tha Lizgness of both races requires

that this velation should be kept up. This has/
been proved by the experience of the British Gov- |
ernment itsclf; and if there were no such experi- |
ence, it could be proved by any one who knew |
how to reason upon the principies of human na- |
tare. Turn them lonse tn-morrow side by side,

and youwonld see thie hlack race perishing in the |
fierce competition which would ensue with the
ruperior and white vace, which was dominant
“around it. You would see either that, or you
would sce tha: ax they increased in numbers, and
population beyn w'press upon themeans of sub-
sistence, the white man would leave the country
and abandon suw: i the fairest portious of this
continent to the «reupation of the negro. We
know that from the - xpeviment which has aliead y
been tried. I wmay say that human natre and
the expericncs: of Stutes around us both teach
us that, alihoneh the slave would be nominally |

that race who can be found under any other Gove
‘crnmum or in any other clime. 1 say, then, that
|we can point to all these things to prove, and to
Ishow, that the holding of these men in bondage
'is the neceessary resalt of those circumstances
[ which originated oat of the action in part of Old
| England and of New England herself. Now, if
| we can show that the preservation of this rela-
[tiopn inures to the benefit hoth of the white and
jthe black race, and that ta deswroy it waunid effect
a cruel injury to cach, do, we not show what juse
tifies us in holding them p that condition? " Do
we not give reasons which prove that it I8 our
{duty todo xo?

By what right, then, does any man reproach
us for doinyg that which places the socicty of our
{country in the very best possible position?  Sir,
i the statesman is not responsible for not attaine
| tng the greatest ideal good. He is responsible
for nat doing the best under the circumstances;
and hie who hasdone that lins discharged his full
duty to his race and to his principles.  Are we
ito say, we will put down any organization,social
lor poliical, in which we find individual cases of
| evii and injustice?  'What social system ‘or insti-
| tutions would stand *—what government on the
face of the earth could endurefor a minute, under
isuch a doctrine? We know that in the great
scheme of creation itself, framed by an all-pow-
erful, all-wise, and' all-good Being, evil exists.
He Fermils it, and why, we do not understands
but he dues vot destroy the works of his creation
on this aceonnt. . We know that, in any form of
society whieh could he organized, evil must exist;
and to reproach a statesiman ora people because
in their institutions they may not have attained
perfection, is to demand of them more than is
possible for human nature. Al that they can be
required to do is what is best under the circum~
stances. He who demands more, and makea
war upon all Governments in which more is not
effected, is an enemy of his race, and a disturber
1 of the peace of mankind—a man to be ranked,
inot with the statesmen, but with the madmen of
the world.

Now,sir, T askifboth reason and experience do
! not prave that to retain these two races in that rela-
{tion on onr own sl is the very best thing which
rcan be done for them? But, Mr. President, the

emancipated, he would in fuct be in far worse iFmischief of the attempt to turn these slavesloose,
bondage than he was hold before.  Ile would tforthe nat doing of which weare thus reproached
have not one, but many masters; and instead of ]!hoth abroad and at home, would not be confined
having some oue person who was rgsponslblc for ;gto the two races on our soils it would extend to
hig protoction, who was linked to him, as all per- || those very countries which hurl tifese reproaches
gons are who inherit slives, by the ties of a eer-lat us, and to the whole awvilized world,  There
tain sort of family connccuon, he would belong [lare probably as many people outsude of the slave
to every white man, and nobody would be re l%Slutes who derive proficand exisience from the
sponsible for the weabment by which he was & proceeds of slave labor, as age to-hie fonnd within
crushed. ¥say this is proved, 100, by the experi- 1! them.  Onthe great staple of slave-yrown cotton,
ment which s Leen tried by the Fnglish Gov- it is:new estimated that neasly, or quite, three
ernment itself in the West Thdia Isfands, We 'l mithon British s;.lh*uv:ts depend for their subsist-
know that if a simlar experiment were tried fence. I take this rom the recent declaration of
here, its effoct would he ta substituw barbarism [ the Manchester Peace Society, and | have seen a
forcivilizarion, and that the wilderuossand waste | similar declaration bhefore:  When we come to-
would begin 10 eneroach at once upon tie zulti-:iladd the number wha depewd on the other slave-
vated field. || grown stapies, not anly it Gveat Brimin but inall

i

We know, on ihe other hand, that under this;| Europe, and in the fice Staes of our own Con-
institution of slwvery we can present wore shan ' federacy, we shonld find, { Lelieve, that there
three millinas of Afvicn negroes wio exhibit a | were more depending for -their exisience on the
grester degree of peogress and imprevement, of insuttion of stavery, dnd us profits, outside of
bappiness and viciue, tan the same number of jjour slavenolding Suates than withsy them,  We
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should find, probably, if we could pursue the in- |f make the progress which they have_.done. Itis
quiry strictly and accnrnt.e]y. that Mﬂ:sﬂachusetts [i thruugh this process leg they aequire the means
herselt is more intercsted w the profits of slave | and facilities for emigration which are necessary
labor, and sdbsists a larger number of people if for the improvement of every race that has ever

upon it, than do, perhaps, the States of Maryland i
or Missouri, or cvensome otherslave States which
I might enamerate. i

Not only this; but those who thus make sla-
very profitable by ervating the demand for the
progucts of slave labor, are as much respousible |
for the tustitution as we ave who own the slaves, |

made any improvement in the history of man.
The stronger races satisfy this necessity of their
condition by armed emigration; the weaker are
made to do 1t by forced emigration; and history.
shows that the African has pErl‘urmed his share of
| that process, from an age beyond the date of the

| pyramids, in the caravan of the slivetrader. Some

The deadliest blow that could be dealt to slavery || of the very routes which he then woveled are
would be to refuse to receive the products of || pursued by him now for the same purposes and
slave labor. Do that, and yow destroy the de- || ohjects as if they had been traced out for him by
mand which makes it profitable. Do that, and, || some inexorable law of nature,

g0 far as Old England or New England are con- || We lnow from experience that in the southern
cerned, you would do it at only a pecuniarcy ,‘ States it is this which has mitigated the institu-

expense; but it would cost us not merely money, || ¥
but our sucial and political happiness. They
could do that at « ere pecuniary expenses” but |
will they do 1, or havethey done it Why, sir,
it i3 a fitde remarkable that, in this very philippic |
which Macaulay uttered against the ‘institution |
of slavery in Viegginia and North Caroling, he
was engaved in the work, in which he suceeeded,

‘tion and amcliorated his conditton; because it i3
{under this, that, when population begins to press
jon the means of subsistence, he 1w removed from

I'a place where his labor puys but fittle o ome in

i which it pays more; not only o the master but
himself  Although it may scem te be hiard that
'lie should be thus forced to emigrate at the will

1, of anovtherinstead of his own, yet, when we come

ofrepealing the discriminationagainstslave-grown | to serutinize closely the process, we find that the
sugar, which bad been made for the benefit of ||line of emigration which e pursues according
their owi colonies, upon whom they had forced || to the laws of trade, 1s precisely that line which
emancipation.  Lle not only made it to force the || he would take if he were 10 fullow only his
repeal ‘of that diseviminating duty, but. he sue- | ows interests. Shoult we not iiod, if we ‘were
ceeded; and England did repeal it, notwithstand- || to eXamine it, in the tistory of the emigration of
ing the obligations which she owed to her colo- || whites, as many individual instances o’ misery
nies, on whow she had foreed this liarsh measure, || and suffering, asmany cases of separation besween'
to give them, at least, that advantage in her own | members of the swue tunily, as we do umongst
markets. | the slaves who are thus sold from om: State to

If we examine the history of the institution, lanolher? I believe that, if we could trace tha
we find, as | have just endeavored 1o show, from || mauer, we should fiini that the emigraiion from
its commencement w the present period, that | the Sutherland property, m Scodand, (Mr. Ma-
those who nuw reproach us are as respousibie |} caulay’s own country,) was as ivvoluntary in
as we. 1n the first instance, they sold the slave | its movement and as sad in its consequences to
and we bought im, Now, we sell the products || those who made it, as-any thar =ver took place
of his labor and they buy it. The complicity is!| from Virginia or North Carolia 1o the cotton
the same; the process s reversed. 1t has been  Srates south of them. 1n the erowded population

gaid, sir, and well siud, that the judgment of him
was to Lie commended,
€ Who sens the et that stole the gold away,
Aud punishid lowe who put ivin his way.”?

Upon that principle, t submit that, if there be

of the Oid World, T belicve we ould find instances
of emigration foreed Ly cierimstances which
jwould harrow the heart Tully as deeply as any
that could be referred to 1n our States.

Why, Mr, Presideni, under the operation of

guilt and if there be wrong m maintaining this Lthis trade, the effeet has been that the moment
relation, they are as responsible for it as we ave. |! the negro’s fabor becowes cheap in one region,
But in poin of fact there is no guilt either in the || and he gets a smaller share of 1he profits of his
one or ut the other.  The wrong is in corverung | labor, he is wansferved to avother where the
that info a maiter of reproach against us which i profits of his labor ure greater, aud where, of
is not properly the subject of reproach, and for | course, he gets a larger shave, and where, in the
which, if it weee, they are as much respunsible [l end, he receives more cousideranon,  Stop that
as we are. A || rade to-morrow, and I believe you would inflict

Mr. President, it is said that slaves are sold as | the greatest curse on tLe slave in the South that
chattelr and as property from one to anothier in | could be inflicted upon him. DPen him up in the
the States in winch the institution is tolevated 11 old States, and the consequence must be, either
know that this preseuts a splendid field for decla- || thar he must perish under the suflerings of a

mation; and if | had mot known it before, T should)|
have known it after tollowing Macaulay in his
display upon this subject. I know that mdividual
cases may bu sclected, some of which are real,
and some of which arc imaginary, in which hard-
ships and misery may be shown; bul notwith-
standing all thai, | say the practice of selling ‘

|
|

them from one to another, and the slave trade it-
self, 13 the very safety-valve of the institution, so
far a3 both races are concerned,in the South, It
is owing to this that the sluves have been able to |

collision with the stronger race, wlen population
presses toe hard upon the means of subsistence,
or else the whites will abandon the country, and
leaw® it to the ncgro and his original barbarism.
Under these circumstances, it this process be
one of relief and amelioration to the slave, I agk
how is it that it should be the subject of so much
reproach to those who pormic it, and who find it
nccessary for the improvement of this very race
that they should do so? If in wruth it did deserve
the reproaches which have been cast upon it—
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if in truth Virginia did accusations deserve the
which have been thus made, I ask if it lies in the
mouth of Old England, and New England, to utter
them?¢ I ask if it was out of their quivers that she
had a right to expect such an arrow to be directed
dt ker? Have I not shown that, they were ns
responsible as we for the cireimstances which
malke this institution necessary; that if we were |
the buyers they were the sellers; and that if we
sell the product of slave labor they buy it, and
contribute their full share to the maintenance of
the institution? If they would destroy, all trade
from which there may be possible evil, why do
they continue this, upon which the institution of |
their attacks depends for its existence ?
Sir, in regard to Massachusetts, she was not
only glad to receive our assistance in the Revolu- |
tion, when we both held and sold slaves, but she |
was willing to admit us into the same family with
herself. The men of that day—the men of the
revolutionary generation who covered the name
of Massachusetts with glory, the generation which
produced the heroes of Concord, and Lexington,
and Bunker Hill, and gave birth to the sages that
illustrated the revolutienary councils, was not
only willing but glad to receive Virginia into-a
family alliance.” They were willing to enter into |
an assoclation by which theg bound themselves |
to put down insurrection in the States—by which
they bound themselves to give a'certain represent- ||
ation for the slaves—by which they bound them-
selves to restore the fugitive slave. And here it
is to be remembered, that the covenants which |
they entered into the men of that day always kept.
Under these circumstances, after they invited us
inte that family alliance, Lask if it is fair, 1f 1t i3
rightful, if it is honorable in‘their deseendants to
use the common Hall provided for our common |
deliberations for the purpose of abusing and vitu- |
perating us on account of that very state of things |
of which they had knowledge and cognizance
when they entered into ‘this union withus? Iask |
if they are not estopped by their own deed? |
Now, Mr. President, we hear a new doctrine. ||
‘We are told that the men of the present day are
not to be held responsible for the men of that
eneration, which is branded by one of their|
gescendants with turpitude. It is the Senator |
from Massachusetts who says, ¢ Is the acknowl- |
edged turpitude of a depasrted generation to be-
come an example for us?”’ Thus they are not|
content with hurling accusations against us, but
they brand with turpitude the memory of their
ancestors who entered into those bonds by which
they became members of the great family of
Btates, to which Virginia, tco, belongs. Sir, if T
am 1o choose between the generation which gave
birth- to the heroes and sages of whom I have |
spoken, and the men who now.cast shame on |
their graves, I say, let me rather commune with |
the memories of those than walk in the living
presence of these. If I am to choose between
those heroes and sages, as I said before, who en- ||

|

|| one exists.

associate with the men who made that covenant,
and kept it, in preference to those who are break-
ing it.  If I am to choose between the generation
of men who, under the guarantee of treaties,
under the sanction of laws, transferred the Afri-
can from a worse to a bettercondition, and those
who, in“violation of law and of the Constitution,
steal away the southern slave, and transfer him
front a beiter to a worse condition, let me live
with the first iather than with the last. If we
have enjoyed the respect and affection of that
generation which covered the name of Massachu-.
setts with glory, we may live under the taunts of
these who strike at the very memories of their
fathers, because itis only through them that they
may aim a blow at us. -

Turpitude, sir! to talk of the turpitude of the
generation of men'who gave to Massachusetts
the fair inheritance of glory which sgme of their
descendants are now wasting so rapidly ! When
I hear such charges, I pause before the majesty
of the silent shadows of those mighty dead, and
wonder thata voice is not given to them to speak
to those of their descendants who are thus vio-
lating their engagements, trampling on their an-
cient friendships, and’ casting shame on their
names and graves. But, sir, why do I wonder?
If such a voice could be evoked from the tombs,
and were it to charm ever so wisely, it would fall
unheeded on the ear of the fanatical Abolitionist.
He will not hear Moses and the Prophets; nor
would he hear their voices, even if they could be
permitted to speak to him.

But these are not the only charges. We are
told of the dungeon to which the pious matron is
consigned in Virginia who teaches the slave to
read. Sir, I have seen in the State of Virginia.
thousands of slaves who could read and write;
and if there ever was any matron, pious or other-
wise, who was imprisoned for teaching them, I
have yet to hear the.history of the case. I have
never known such a case; I do not believe that
I think I have been told, that in one
of the States of this Union there is a law making
it penal to keep Christmas; bup does any man
suppose such a law has ever been enforced within
the last quarter of a century? Suppose it were
§0;suppose some such enactmentsasthese charged
upon Virginia were to be found upon our statute-
book, who are responsible for them? Are not
those responsible who say to us, ¢ Educate your
slave at your peril; give him light and intelligence
if you dare; and, if you do, we will make these
gifts the means of applying the knife to your
throats, and the torch to your dwellings ?’’ Are
not these the persons who would be responsible,
and not we, if such things were to he found on
the statute-book? I will say, however, not to
them, not to those who have nothing to do with
it, but to my countrymen in the South, that I
believe it is our duty to remove whatever may
cumber unprofitably the statute-book, whatever
is improper or unjust, I believe that the progress

tered into a covenant to restore the fugitive sldve, | of light and intelligence in both races is not in-
and who kept it, and these latter-day saints, || compatible with theinstitution of southernslavery.
who, whilst they claim all the benefits of the bond || I believe that we are responsible for the happiness
for themselves, refuse to execute their part of the || of all who are committed to our charge, whether

compact, because they have discovered some law |
of higher obligation, which dispenses with the
abligation of their oaths to support the Conati- |
tution, and discharge its duties, I say, let me ||

they be white or black; and I say, let us do right
in despite of the Abolitionist, however he may
throw himself in the path of the improvement of
the slave. We are strong enough within the



Union, or without the Union, to defend ourselves, || courts of law are open, where you may sue by
and with the blessing,of Providenceletus do right, I private action for damages, where you may indict
and leave the consequences to God. Tohim who || for assault, and where the court has power and
intrudes his opinion upon Us—to him who hasne || jurisdiction to punish for the offense, in either
right to make an inquiry as to our domestic affairs, || person or property; so that there is a fall remedy
[ have only to say, ¢ Thereis the southern slave;| and an impartial tribunal for any such injury.
he speaks for the institution of slavery in our || Besides that, we must further remember that one
section; produce-to us the same number of Afri-|| man is aboutas able to defend himself as another
can negroes in bondage or otherwise, and in any ||18 to assail him, and that in such contests thers

——— |

other country, who have made the same progress
n improvement, and then we may acknowledge
your right to reproach us; but, until you do that,
we are entitled rather to the yoice of approbation.

Mr. HunteR then proceeds to defend Virginia
from the aspersions cast upon her by the Sen-

ator from Massachusetts, and remarks upon|

that part of the Massachusetts resolutiong—

¢ in which she undertakes to sit in judgment on
8 case here pending, and not merely to request
her Representatives, and to instruct her Senators,
as other States do, but to “demand’’ of us that
we should carry out her fist and execute her
judgment.”’

He, also, considers, at length, the question
whether the assault of Mr. Brooks upon Mr,
Somner was a breach of privilege of the Senate,
and says, that, though in the outset inclined to
think ‘it such, upon mature consideration, he
does not * believe that, so far as we are con-
cerned, it was a breach of privilege.”” In sup-
port of this opinjon, he sites numecrous prece-
dents of American decisions sustaining his views,
end continues: £

I say then, sir{: that, so far from being gov-
erned by law in the course which we have taken,
I respectfully suggest that we have departed from
the true view of the power which the Constitu-
tion has given us; that we have acted upon
the false Iight of precedents, whose principles
do not apply to our case; and that we have

made a mistake in the-course which we have pur- |

sued. At any rate,l will say that surely we have
no right to invoke the exercise of an’ arbitrary
jurisdiction of any extreme discretionary power
which may be lodged in the other House. 'We

||are two to be cngaged, so the probability is that,
|in the end, no very great mischief can ensue. At
| any rate, if scenes did occur which were to be
| deplored, if events did take place which were to
be condemned, still we know there is not near 80
much danger on that side as there would be in
employing the arbitrary and discretionary power
of the House, vested in it only for extreme occa~
sions, in cases where the judgment might be at-
tributed not'so much to the sense of right as to
sectional feeling, or to party bias. 1 think that,
|| under such circumstances as these, it is always
best to transfer such feuds from the Fouscs of
|' Congress to the courts of law—from a tribunal
| which must of course be, to some eXtent, preju-
diced and partial, to one which is unprejudiced
and impartial,
| I give this counsel for the sake of peace. I
| advise such a measure, as one which seems to
} me to afford a solution by which we may escape
| from some of those difficulties that scemto threater
{us with so much exasperation and strife. I be-
lieve that the merits of the whole case may thus
[ be reached, and thus, too, we may save ougselves
|| from the agitation which, rely upon it, is doing
|| great mischief here and abroad. [ think the Sen-
ate ought to réverse its position. Indeed, it would
be but acting under the precédent in the case of
{ Gunn, (a Senator who challenged a member of
| the House of Representatives,) if we were to with-
| draw our application after the apology of the
member from South Carolina. In that case the
proceedings were dropped the moment the Sen-
| ator declared his contrstion for what had hap-
| pened. I believe that if this were done here, and
the case were left to the courts, we should save
|| both Idouses from a scene of strife and exasper-
ation which every patriot and every lover of bkis
| country must deplore.
|l.  Supposethat twoforeign nations were mutually

know that the free States of this Confederacy || toinsiruct theirrepresentatives to insult and abuse
constitute a majority of it, Suppose they were || each other:how long would peace be maintained'?
all of them-to act in the spirit of these Massachu- || Suppose that the members of the same family
setts resolutions; suppose they were to encourage || were to use their opportunities of daily inter-
their Senators to insult the members from the| course for the purpose of mutual vituperation:
slave States; suppose they were to say: ¢ If this| how long would harmony exist? Suppose that
is resented, you must expel him if you can find | States which belonged to the same Union should
two thirds to do it; and if you cannot, you | use thecommon hall of their deliberations for the
must anney him by the power of your majority || purpose of mutual crimination and recgimination:
until you malke his seat intolerable to him:”—I | how long would that Union be maintained ?. Sir,
ask, under such circumstances, how long would | ““in the letter which killeth’® it might endure,
it be before there would be a dissolution of such || for a while, but in ¢ the spirit which giveth life*?
an assembly ? I ask, what southern man would | it would soon be gone and lost forever,
be willing to sit here if re was thus to be governed Now, sir, I ask if these are not considerations
by sueh a power, exercised in such @ manner? || which should be impressed upon all? _Our insti-
Mr. President, I know it may be said, on the | tutions rest not upon parchment securities, but
other.side, i there not danger that freedom of || upon the broad basis of public affection. Who
speech will be abridged, if men undertake to resent || shall measure the crime of him that disturbs the
or punish its excesses? 1 admit that evils may || waters of the stream of publicopinion which to us
occur on that side, but not so great on that horn || are the very waters of life—of him who troubles
of the dilemma as on this; becauscit is always to || the stream’ at its fountain that he®may defile it
be remembered that, in the other alternative, the || through the whole length of its course, until we
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tarn loathing away from its waters, although our || who delight in every opportunity to disparage
thirst may be almost unto death itself? Sir, the |l ourselves and our institutions?
laws and the Constitution and the srdinances of || Mr. President, it has been said by wise and
our country, to have efficient force and life and | good men, * give us peace abroad.” I sympa-
heing, must be engraved upon the hearts of the || thize with them in that wish; but it may not
people. Once erasc or obliterate that inseription, |[always be in our power to secure that peace. It
and it will not Leong before the lawgiver him- || may require the will of anotheras well as of our-
self, in some fit of exasperation, will shiver into || selves; but I say, give us what-we can secure if
fragments the tablets upon which they are written, || we choose—give us peace at home, We want its

&8 mere unspenking stone.

In view of all these circumstances, does it not
behoove us to do something to appeasc this strife,
to settle these difficulties, to allay this bitterness?
‘Who could have the heart, at such a moment as
thisy to enguge in the work of erimination and
recrimination amongst the States of the Confeder-
acy? Woe all belong to the same family, and the
character of the whole fumily is disparaged if we
injure the reputation of ane of its members. What
pleasure or what profiv should 1 derive by in-
Jjuring the reputation. of Massachusetts? by dim-
ming the luster of her revolutionary glory: by
taking aleaf from that chaplet of immortal lowers
with which she iz crowned?  Sir, so far as I am
concerned, instead of taking one stone from the
Bunker Hill monument, I would add another to
it. Let it tower to the skies, bearing upwards
from carth to heaven whatever message of love
and admiration may be transmitted from the liv-
ing to the dead. Let it stand through the flight
of ages, and carry down the story of those men
and their deeds to the last syllable of recorded
time. J will raisc no sacrilegious hand against a
single stone on thataltar; and if there beany who
has a heart for such a deed, he can find no sym-
pathy from me.

‘Who can Lave the disposition to disparage the
reputation and the military glory of any of the
Old Thirteen? 1fthere be any man who can have
a heart for such a work, he can have but ke
feeling in common with me. T will yot aid in sueh
a work. What materials are these that we are
collecting for history? eWhat weapons are we
placing in the hauds'of those who wish usill, and

(=~

|| fsar or respect abroad.

| opportunities to work out our destiny, and to
crown with the glory of success the most wonderful
experiment in human happiness that hus ever been
attempted in the history of man. We must have
peace at home if we would wish to inspire either
Is there nothing in the
condition of things around ns—is there nothing in
the condition of things abroad, to induce us to do
something to compose these differences, to allay
this excitement, to scttle these feuds? Can any
man reconcile it to his conscience to feed high the
hot fives of sectional strife on such an occasion as
|| this? Avre the doors of our Chambher, are the
I|donrs; of the Congress of the: United States, like
|| those of the temple of Janus, to be opened only
| for war, for civil war, for domestic strife? or may
|l we not rather close them upon such scenes, or
|: else open them to send forth ence more the mes-
sage of peace and good will, and to proclaim
i throughout the land a vow to devote ourselves to
i the common good of a common country, and to
| bury, as far as we can, the recolleciion of these
| unhappy disputes?
My President, I do believe that the time has.
‘arrived when we should look at the state of
ieircumstances around us, coolly and dispassion-
iately, and when every man should come to the
I scttlement of these differcuces with the will to
sacrifice much of feeling, anything of the pride of
Hopinton, everything that he cun, consistently with
|iduty and conscience, to settle and quiet them.
li Senators, | say to you that you hLold in your
{hands the issucs of life and death to this might
Republie, to this great Union.  On your souls,
| charge you to take heed how you deal with them.
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