
Chapter 1 Causes

1. [William Lloyd Garrison]
Declaration of Sentiments of the American Anti-Slavery Society,
December 5, 1833

Organized calls for the general abolition of slavery emerged in the Atlantic

World during the late eighteenth century. Quaker and evangelical religious

impulses, natural rights doctrines, economic development, and unrest among

enslaved African Americans contributed to antislavery sentiment. Principles

expressed in the American Declaration of Independence had a leading

influence on movements to end slavery in the northern section of the United

States and on national efforts to discourage slavery elsewhere. Between 1780

and 1804 all of the states north of the Mason–Dixon Line abolished slavery

either gradually or immediately. In 1787 Congress banned slavery in the

Northwest Territory, and in 1808 abolished the external slave trade. In

December 1816 a group of prominent slaveholders organized the American

Colonization Society, claiming as its goals the gradual abolition of slavery in

the South and the deportation of former slaves from the United States to

Liberia in West Africa. During the 1820s opposition among free African

Americans to this plan, on the grounds that it would strengthen rather than

weaken slavery by getting rid of its main opponents, had a major impact on

a minority of slavery’s white northern critics. In 1831 the most outspoken of

these, William Lloyd Garrison (1805–79), initiated his weekly newspaper, the

Liberator. In December 1833 the organizers of the American Anti-Slavery

Society called on Garrison to write the new organization’s Declaration of

Sentiments. Although few African Americans (or white women) attended this

meeting, Garrison vividly portrays a movement dedicated to the immediate

peaceful abolition of slavery, without sending former slaves to Liberia, and

without compensating former masters.
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The Convention assembled in the city of Philadelphia, to organize a
National Anti-Slavery Society, promptly seize the opportunity to promul-

gate the following Declaration of Sentiments, as cherished by them in

relation to the enslavement of one-sixth portion of the American people.
More than fifty-seven years have elapsed, since a band of patriots con-

vened in this place, to devise measures for the deliverance of this country

from a foreign yoke. The corner-stone upon which they found the Temple
of Freedom was broadly this–: ‘‘that all men are created equal; that they

are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights; that among

these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.’’ At the sound of their
trumpet-call, three millions of people rose up as from the sleep of death, and

rushed to the strife of blood; deeming it more glorious to die instantly as
freemen, than desirable to live one hour as slaves. – They were few in

number – poor in resources; but the honest conviction that Truth, Justice
and Right were on their side, made them invincible.

We have met together for the achievement of an enterprise, without

which that of our fathers is incomplete, and which, for its magnitude,

solemnity, and probable results upon the destiny of the world, as far
transcends theirs as truth does physical force.

Their principles led them to wage war against their oppressors, and to

spill human blood like water, in order to be free. Ours forbid the doing of
evil that good may come, and lead us to reject, and to entreat the oppressed

to reject, the use of all carnal weapons for deliverance from bondage –

relying solely upon those which are spiritual, and mighty through God to the
pulling down of strong holds.

Their measures were physical resistance – the marshalling in arms – the

hostile array – the mortal encounter. Ours shall be such only as the opposi-
tion of moral purity to moral corruption – the destruction of error by

the potency of truth – the overthrow of prejudice by the power of love –

and the abolition of slavery by the spirit of repentance.
Their grievances, great as they were, were trifling in comparison with the

wrongs and sufferings of those for whom we plead. Our fathers were never

slaves – never bought and sold like cattle – never shout out from the light of
knowledge and religion – never subjected to the lash of brutal taskmasters.

But those, for whose emancipation we are striving – constituting at the

present time at least one-sixth part of our countrymen, – are recognized by
the laws, and treated by their fellow beings, as brute beasts; – are plundered

daily of the fruits of their toil without redress; – really enjoy no constitutional

nor legal protection from licentious and murderous outrages upon their
persons; – are ruthlessly torn asunder – the tender babe from the arms of its

frantic mother–the heart-broken wife from her weeping husband – at the
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caprice or pleasure of irresponsible tyrants; – and, for the crime of having
a dark complexion, suffer the pangs of hunger, the infliction of stripes, the

ignominy of brutal servitude. They are kept in heathenish darkness by laws

expressly enacted to make their instruction a criminal offence[.]
These are the prominent circumstances in the condition of more than

two millions of our people, the proof of which may be found in thousands

of indisputable facts, and in the laws of the slaveholding States.
Hence we maintain –

That, in View of the civil and religious privileges of this nation, the guilt

of its oppression is unequaled by any other on the face of the earth; and,
therefore,

That it is bound to repent instantly, to undo the heavy burden, to break
every yoke, and to let the oppressed go free

We further maintain –

That no man has a right to enslave or imbrute his brother – to hold or
acknowledge him, for one moment, as a piece of merchandise – to keep

back his hire by fraud – or to brutalize his mind by denying him the means

of intellectual, social, and moral improvement.
The right to enjoy liberty is inalienable. To invade it, is to usurp the

prerogative of Jehovah, Every man has a right to his own body – to

the products of his own labor – to the protection of law – and to the
common advantages of society. It is piracy to buy or steal a native African,

and subject him to servitude. Surely, the sin is as great to enslave an

american as an african.
Therefore we believe and affirm –

That there is no difference, in principle, between the African slave trade

and American slavery;
That every American citizen, who retains a human being in involuntary

bondage, as his property, is, a manstealer.

That the slaves ought instantly to be set free, and brought under the
protection of law;

That all those laws which are now in force, admitting the right of slavery,

are . . . before God, utterly null and void; being an audacious usurpation of
the Divine prerogative, a daring infringement on the law of nature, a base

overthrow of the very foundations of the social compact, a complete

extinction of all the relations, endearments and obligations of mankind,
and a presumptuous transgression of all the holy commandments – and that

therefore they ought to be instantly abrogated.

We further believe and affirm –
That all persons of color who possess the qualifications which are

demanded of others, ought to be admitted forthwith to the enjoyment of
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the same privilege, and the exercise of the same prerogatives, as others; and
that the paths of preferment, of wealth and of intelligence, should be opened

as widely to them as to persons of a white complexion.

We maintain that no compensation should be given to the planters
emancipating their slaves – Because it would be a surrender of the great

fundamental principle, that man cannot hold property in man;

Because slavery is a crime, and therefore it is not an article to be

sold; . . .

Because, if compensation is to be given at all, it should be given to the

outraged and guiltless slaves, and not to those who have plundered and
abused them.

Weregard, asdelusive, andcruel anddangerous, any schemeof expatriation
which pretends to aid, either directly or indirectly, in the emancipation of the

slaves, or to be a substitute for the immediate and total abolition of slavery.

We fully and unanimously recognize the sovereignty of each State,
to legislate exclusively on the subject of the slavery which is tolerated within

its limits. We concede that Congress, under the present national compact,
has no right to interfere with any of the slave States, in relation to this
momentous subject.

But we maintain that Congress has a right, and is solemnly bound, to

suppress the domestic slave trade between the several states, and to abolish
slavery in those portions of our territory which the Constitution has placed

under its jurisdiction.

We also maintain that there are, at the present time, the highest obliga-
tions resting upon the people of the free states to remove slavery by moral

and political action, as prescribed in the constitution of the United States.

They are now living under a pledge of their tremendous physical force, to
fasten the galling fetters of tyranny upon the limbs of millions in the

southern States; – they authorize the slave owner to vote for three-fifths of

this slaves as property, and thus enable him to perpetuate his oppression; –
they support a standing army at the south for its protection; – and they seize

the slave, who has escaped into their territories, and send him back to be

tortured by an enraged masters or a brutal driver.
This relation to slavery is criminal, and full of danger: it must be

broken up.

These are our views and principles – these, our designs and measures.
With entire confidence in the overruling justice of God, we plant ourselves

upon the Declaration of our Independence and the truths of Divine Revela-

tion, as upon the everlasting rock.
We shall organize Anti-Slavery Societies, if possible, in every city, town

and village in our land.
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We shall send forth Agents to lift up the voice of remonstrance, of
warning, of entreaty and rebuke.

We shall circulate, unsparingly and extensively, anti-slavery tracts and

periodicals.
We shall enlist the pulpit and the press in the cause of the suffering

and the dumb.

We shall aim at a purification of the churches from all participation in
the guilt of slavery.

We shall encourage the labor of freemen over that of slaves, by giving

a preference to their productions;–and
We shall spare no exertions nor means to bring the whole nation to

speedy repentance.
Our trust for victory is solely in god. We may be personally defeated, but

our principles never. truth, justice, reason, humanity, must and will

gloriously triumph. . . .
Submitting this declaration to the candid examination of the people of

this country, and of the friends of liberty allover the world, we hereby affix

our signatures to it; – pledging ourselves that, under the guidance and by the
help of Almighty God, we will do all that in us lies, consistently with this

Declaration of our principles, to overthrow the most execrable system of

slavery that has ever been witnessed upon earth – to deliver our land form
its deadliest curse – to wipe out the foulest stain which rests upon our

national escutcheon – and to secure to the colored population of the United

States, all the rights and privileges which may belong to them as men and
as Americans – come what may to our persons, our interests, or our

reputations – whether we live to witness the triumph of justice, liberty

and humanity, or perish untimely as martyrs in this great, benevolent and
holy cause.

Source: Liberator, December 14 (1833).

2. Henry Highland Garnet
Address to the Slaves of the US, August 17, 1843

During the late 1830s abolitionists began to doubt that the American

Anti-Slavery Society’s tactics could in themselves produce general

emancipation. Many of them advocated creating an abolitionist political

party. A radical minority of these political abolitionists contended that slavery

could never be legal and that therefore slaves might justly escape or rise up

against their masters. Among those who embraced this view was Henry

Highland Garnet (1815–82), a former slave who served as pastor to a black

Harrold: Civil War and Reconstruction 9781405156639_4_001 Page Proof page 21 4.6.2007 5:18pm Compositor Name: ARaju

Address to the Slaves 21



church in Troy, New York. His Address to the Slaves, presented on August 17,

1843 to a black convention held in Buffalo, uses black nationalist themes to

call on enslaved men to act against a system that destroyed their natural rights,

their immortal souls, and their masculinity. Like other radical political

abolitionists, Garnet remained ambivalent concerning the use of force. But his

call for slave resistance influenced a generation of black leaders, including

Frederick Douglass, whose call of black men to arms during the Civil War

echoes Garnet.

Brethren and Fellow Citizens:
Slavery. . . afflicts and persecutes you with a fierceness which we might

not expect to see in the fiends of hell. But still the Almighty Father of

Mercies has left to us a glimmering ray of hope, which shines out like
a lone star in a cloudy sky. Mankind are becoming wiser, and better – the

oppressor’s power is fading, and you, every day, are becoming better
informed, and more numerous. Your grievances, brethren, are many. We

shall not attempt, in this short address, to present to the world, all the dark

catalogue of this nation’s sins, which have been committed upon an innocent
people. Nor is it indeed, necessary, for you feel them from day to day, and

all the civilized world look upon them with amazement.

Two hundred and twenty-seven years ago, the first of our injured race were
brought to the shores of America. They came not with glad spirits to select

their homes, in the New World. They came not with their own consent, to

find an unmolested enjoyment of the blessings of this fruitful soil. . . . They
came with broken hearts, from their beloved native land, and were doomed

to unrequited toil, and deep degradation. Nor did the evil of their bondage

end at their emancipation by death. Succeeding generations inherited their
chains, and millions have come from eternity into time, and have returned

again to the world of spirits, cursed, and ruined by American Slavery.

[ . . . ]
The colonists threw the blame upon England. They said that the mother

country entailed the evil upon them, and that they would rid themselves of it

if they could. The world thought they were sincere, and the philanthropic
pitied them. But time soon tested their sincerity. In a few years, the colonists

grew strong and severed themselves from the British Government. Their

Independence was declared, and they took their station among the sovereign
powers of the earth. The declaration [of independence] was a glorious

document. Sages admired it, and the patriotic of every nation reverenced

the godlike sentiments which it contained. When the power of Government
returned to their hands, did they emancipate the slaves? No; they rather

added new links to our chains. Were they ignorant of the principles of
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Liberty? Certainly they were not. The sentiments of their revolutionary
orators fell in burning eloquence upon their hearts, and with one voice

they cried, liberty or death. O, what a sentence was that! It ran from

soul to soul like electric fire, and nerved the arm of thousands to fight in the
holy cause of Freedom. Among the diversity of opinions that are entertained

in regard to physical resistance, there are but a few found to gainsay that

stern declaration. We are among those who do not.
slavery! How much misery is comprehended in that single word. . . . In

every man’s mind the good seeds of liberty are planted, and he who brings

his fellow down so low, as to make him contented with a condition of
slavery, commits the highest crime against God and man. Brethren, your

oppressors aim to do this. They endeavor to make you as much like brutes
as possible. When they have blinded the eyes of your mind – when they have

embittered the sweet waters of life – when they have shut out the light which

shines from the word of God – then, and not till then has American slavery
done its perfect work.

to such degradation it is sinful in the extreme for you to make

voluntary submission. The divine commandments, you are in duty
bound to reverence, and obey. If you do not obey them you will surely

meet with the displeasure of the Almighty. He requires you to love him

supremely, and your neighbor as yourself – to keep the Sabbath day holy –
to search the Scriptures – and bring up your children with respect for his

laws, and to worship no other God but him. But slavery sets all these at

naught, and hurls defiance in the face of Jehovah. . . . Your condition does
not absolve you from your moral obligation. The diabolical injustice by

which your liberties are cloven down, neither god, nor angels, or just

men, command you to suffer for a single moment. therefore it is

your solemn and imperative duty to use every means, both moral,

intellectual, and physical, that promise success. . . .

[ . . . ]
Brethren, the time has come when you must act for yourselves. It is an old

and true saying, that ‘‘if hereditary bondmen would be free, they must

themselves strike the blow.’’ You can plead your own cause, and do the
work of emancipation better than any others. . . . The combined powers of

Europe have placed their broad seal of disapprobation upon the African

slave trade. But in the slave holding parts of the United States, the trade is as
brisk as ever. They buy and sell you as though you were brute beasts. The

North has done much – her opinion of slavery in the abstract is known. But

in regard to the South, we adopt the opinion of the New York Evangelist –
‘‘We have advanced so far, that the cause apparently waits for a more

effectual door to be thrown open than has been yet.’’ We are about to

Harrold: Civil War and Reconstruction 9781405156639_4_001 Page Proof page 23 4.6.2007 5:18pm Compositor Name: ARaju

Address to the Slaves 23



point you to that more effectual door. Look around you, and behold the
bosoms of your loving wives, heaving with untold agonies! Hear the cries of

your poor children! Remember the stripes your fathers bore. Think of the

torture and disgrace of our noble mothers. Think of your wretched sisters,
loving virtue and purity, as they are driven into concubinage, and are

exposed to the unbridled lusts of incarnate devils. Think of the undying

glory that hangs around the ancient name of Africa: – and forget not that
you are native-born American citizens, and as such, you are justly entitled to

all the rights that are granted to the freest. Think how many tears you have

poured out upon the soil which you have cultivated with unrequited toil,
and enriched with your blood; and then go to your lordly enslavers, and tell

them plainly, that you are determined to be free. Appeal to their sense
of justice, and tell them that they have no more right to oppress you, than

you have to enslave them. Entreat them to remove the grievous burdens

which they have imposed upon you, and to remunerate you for your labor.
Promise them renewed diligence in the cultivation of the soil, if they will

render to you an equivalent for your services. . . . Tell them in language

which they cannot misunderstand, of the exceeding sinfulness of slavery,
and of a future judgment, and of the righteous retributions of an indignant

God. Inform them that all you desire, is freedom, and that nothing else will

suffice. Do this, and for ever after cease to toil for the heartless tyrants, who
give you no other reward but stripes and abuse. If they then commence the

work of death, they, and not you, will be responsible for the consequences.

You had far better all die – die immediately, than live slaves, and entail your
wretchedness upon your posterity. If you would be free in this generation,

here is your only hope. However much you and all of us may desire it, there

is not much hope of Redemption without the shedding of blood. If you must
bleed, let it all come at once – rather, die freeman, than live to be slaves.
[ . . . ]

We do not advise you to attempt a revolution with the sword, because it
would be inexpedient. Your numbers are too small, and moreover the

rising spirit of the age and the spirit of the gospel, are opposed to war and

bloodshed. But from this moment cease to labor for tyrants who will not
remunerate you. Let every slave throughout the land do this, and the days of

slavery are numbered. You cannot be more oppressed than you have been –

you cannot suffer greater cruelties than you have already. rather

die freemen, than live to be slaves. Remember that you are three

millions.

It is in your power so to torment the God-cursed slaveholders, that they
will be glad to let you go free. . . . But you are a patient people. You act as

though you were made for the special use of these devils. You act as though
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your daughters were born to pamper the lusts of your masters and overseers.
And worse than all, you tamely submit, while your lords tear your wives

from your embraces, and defile them before your eyes. In the name of God

we ask, are you men? Where is the blood of your fathers? Has it all run out
of your veins? Awake, awake; millions of voices are calling you! Your dead

fathers speak to you from their graves. Heaven as with a voice of thunder,

calls on you to arise from the dust.
Let your motto be resistance! resistance! resistance! – No oppressed

people have ever secured their liberty without resistance. What kind of

resistance you had better make, you must decide by the circumstances that
surround you, and according to the suggestion of expediency. Brethren,

adieu. Trust in the living God. Labor for the peace of the human race, and
remember that you are three millions.

Source: Henry Highland Garnet, Walker’s Appeal, with a Brief Sketch of His Life

and also Garnet’s Address to the Slaves of the United States of America (New York:

[Garnet], 1848), 89–96.

3. John C. Calhoun
Address of the Southern Delegates in Congress to their Constituents, January
22, 1849

In 1849 John C. Calhoun (1782–1850) was a US Senator from South Carolina

and a former vice president, secretary of war, and secretary of state. He

emerged during the 1830s as America’s leading defender of slavery and what

he called ‘‘southern rights.’’ Calhoun was an insightful, logical, and usually

calm writer and speaker. But, in the December 1848 address he wrote for

forty-seven other distressed southern Congressmen, he makes an emotional

appeal designed to encourage unity among white southerners during a

national crisis, which he defines as racial as well as sectional. The American

victory in the war against Mexico (1846–48) resulted in a huge territorial

acquisition in the Southwest, consisting of what had been the Mexican

provinces of California and New Mexico. The House of Representatives twice

voted to ban slavery from these territories. Calhoun argues that southerners

had an inalienable right to bring their slave property into any US territory.

He emphasizes what he presents as a long series of northern aggressions on the

South. Calhoun contends that, unless the white South united, northern

aggression would result in black freedom and ascendancy in that section.

Calhoun died prior to the passage of the Compromise of 1850 that attempted

to placate the fears he expresses, but his spirit guided his southern successors

during the turbulent decade of the 1850s. His address accurately predicts

the white southern interpretation of Reconstruction.
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We . . . address you in discharge of what we believe to be a solemn duty, on
the most important subject ever presented for your consideration. We allude

to the conflict between the two great sections of the Union, growing out of

a difference of feeling and opinion in reference to the relation existing
between the two races, the European and the African, which inhabit the

southern section, and the acts of aggression and encroachment to which it

has led.
The conflict commenced not long after the acknowledgment of our

independence, and has gradually increased until it has arrayed the great

body of the North against the South on this most vital subject. In the
progress of this conflict, aggression has followed aggression, and encroach-

ment, until they have reached a point when a regard for your peace and
safety will not permit us to remain longer silent. The object of this address is

to give you a clear, correct but brief account of the whole series of aggres-

sion and encroachments on your rights with a statement of the dangers to
which they expose you. Our object in making it is not to cause excitement,

but to put you in full possession of all the facts and circumstances necessary

to a full and just conception of a deep-seated disease, which threatens great
danger to you and the whole body politic. We act on the impression that in a

popular government like ours, a true conception of the actual character and

state of a disease is indispensable to effecting a cure. . . .
Not to go further back, the difference of opinion and feeling in reference

to the relation between the two races, disclosed itself in the Convention that

framed the Constitution, and constituted one of the greatest difficulties in
forming it. After many efforts, it was overcome by a compromise, which

provided in the first place, that representative and direct taxes shall be

apportioned among the States according to their respective numbers; and
that, in ascertaining the number of each, five slaves shall be estimated as

three. In the next, that slaves escaping into States where slavery does not

exist, shall not be discharged from servitude, but shall be delivered up on
claim of the party to whom their labor or service is due. In the third place,

that Congress shall not prohibit the importation of slaves before the year

1808; but a tax not exceeding ten dollars may be imposed on each imported.
And finally, that no capitation or direct tax shall he laid, but in proportion to

federal numbers; and that no amendment of the Constitution, prior to 1808,

shall affect this provision, nor that relating to the importation of slaves.
So satisfactory were these provisions, that the second, relating to the

delivering up of fugitive slaves, was adopted unanimously, and all the rest,

except the third, relative to the importation of slaves until 1808, with
almost equal unanimity. They recognize the existence of slavery, and make

a specific provision for its protection where it was supposed to be the most
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exposed. They go further, and incorporate it, as an important element, in
determining the relative weight of the several States in the Government of

the Union, and the respective burden they should bear in laying capitation

and direct taxes. It was well understood at the time, that without them the
Constitution would not have been adopted by the Southern States, and of

course that they constituted elements so essential to the system that it never

would have existed without them. The Northern States, knowing all this,
ratified the Constitution, thereby pledging their faith, in the most solemn

manner, sacredly to observe them. How that faith has been kept and that

pledge redeemed we shall next proceed to show.
With few exceptions of no great importance, the South had no cause to

complain prior to the year 1819 – a year, it is to be feared, destined to mark
a train of events, bringing with them many, and great, and fatal disasters, on

the country and its institutions. With it commenced the agitating debate on

the question of the admission of Missouri into the Union. We shall pass by
for the present this question, others of the same kind, directly growing out

of it, and shall proceed to consider the effects of that spirit of discord, which

it roused up between the two sections. It first disclosed itself in the North,
by hostility to that portion of the Constitution which provides for the

delivering up of fugitive slaves. In its progress it led to the adoption

of hostile acts, intended to render it of non-effect, and with so much
success that it may be regarded now as practically expunged from the

Constitution. . . .

[ . . . ]
The citizens of the South, in their attempt to recover their slaves, now meet,

instead of aid and co-operation, resistance in every form; resistance from

hostile acts of legislation, intended to baffle and defeat their claims by all
sorts of devices, and by interposing every description of impediment –

resistance from judges and magistrates – and finally, when all these fail,

from mobs, composed of whites and blacks, which, by threats or force,
rescue the fugitive slave from the possession of his rightful owner. The

attempt to recover a slave, in most of Northern States, cannot now be

made without the hazard of insult, heavy pecuniary loss, imprisonment,
and even of life itself. . . .

But a provision of the Constitution may be violated indirectly as well as

directly; by doing an act in its nature inconsistent with that which is
enjoined to be done. Of the form of violation, there is a striking instance

connected with the provision under consideration. We allude to secret

combinations which are believed to exist in many of the Northern States,
whose object is to entice, decoy, entrap, inveigle, and seduce slaves to

escape from their owners, and to pass them secretly and rapidly, by means

Harrold: Civil War and Reconstruction 9781405156639_4_001 Page Proof page 27 4.6.2007 5:18pm Compositor Name: ARaju

Address of the Southern Delegates 27



organized for the purpose, into Canada, where they will be beyond the
reach of the provision. . . .

[ . . . ]

There remains to be noticed another class of aggressive acts of a kindred
character, but which instead of striking at an express and specific provision

of the Constitution, aims directly at destroying the relation between the two

races at the South, by means subversive in their tendency of one of the ends
for which the Constitution was established. We refer to the systematic

agitation of the question by the Abolitionists, which, commencing about

1835, is still continued in all possible forms. Their avowed intention is
to bring about a state of things that will force emancipation on the South.

To unite the North in fixed hostility to slavery in the South, and to excite
discontent among the slaves with their condition, are among the means

employed to effect it. With a view to bring about the former, every means

are resorted to in order to render the South, and the relation between the two
races there, odious and hateful to the North. . . . The agitation of the subject

of abolition in Congress, and the employment of emissaries are relied on to

excite discontent among the slaves. . . . We regard both object and means
to be aggressive and dangerous to the rights of the South, and subversive, as

stated, of one of the ends for which the Constitution was established. . . .

What gives a deeper shade to the whole affair, is the fact, that one of the
means to effect their object, that of exciting discontent among our slaves,

tends directly to subvert what its preamble declares to be one of the ends

for which the Constitution was ordained and established: ‘‘to ensure domes-
tic tranquility,’’ and that in the only way in which domestic tranquility

is likely ever to be disturbed in the South. Certain it is, that an agitation so

systematic – having such an object in view, and sought to be carried into
execution by such means – would, between independent nations, constitute

just cause of remonstrance by the party against which the aggression was

directed, and if not heeded, an appeal to arms for redress. . . .
We now return to the question of the admission of Missouri to the Union,

and shall proceed to give a brief sketch of the occurrences connected with

it, and the consequences to which it has directly led. In the latter part of 1819,
the then territory of Missouri applied to Congress, in the usual form, for

leave to form a State Constitution and Government, in order to be admitted

into the Union. A bill was reported for the purpose, with the usual provi-
sions in such cases. Amendments were offered [by a northern congressman],

having for their object to make it a condition for her admission, that her

Constitution should have a provision to prohibit slavery. This brought
on the agitating debate, which, with the effects that followed, has done

so much to alienate the South and North, and endanger our political
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institutions. Those who objected to the amendments, rested their opposition
on the high grounds of the right of self-government. . . .

They claimed that Congress has no right to add this condition, and that to

assume it would be tantamount to the assumption of the right to make its
entire Constitution and Government; as no limitation could be imposed, as

to the extent of the right, if it be admitted that it exists at all. Those who

supported the amendment denied these grounds, and claimed the right
of Congress to impose, at discretion, what conditions it pleased. In this

agitating debate, the two sections stood arrayed against each other; the

South in favor of the bill without amendment, and the North opposed to
it without it. . . . A Compromise (as it was called) was offered, based on the

terms, that the North should cease to oppose the admission of Missouri on
the grounds for which the South contended, and that the provisions of the

Ordinance of 1787, for the government of the Northwestern Territory,

should be applied to all the territory acquired by the United States from
France under the treaty of Louisiana lying North of 368 30’ except the

portion lying in the State of Missouri. The Northern members embraced

it; and although not originating with them, adopted it as their own. It was
forced through Congress by the almost united votes of the North, against

a minority consisting almost entirely of members from the Southern States.

Such was the termination of this, the first conflict, under the Constitution
between the two sections, in reference to slavery in connection with the

territories. Many hailed it as a permanent and final adjustment that would

prevent the recurrence of similar conflicts; but others, less sanguine, took
the opposite and more gloomy view, regarding it as the precursor as a train

of events which might rend the Union asunder, and prostrate our political

system. . . .
For many years the subject of slavery in reference to the territories ceased

to agitate the country. Indications, however, connected with the question of

annexing Texas, showed clearly that it was ready to break out again, with
redoubled violence, on some future occasion. The difference in the case of

Texas was adjusted by extending the Missouri compromise line of 368 30’,
from its terminus, on the western boundary of the Louisiana purchase, to the
western boundary of Texas. The agitation again ceased for a short period.

The war with Mexico soon followed, and that terminated in the acqui-

sition of New Mexico and Upper California, embracing an area equal
to about one half of the entire valley of the Mississippi. If to this we add

the portion of Oregon acknowledged to be ours by the recent treaty

with England, our whole territory on the Pacific and west of the Rocky
Mountains will be found to be in extent but little less than that vast valley.

The near prospect of so great an addition rekindled the excitement between
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the North and South in reference to slavery in its connection with the
territories, which has become, since those on the Pacific were acquired,

more universal and intense than ever.

The effects have been to widen the difference between the two sections,
and give a more determined and hostile character to their conflict. The

North no longer respects the Missouri compromise line, although adopted

by their almost unanimous vote. Instead of compromise, they avow that
their determination is to exclude slavery from all the territories of the

United States, acquired, or to be acquired; and, of course, to prevent the

citizens of the Southern States from emigrating with their property in slaves
into any of them. Their object, they allege, is to prevent the extension of

slavery, and ours to extend it, thus making the issue between them and us
to be the naked question, shall slavery be extended or not? . . . What we

propose in this connection is, to make a few remarks on what the North

alleges, erroneously, to be the issue between us and them.
So far from maintaining the doctrine, which the issue implies, we hold

that the Federal Government has no right to extend or restrict slavery,

no more than to establish or abolish it; nor has it any right whatever to
distinguish between the domestic institutions of one State, or section, and

another, in order to favor one and discourage the other. As the federal

representative of each and all the States, it is bound to deal out, within
the sphere of its powers, equal and exact justice and favor to all. To act

otherwise, to undertake to discriminate between the domestic institutions

of one and another, would be to act in total subversion of the end for which
it was established – to be the common protection and guardian of all.

Entertaining these opinions, we ask not, as the North alleges we do, for

the extension of slavery. That would make a discrimination in our favor, as
unjust and unconstitutional as the discrimination they ask against us in their

favor. It is not for them, nor for the Federal Government to determine,

whether our domestic institution is good or bad; or whether it should be
repressed or preserved. It belongs to us, and us only, to decide such ques-

tions. What then we do insist on, is, not to extend slavery, but that we shall

not be prohibited from immigrating with our property, into the Territories
of the United States, because we are slaveholders. . . .

We rest our claim, not only on the high grounds above stated, but also on the

solid foundation of right, justice, and equality. The territories immediately in
controversy – New Mexico and California – were acquired by the common

sacrifice and efforts of all the States, towards which the South contributed far

more than her full share of men, to say nothing of money, and is, of course, on
every principle of right, justice, fairness and equality, entitled to participate

fully in the benefits to be derived from their acquisition. . . . To deprive, then,
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the Southern States and their citizens of their full share in territories declared
to belong to them, in common with the other States, would be in derogation of

the equality belonging to them as members of a Federal Union, and sink them,

from being equals, into a subordinate and dependent condition. Such are the
solid and impregnable grounds on which we rest our demand to an equal

participation in the territories.

But as solid and impregnable as they are in the eyes of justice and reason, they
oppose a feeble resistance to a majority, determined to engross the whole. . . .

Although Congress has been in session but little more than one month, a

greater number of measures of an aggressive character have been intro-
duced, and they are more aggravated and dangerous, than have been for

years before. And what clearly discloses whence they take their origin, is the
fact, that they all relate to the territorial aspect of the subject of slavery, or

some other of a nature and character intimately connected with it.

The first of this series of aggressions is a resolution introduced by a member

from Massachusetts, the object of which is to repeal all acts which recognize

the existence of slavery, or authorize the selling or disposing of slaves in this
District. On the question of leave to bring in a bill, the votes stood 69 for

and 82 against leave. The next was a resolution offered by a member from

Ohio, instructing the Committee on Territories to report forthwith bills for
excluding slavery from California and New Mexico. It passed by a vote of

107 to 80. That was followed by a bill introduced by another member from

Ohio, to take the votes of the inhabitants of this District, on the question
whether slavery within its limits should be abolished.

The bill provided, according to the admission of the mover, that free

negroes and slaves should vote. On the question to lay the bill on the
table, the votes stood, for 106, against 79. To this succeeded the resolution

of a member from New York, in the following words: ‘‘Whereas the traffic

now prosecuted in this metropolis of the Republic in human beings, as
chattels, is contrary to natural justice and the fundamental principles of

our political system, and is notoriously a reproach to our country, through-

out Christendom, and a serious hindrance to the progress of republican
liberty among the nations of the earth. Therefore,

‘‘Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Columbia be instructed

to report a bill, as soon as practicable, prohibiting the slave trade in said

District.’’

On the question of adopting the resolution, the votes stood 98 for, and
88 against. He was followed by a member from Illinois, who offered
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a resolution for abolishing slavery in the Territories, and all places where
Congress has exclusive powers of legislation, that is, in all forts, magazines,

arsenals, dockyards, and other needful buildings, purchased by Congress

with the consent of the Legislature of the State.
This resolution was passed over under the rules of the House without

being put to vote. The votes in favor of all these measures were confined to

the members from the Northern States. True, there are some patriotic
members from that section who voted against all of them, and whose high

sense of justice is duly appreciated; who in the progress of the aggressions

upon the South have, by their votes, sustained the guarantees of the
Constitution, and of whom we regret to say many have been sacrificed at

home by their patriotic course.
We have now brought to a close a narrative of the series of acts of

aggression and encroachment, connected with the subject of this address,

including those that are consummated and those still in progress. . . . It may
even be made a serious question, whether the encroachments already

made, without the aid of any other, would not, if permitted to operate

unchecked, end in emancipation, and that at no distant day. But be that as
it may, it hardly admits of a doubt that, if the aggressions already commenced

in the House, and now in progress, should be consummated, such in the end

would certainly be the consequence.
[ . . . ]

But be that as it may, it is certain, if emancipation did not follow, as a matter

of course, the final act in the States would not be long delayed. The want
of constitutional power would oppose a feeble resistance. The great body of

the North is united against our peculiar institution. Many believe it to

be sinful, and the residue, with inconsiderable exceptions, believe it to be
wrong. Such being the case, it would indicate a very superficial knowledge

of human nature, to think that, after aiming at abolition, systematically, for

so many years, and pursuing it with such unscrupulous disregard of law and
Constitution, that the fanatics who have led the way and forced the great

body of the North to follow them, would, when the finishing stroke only

remained to be given, voluntarily suspend it, or permit any constitutional
scruples or considerations of justice to arrest it.

[ . . . ]

To destroy the existing relation between the free and servile races at the
South would lead to consequences unparalleled in history. They cannot be

separated, and cannot live together in peace, or harmony, or to their mutual

advantage, except in their present relation. Under any other, wretchedness,
and misery, and desolation would overspread the whole South. . . .
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Emancipation would take place with us. . . . through the agency of the
Federal Government, controlled by the dominant power of the Northern

States of the Confederacy, against the resistance and struggle of the Southern.

It can then only be effected by the prostration of the white race; and that
would necessarily engender the bitterest feelings of hostility between them

and the North. But the reverse would be the case between the blacks of the

South and the people of the North. Owing their emancipation to them, they
would regard them as friends, guardians, and patrons, and centre, accord-

ingly, all their sympathy in them. The people of the North would not fail to

reciprocate and to favor them, instead of the whites. Under the influence of
such feelings, and impelled by fanaticism and love of power, they would

not stop at emancipation. Another step would be taken – to raise them to a
political and social equality with their former owners, by giving them the

right of voting and holding public offices under the Federal Government.

We see the first step toward it in the bill already alluded to – to vest the free
blacks and slaves with the right to vote on the question of emancipation in

this District. But when once raised to an equality, they would become the fast

political associates of the North, acting and voting with them on all ques-
tions, and by this political union between them, holding the white race at the

South in complete subjection. The blacks, and the profligate whites that

might unite with them, would become the principal recipients of federal
offices and patronage, and would, in consequence, be raised above the whites

of the South in the political and social scale. We would, in a word, change

conditions with them – a degradation greater than has ever yet fallen to the
lot of a free and enlightened people, and one from which we could not escape,

should emancipation take place (which it certainly will if not prevented), but

by fleeing the homes of ourselves and ancestors, and by abandoning our
country to our former slaves, to become the permanent abode of disorder,

anarchy, poverty, misery, and wretchedness.

With such a prospect before us, the gravest and most solemn question
that ever claimed the attention of a people is presented for your consider-

ation: What is to be done to prevent it? It is a question belonging to you to

decide. All we propose is, to give you our opinion.
. . . If you become united, and prove yourselves in earnest, the North will

be brought to a pause, and to a calculation of consequences; and that may

lead to a change of measures, and the adoption of a course of policy that
may quietly and peaceably terminate this long conflict between the two

sections. If it should not, nothing would remain for you but to stand up

immovably in defense of rights, involving your all – your property, prosperity,
equality, liberty, and safety.
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As the assailed, you would stand justified by all laws, human and divine,
in repelling a blow so dangerous, without looking to consequences, and to

resort to all means necessary for that purpose. Your assailants, and not you,

would be responsible for consequences. . . .

Source: Richard K. Cralle, ed. The Works of John C. Calhoun, 6 vols. (New York:

D. Appleton, 1874–88), 6:290–313.

4. William H. Seward
Irrepressible Conflict, October 25, 1858

The sectional crisis, to which Calhoun and his southern colleagues

contributed, ended when more moderate congressmen succeeded in passing

the Compromise of 1850. It banned slavery in the new state of California,

allowed settlers to decide whether or not slavery would be permitted in New

Mexico and Utah territories, upheld slavery in the District of Columbia, and

initiated a stronger fugitive slave law. Nevertheless the controversy between

the North and South over slavery reopened with greater intensity in May 1854

when Congress passed the Kansas–Nebraska Act. This act repealed the

Missouri Compromise and allowed settlers in territories north of the 308 30’ to
decide the issue of slavery. As a result, in 1855 a civil war between slave-state

and free-state settlers broke out in Kansas Territory. That same year the

Republican Party, a sectional northern party opposed to the extension of

slavery into the territories and to southern control of the United States

government, organized. William H. Seward (1801–72), a United States

Senator from New York, emerged as a leading spokesman for the new party.

His ‘‘irrepressible conflict speech,’’ delivered before an enthusiastic audience in

Rochester, New York, in November 1858, provides a mirror image to

Calhoun’s interpretation of the sectional conflict. Seward emphasizes the

inherent incompatibility of wage and slave labor. Compromise, Seward

asserts, was impossible between slavery and freedom, because aggressive

slaveholders threatened the North. He favors peaceful political action through

the Republican Party to end slavery.

. . . Our country is a theatre, which exhibits, in full operation, two radically

different political systems; the one resting on the basis of servile or slave

labor, the other on the basis of voluntary labor of freemen. The laborers
who are enslaved are all negroes, or persons more or less purely of African

derivation. But this is only accidental. The principle of the system is, that

labor in every society, by whomsoever performed, is necessarily unintellec-
tual, groveling and base; and that the laborer, equally for his own good and

for the welfare of the state, ought to be enslaved. The white laboring man,
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whether native or foreigner, is not enslaved, only because he cannot, as yet,
be reduced to bondage.

. . . This African slave system is one which, in its origin and in its growth,

has been altogether foreign from the habits of the races which colonized these
states, and established civilization here. It was introduced on this new

continent as an engine of conquest, and for the establishment of monarchical

power, by the Portuguese and the Spaniards, and was rapidly extended
by them all over South America, Central America, Louisiana and Mexico.

Its legitimate fruits are seen in the poverty, imbecility, and anarchy, which

now pervade all Portuguese and Spanish America. The free-labor system is of
German extraction, and it was established in our country by emigrants from

Sweden, Holland, Germany, Great Britain and Ireland.
We justly ascribe to its influences the strength, wealth, greatness, intelli-

gence, and freedom, which the whole American people now enjoy. One of

the chief elements of the value of human life is freedom in the pursuit of
happiness. The slave system is not only intolerable, unjust, and inhuman,

towards the laborer, whom, only because he is a laborer, it loads down with

chains and converts into merchandise, but is scarcely less severe upon the
freeman, to whom, only because he is a laborer from necessity, it denies

facilities for employment, and whom it expels from the community because

it cannot enslave and convert him into merchandise also. It is necessarily
improvident and ruinous, because, as a general truth, communities prosper

and flourish or droop and decline in just the degree that they practice or

neglect to practice the primary duties of justice and humanity. The free-labor
system conforms to the divine law of equality, which is written in the hearts

and consciences of man, and therefore is always and everywhere beneficent.

The slave system is one of constant danger, distrust, suspicion, and
watchfulness. It debases those whose toil alone can produce wealth

and resources for defense, to the lowest degree of which human nature

is capable, to guard against mutiny and insurrection, and thus wastes
energies which otherwise might be employed in national development and

aggrandizement.

The free-labor system educates all alike, and by opening all the fields
of industrial employment, and all the departments of authority, to the

unchecked and equal rivalry of all classes of men, at once secures universal

contentment, and brings into the highest possible activity all the physical,
moral and social energies of the whole state. In states where the slave system

prevails, the masters, directly or indirectly, secure all political power, and

constitute a ruling aristocracy. In states where the free-labor system prevails,
universal suffrage necessarily obtains, and the state inevitably becomes,

sooner or later, a republic or democracy.
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. . . The two systems are at once perceived to be incongruous. But they are
more than incongruous – they are incompatible. They never have permanently

existed together in one country, and they never can. . . . Slavery. . . existed in

every state in Europe. Free labor has supplanted it everywhere except in Russia
and Turkey. State necessities developed in modern times, are now obliging

even those two nations to encourage and employ free labor; and already,

despotic as they are, we find them engaged in abolishing slavery. In the United
States, slavery came into collision with free labor at the close of the last

century, and fell before it in New England, New York, New Jersey and

Pennsylvania, but triumphed over it effectually, and excluded it for a period
yet undetermined, from Virginia, the Carolinas and Georgia. Indeed, so

incompatible are the two systems, that every new state which is organized
within our ever extending domain makes its first political act a choice of the

one and the exclusion of the other, even at the cost of civil war, if necessary. . . .

Hitherto, the two systems have existed in different states, but side by side
within the American Union. This has happened because the Union is a

confederation of states. But in another aspect the United States constitute

only one nation. Increase of population, which is filling the states out to
their very borders, together with a new and extended network of railroads

and other avenues, and an internal commerce which daily becomes more

intimate, is rapidly bringing the states into a higher and more perfect social
unity or consolidation. Thus, these antagonistic systems are continually

coming into closer contact, and collision results.

Shall I tell you what this collision means? They who think that it is
accidental, unnecessary, the work of interested or fanatical agitators, and

therefore ephemeral, mistake the case altogether. It is an irrepressible conflict

between opposing and enduring forces, and it means that the United States
must and will, sooner or later, become either entirely a slaveholding nation,

or entirely a free-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice-fields of South

Carolina and the sugar plantations of Louisiana will ultimately be tilled by
free labor, and Charleston and New Orleans become marts for legitimate

merchandise alone, or else the rye-fields and wheat-fields of Massachusetts

and New York must again be surrendered by their farmers to slave culture
and to the production of slaves, and Boston and New York become once

more markets for trade in the bodies and souls of men. It is the failure to

apprehend this great truth that induces so many unsuccessful attempts at
final compromise between the slave and free states, and it is the existence of

this great fact that renders all such pretended compromises, when made, vain

and ephemeral. Startling as this saying may appear to you, fellow citizens, it is
by no means an original . . . one. Our forefathers knew it to be true, and

unanimously acted upon it when they framed the constitution of the United
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States. They regarded the existence of the servile system in so many of the
states with sorrow and shame, which they openly confessed, and they looked

upon the collision between them, which was then just revealing itself, and

which we are now accustomed to deplore, with favor and hope. They knew
that either the one or the other system must exclusively prevail.

Unlike too many of those who in modern time invoke their authority, they

had a choice between the two. They preferred the system of free labor, and
they determined to organize the government, and so to direct its activity,

that that system should surely and certainly prevail. For this purpose, and

no other, they based the whole structure of government broadly on the
principle that all men are created equal, and therefore free – little dreaming

that, within the short period of one hundred years, their descendants would
bear to be told by any orator, however popular, that the utterance of that

principle was merely a rhetorical rhapsody; or by any judge, however

venerated, that it was attended by mental reservations, which rendered it
hypocritical and false, By the ordinance of 1787, they dedicated all of the

national domain not yet polluted by slavery to free labor immediately,

thenceforth and forever; while by the new constitution and laws they invited
foreign free labor from all lands under the sun, and interdicted the import-

ation of African slave labor, at all times, in all places, and under all

circumstances whatsoever. It is true that they necessarily and wisely modi-
fied this policy of freedom, by leaving it to the several states, affected as they

were by differing circumstances, to abolish slavery in their own way and at

their own pleasure, instead of confiding that duty to congress; and that they
secured to the slave states, while yet retaining the system of slavery, a three-

fifths representation of slaves in the federal government, until they should

find themselves able to relinquish it with safety. But the very nature of these
modifications fortifies my position that the fathers knew that the two

systems could not endure within the Union, and expected that within a

short period slavery would disappear forever. Moreover, in order that these
modifications might not altogether defeat their grand design of a republic

maintaining universal equality, they provided that two-thirds of the states

might amend the constitution.
It remains to say on this point only one word, to guard against misap-

prehension. . . . While I do confidently believe and hope that my country will

yet become a land of universal freedom, I do not expect that it will be
made so otherwise than through the action of the several states cooperating

with the federal government, and all acting in strict conformity with their

respective constitutions.
The strife and contentions concerning slavery, which gently-disposed

persons so habitually deprecate, are nothing more than the ripening of the
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conflict which the fathers themselves not only thus regarded with favor, but
which they may be said to have instituted.

It is not to be denied, however, that thus far the course of that contest has

not been according to their humane anticipations and wishes. In the field of
federal politics, slavery, deriving unlooked-for advantages from commercial

changes, and energies unforeseen from the facilities of combination between

members of the slaveholding class and between that class and other prop-
erty classes, early rallied, and has at length made a stand, not merely to

retain its original defensive position, but to extend its sway throughout the

whole Union. . . . The plan of operation is this: By continued appliances of
patronage and threats of disunion, they will keep a majority favorable to

these designs in the senate, where each state has an equal representation.
Through that majority they will defeat, as they best can, the admission of

free states and secure the admission of slave states. Under the protection of

the judiciary, they will . . . carry slavery into all the territories of the United
States now existing and hereafter to be organized. By the action of the

president and the senate, using the treaty-making power, they will annex

foreign slaveholding states. In a favorable conjecture they will induce con-
gress to repeal the act of 1808, which prohibits the foreign slave trade, and

so they will import from Africa, at the cost of only twenty dollars a head,

slaves enough to fill up the interior of the continent. Thus relatively increasing
the number of slave states, they will allow no amendment to the constitution

prejudicial to their interest. . . . When the free states shall be sufficiently

demoralized to tolerate these designs, they reasonably conclude that slavery
will be accepted by those states themselves. . . .

Source: William H. Seward, Speech in Rochester, New York, October 25, 1858, in

George Baker, ed., The Works of William H. Seward, 5 vols. (New York: Redfield,

1853–84), 4:289–302.

5. Ballou’s Pictorial Drawing-Room Companion
Slaves Picking Cotton, 1858

In the Old South enslaved African Americans performed many tasks. Not only

did major crops vary from region to region, slaves worked in mining,

manufacturing, forestry, and other nonagricultural pursuits. Yet most slaves

cultivated and harvested cotton on large plantations in the Deep South. This

1858 wood engraving, published in Boston by Ballou’s Pictorial Drawing-

Room Companion, portrays black men, women, and children harvesting

cotton on a Georgia Plantation. Maturin M. Ballou, who edited the

Companion from 1854 to 1859, was an inveterate traveler and may have

observed this scene. It testifies to the large size of cotton fields, to the labor
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required of slaves from childhood onward, and the type of clothing slaves

wore. In its rendition of black men, the drawing reflects and appeals to a

popular fantasy among white Americans, holding that African Americans

were content and physically unthreatening. Nevertheless all Americans knew

that slaves escaped and at times revolted. Moreover northward slave escape

and fear among white southerners that abolitionists encouraged slave revolt,

helped lead to secession.

6. John Brown
Last Speech, November 2, 1859

From the time of Henry Highland Garnet’s Address to the Slaves in 1843,

abolitionists grew increasingly willing to advocate violence, especially in regard

to the right of slaves to escape and revolt. John Brown (1800–59) had, since his

boyhood in Connecticut, helped fugitive slaves. He continued to do so in eastern

Ohio and western Pennsylvania. Intensely religious, sympathetic to African

Americans, and the patriarch of a large family, Brown became the best known

of the free-state captains battling in Kansas Territory against the proslavery

Figure 1 Ballou’s Pictorial Drawing-Room Companion, Slaves Picking

Cotton, 1858

Source: Ballou’s Pictorial 14 (1858): 49. Courtesy of Library of Congress.
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‘‘Border Ruffians’’ from Missouri. At Potawatomi Creek in May 1856, he and

two of his sons executed five proslavery men. Brown had long contemplated

leading an armed band into the South to spark a slave revolt. He shocked the

nation when on October 16, 1859 he and an interracial band of twenty-one men

captured the United States arsenal at Harpers Ferry, Virginia. Overwhelmed,

wounded, captured, and convicted of treason, Brown displayed profound

eloquence prior to his execution on December 2. His actions helped push the

South toward secession. His words in his brief address to the court that had just

sentenced him to death helped inspire northerners to fight against slavery.

I have, may it please the Court, a few words to say.

In the first place, I deny everything but what I have all along admitted –

the design on my part to free the slaves. I intended certainly to have made
a clean thing of that matter, as I did last winter, when I went into Missouri

and there took slaves without the snapping of a gun on either side, moved

them through the country, and finally left them in Canada. I designed
to have done the same thing again, on a larger scale. That was all I intended.

I never did intend murder, or treason, or the destruction of property, or to
excite or incite slaves to rebellion, or to make insurrection.

I have another objection; and that is, it is unjust that I should suffer such

a penalty. Had I interfered in the manner which I admit, and which I admit
has been fairly proved (for I admire the truthfulness and candor of the greater

portion of the witnesses who have testified in this case), – had I so interfered

in behalf of the rich, the powerful, the intelligent, the so-called great, or in
behalf of any of their friends, – either father, mother, brother, sister, wife, or

children, or any of that class – and suffered and sacrificed what I have in this

interference, it would have been all right; and every man in this court would
have deemed it an act worthy of reward rather than punishment.

This court acknowledges, as I suppose, the validity of the law of God.

I see a book kissed here which I suppose to be the Bible, or at least the
New Testament. That teaches me that all things whatsoever I would that

men should do to me, I should do even so to them. It teaches me, further, to

‘‘remember them that are in bonds, as bound with them,’’ I endeavored
to act up to that instruction. I say, I am yet too young to understand that

God is any respecter of persons. I believe that to have interfered as I have

done – as I have always freely admitted I have done – in behalf of His
despised poor, was not wrong but right. Now, if it is deemed necessary that

I should forfeit my life for the furtherance of the ends of justice, and mingle

my blood further with the blood of my children and with the blood of
millions in this slave country whose rights are disregarded by wicked, cruel,

and unjust enactments – I submit; so let it be done!
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Let me say one word further.
I feel entirely satisfied with the treatment I have received in my trial.

Considering all the circumstances, it has been more generous than

I expected. But I feel no consciousness of my guilt. I have stated from the
first what was my intention, and what was not. I never had any design

against the life of any person, nor any disposition to commit treason, or

excite slaves to rebel, or make any general insurrection. I never encouraged
any man to do so, but always discouraged any idea of that kind.

Let me say, also, a word in regard to the statements made by some of those

connected with me. I hear it has been stated by some of them that I induced
them to join me. But the contrary is true. I do not say this to injure them, but

as regretting their weakness. There is not one of them but joined me of his
own accord, and the greater part of them at their own expense. A number of

them I never saw, and never had a word of conversation with, till the day

they came to me; and that was for the purpose I have stated.
Now I have done.

Source: John Davison Lawson, ed., American State Trials: A Collection of the

Important and Interesting Criminal Trials, which have taken place in the United

States from the Beginning of our Government to the Present Day, 17 vols. (St. Louis:

Thomas Law Book Co., 1914–36), 6:800–2.

Discussion Questions

1 The American Anti-Slavery Society, Henry Highland Garnet, and John Brown

all criticized slavery and called for action against it. In what ways were their

views similar? In what ways did they differ?

2 The woodcut published in Ballou’s Pictorial Drawing-Room Companion

provides an idyllic view of slaves picking cotton. In what respects is this a

misleading portrait?

3 How do John C. Calhoun and William H. Seward differ in their interpretation

of the sectional conflict between the North and South?

4 Based on your reading of the documents in this chapter, do you believe that

the Civil War could have been avoided?
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