GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
AFTER THE VARIOUS DECLARATIONS OF INDEPENDENCY

WHAT LED UP TO THE DECLARATION
“I know of no country in which there is so little true
independence of mind and freedom of discussion as in
America.”
— Alexis de Tocqueville

“I have never had a feeling politically that did not
spring from the sentiments embodied in the Declaration
of Independence.”
— Abraham Lincoln

“We want a country which shall not brand the Declaration
of Independence as a lie.”
— Frederick Douglass

BEFORE THE DECLARATION
“NARRATIVE HISTORY” AMOUNTS TO FABULATION,
THE REAL STUFF BEING MERE CHRONOLOGY
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1777
James Madison, Jr. lost his seat in the Virginia House of Delegates, seemingly because he was cheap about
treating the voters to the usual whiskey. Never mind, later that year he was elected to the 8-member Council
of State.
The Reverend Ezra Stiles recorded in his diary1 after a meal with John Langdon, who had been a delegate from
New Hampshire to the Continental Congress but had been replaced by William Whipple prior to the drafting

of the Declaration of Independence, that he had “Dined in Company with Col. Langdon formerly of the
Continental Congress. He says Mr. Jeffries of Virginia drafted the Declaration of Independency.”
(The confusion about Thomas Jefferson’s name indicates that Langdon, as well as Stiles, is a hearsay source
for this allegation.)

If you had asked any of these people at that time, which was the more important document, this declaration or
the Articles of Incorporation, there is little doubt but that the response you would have received would have

1. Dexter, Franklin Bowditch, ed., THE LITERARY DIARY OF EZRA STILES. NY, 1901, Volume II, page 155

VIEW VOLUME ONE
VIEW VOLUME TWO
VIEW VOLUME THREE
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been “Why, the Articles of Incorporation, of course.”

NOBODY COULD GUESS WHAT WOULD HAPPEN NEXT
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Near the hamlet of Thunderbolt outside Savannah, Georgia, alpha-male signer of the Declaration of
Independence and Georgia slavemaster Button Gwinett met alpha-male revolutionary Brigadier General and
Georgia slavemaster Lacklan McIntosh for a duel with pistols at 12 paces (approximately 60 feet). Both men
were hit in the leg. Gwinett would die of gangrene and McIntosh would be charged with murder, but acquitted.

Anglo-Irish aristocrats agreed upon a detailed “Clonmel Code” for their gentlemanly duels.
Among this code’s 26 bullet points were:
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

Acceptable reasons for issuing a challenge included being accused of cheating at cards or horse
races, being accused of having insulted a lady, and having been subjected to a blow of the fist.
Challenges might not be delivered during hours of darkness.
The challenger had the right to choose the weapon but the other party might decline the sword in
favor of the pistol (pistols would be usual in Britain but swords would be popular in Europe
through WWII).
Pistols had to be of a matched set loaded in the presence of the seconds. The owner of a set of
pistols was to favor the other principal with first choice.
Misfires, snaps, and half-cocks amounted to shots, and it was prohibited to intentionally discharge a
weapon into the ground or air.
Ranges were upon agreement and might vary between 4 and 20 yards.
It was the responsibility of the seconds to attempt to dissuade the principals, not only before a duel
but after each firing.
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January 3, Friday: People were trying to kill each other at Princeton in New Jersey, with the American irregulars taking
nearly a couple of hundred of prisoners. Hey, looks like it’s gonna be reasonably safe to publish the names of
the signatories to our Declaration of Independence! (Although the dates of the signatures ranged from August
2, 1776 to sometime in November of 1776, depending on when each delegate had gotten around to signing it,
for safety’s sake the signed version of the document had been being held top secret.)

January 18, Saturday: At this point, with the difficult military campaign of 1776 behind them and with
victories obtained at Trenton and at Princeton, the members of the 2nd Continental Congress decided that it
would be reasonably safe for them personally, to send out to the several states the authenticated copies of their
Declaration of Independence as it had been signed by all the delegates in confirmation of their we-will-allhang-together-or-separately unity. Initially these parchment copies “with the names of the members ...
subscribing the same” had been held secret for their personal protection:
They were not...given to throwing their fate into God’s hands needlessly.
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The secret signatories had included, among others, for instance, as it turned out, Dr. Josiah Bartlett (17291795) of Kingston, New Hampshire, the 2d to appear on the face of the prettified document:

It was Mary Katherine Goddard who was authorized to issue this 1st printed copy of the Declaration document
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which included the names of all its signers.

CONTINENTAL CONGRESS

Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: When the first 4th-of-July commemorative B’day bash was
staged, in 1777, what was being celebrated on the 4th was what had happened on the 2nd. The celebration that
year didn’t have anything much to do with any formal Declaration of Independence document that had been
in process as of the 4th in the previous year, but rather, it had to do with the actual political act, the declaration
(lower-case “d”) of our independence (lower-case “i”), which is to say, it had to do with the critical vote which
had succeeded on July 2, 1776. The problem was simply that in this year 1777, nobody was yet thinking much
in advance — and so it had taken a couple of days to organize the idea of having a celebration.2
In those early years you won’t find any suggestions being made, that the document was a particularly powerful
one, or a fine piece of writing. When people quoted from the propaganda broadside, very commonly what they
2. Later on, of course, the forces of historical rectification took over, and some apologist or other swept the pieces of the story
together creatively and invented a plausible reason why we have been celebrating our national B’day on the 4th — and that, kiddies,
is how the Declaration of Independence, a political broadside, got substituted for our declaration of independence, an act of defiance.
Although the Declaration of Independence was probably not signed on the evening of the 4th as Thomas Jefferson would insist it
had been, having probably been already approved that morning and lain aside, with the signing of a handscripted parchment copy
not beginning until a later timeframe, we have all decided to pretend that it was signed on the 4th because that pretense legitimates
our habitually popping off with imitation gunfire and the rockets red glare as of the 4th. There are several good reasons why there
have been no objections to this false story our Jeffersons were creating. First, according to Pauline Maier on page 184, his fabrication
was at the time merely “entrusted to private letters” rather than being broadcast to people who might have challenged it, and second,
he was doing this historical reconstruction only after in the case of many of the participants “death had sealed their lips.”
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quoted were not words from the Committee of Five’s early draft, but words in the final paragraph that had been
offered by the Continental Congress acting as a Committee of the Whole, words such as “absolved of all
allegiance to the British Crown,” and “are and of right ought to be free and independent states.” The bulk of
the document was easily dismissed at the time as yet another mean-spirited “recapitulation of injuries”:
Considering how revered a position the Declaration of Independence
later won in the hearts and minds of the American people ... disregard
for it in the earliest years of the new nation verges on the
incredible.
It was as if that document had done its work in carrying news of
Independence to the people, and neither needed nor deserved further
consideration. The festivities included no praise of Thomas Jefferson.

CONTINETAL CONGRESS
One thing to bear in mind is that, just as there wasn’t just this one copy of this particular Declaration of
Independence, also there wasn’t just one such Declaration of Independence. We presently know of at least
ninety discrete, different examples of this peculiar art form, and if we had any reason to dig further, surely we
could produce record of some more. For instance, according to Lemuel Shattuck’s HISTORY OF ... CONCORD,
there was a Declaration of Independence from British colonial rule issued by the town government of Acton
MA on June 14th, 1776. Where is it now? –Presumably in the Reserve Book Room of the Acton Public
Library, or maybe hanging on the wall. Who knows, and who cares? What we have done in our minds is
suppress all memory of these other examples of the art form so that the one document we have selected out for
our national worship, encased behind bullet-proof glass in a Baroque reliquary in Washington DC, will seem
to us to have been totally exceptional. It’s a cheap trick but so what? Every night as the line of worshipful
viewers is halted, that votive document gets lowered by computer into a specially reinforced underground
crypt where neither moth nor rust doth corrupt, and where thieves do not break through nor steal, and where
atomic weapons raining down upon the District of Columbia would be as harmless as the Brownian motion of
the molecules of water vapor in the carefully regulated ambience inside the thick green glass case. For where
our treasured document is, there our hearts are also. Meanwhile our other 89 Declarations of Independence are
protected only by their entire irrelevance.
The Declaration of Independence was, in fact, a peculiar document to
be cited by those who championed the cause of equality. Not only did
its reference to men’s equal creation concern people in a state of
nature before government was established, but the document’s original
function was to end the previous regime, not to lay down principles to
guide and limit its successor.
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Let’s re-emphasize what is being said above. The Declaration of Independence was a document to end an
existing government, not one to begin a new government. Its very success took it out of any legal existence. It
has no legal force whatever in any court of the United States of America, not even the Supreme Court, as it has
never been ratified or endorsed by any duly constituted authority of that national government. That is of course
the whole reason why we presently emphasize the document to such a great degree in our oratory — our
oratory amounts to cheap talk, whereas were we to discourse upon our Bill of Rights, we would be talking
about something possessing serious impact, as our Bill of Rights is of course in legal effect. Talk about how
“all men are created equal” per our Declaration of Independence, on a 4th of July, distracts us from the serious
limitations inherent in actual legal texts such as the XIIIth and XIVth Amendments.
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1781
March 1, Thursday: Maryland ratified the Articles of Confederation, the 13th and final state to do so, and so these
articles became effective.

READ THE FULL TEXT

Note that approximately a year and a half after Henry Thoreau would die, President Abraham Lincoln would
take the train down from Washington DC and delivered a brief address at a ceremony dedicating the battlefield
at Gettysburg, Pennsylvania as a national cemetery, a brief that would become justly famous as his “Gettysburg
Address,” in which he would state:
Fourscore and seven years ago our fathers brought forth on this
continent a new nation, conceived in liberty, and dedicated to
the proposition that all men are created equal.
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It would take 87 years for America to start catching up to sentiment of the Declaration of Independence
concerning all men being equal. A French philosopher, Professor Pierre Hadot, would term this Lincolnian reinterpretation of the Declaration to be (translating from his French) “certainly a misinterpretation, but a
creative misinterpretation.” In point of fact, when the proposition “all men are created equal” had been penned,

it simply had not been leveling up that had been in anyone’s mind, but instead, it had only been leveling down
that had been in anyone’s mind. What they meant by the concept of equality was that there was not inherently
a class of noble men who were intrinsically more worthy than common men like themselves. They were merely
dragging these noblemen down to the common level. There was no involvement of any such idea, as that
women were worth as much as men, or that non-whites were worth as much as whites, etc. etc., because such
ideas would have involved leveling up, they would have involved an effort to raise others to one’s own level.
That would have been thinking outside the box — that thought was still unthinkable. So when, in the
Gettysburg Address, President Lincoln pretended that fourscore and seven years ago President Thomas
Jefferson had been intending to level up as well as to level down, the interpretation by Professor Hadot would
be that what he was doing was, he was slyly proposing to us that we indulge ourselves with a bit of “creative
misinterpretation.” Henceforth we were going to act dumb, and pretend that we had meant what we should
have meant, what a decent man would have meant, rather than the stunted thought which we had actually
thought. (It is a good thing that President Lincoln was not delivering this Gettysburg Address as a brief before
today’s United States Supreme Court! Nowadays the strict-constructionist justices in the majority on the
United States Supreme Court would Bork this sort of creative misinterpretation, dismiss it instantly and
totally.) One thing to bear in mind is that there was not just one Declaration of Independency, as we now
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pretend, but actually some seventy such documents. Declaring independency was, at that time, a common art
form. Another thing to bear in mind is that the one Declaration of Independence, that we now pick out to
remember alone, has nothing whatever to do with the present federal government of the United States of
America. It is simply not a legal document, it is not any part of our body of law. It was not created by a dulyconstituted representative body and did not bring our present government into effect. Instead, it brought into
effect a short-lived confederacy which had its own presidents, under the “Articles of Confederation and
Perpetual Union” of 1781, which then disintegrated upon the later enactment of another document, the United
States Constitution, which ultimately brought the United States of America into existence as of 1887 under a
first US president discontinuous from the previous series of presidents, former General George Washington.
Actually, in order to make the one, of the seventy-odd, Declaration of Independency, that President Lincoln
chose to emphasize at Gettysburg, have anything at all to do with the United States of America, it would be
necessary for him to have considered General Washington not to be our 1st president, but to be actually our
17th president or something like that depending on how you count, with the previous presidents having been:
President of the First Continental Congress Peyton Randolph (September 5, 1774-October 21, 1774)
Henry Middleton (October 22, 1774-October 26, 1774)

President of the Second Continental Congress Peyton Randolph (May 10, 1775-May 23, 1775)
John Hancock (May 24, 1775-October 31, 1777)
Henry Laurens (November 1, 1777-December 9, 1778)
John Jay (December 10, 1778-September 27, 1779)
Samuel Huntington (September 28, 1779-March 1, 1781)
President of the United States in Congress Assembled Samuel Huntington (March 1, 1781[2]-July 9, 1781)
Thomas McKean (July 10, 1781-November 4, 1781)
John Hanson (November 5, 1781-November 3, 1782)
Elias Boudinot (November 4, 1782-November 2, 1783)
Thomas Mifflin (November 3, 1783-October 31, 1784)
Richard Henry Lee (November 30, 1784-November 6, 1785)
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John Hancock (November 23, 1785-June 5, 1786) [due to his failing health, two others acted in his stead]
David Ramsay (November 23, 1785-May 12, 1786)
Nathaniel Gorham (May 15, 1786-June 5, 1786)
Nathaniel Gorham (June 6, 1786-November 5, 1786)
Arthur St. Clair (February 2, 1787-November 4, 1787)
Cyrus Griffin (January 22, 1788-November 2, 1788)
We can’t have it both ways, folks. Either Georgibus was actually our 17th president rather than our 1st, or that
Declaration of Independence someone had signed in 1775 has actually no direct connection of any sort with
the federal government of the USA that would eventuate belatedly in 1787.

THE TASK OF THE HISTORIAN IS TO CREATE HINDSIGHT WHILE
INTERCEPTING ANY ILLUSION OF FORESIGHT. NOTHING A HUMAN CAN
SEE IS EVER TO BE SEEN THROUGH THE EYE OF GOD.
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1783
May 8, Thursday: The earliest known public reference (so far as we presently know3) to Thomas Jefferson’s role as
the draftsman of the Declaration of Independence would be a pamphlet version distributed in New England4
of a sermon of this date by the Reverend President Ezra Stiles of Yale College before the Connecticut General

Assembly. In this sermon, although Stiles attributed the fine sentiments of the document to all Americans, he
also took note of Jefferson’s “signal act” of having drafted it on behalf of the Continental Congress. It had been
Jefferson, according to the Reverend, no historian, who had “poured the soul of the continent into the
monumental act of Independence.” The style of this brief reference seems suggestive of emphasis being placed
upon a known but disregarded piece of information, rather than announcement of a novel piece of information.

NEVER READ AHEAD! TO APPRECIATE MAY 8TH, 1783 AT ALL ONE
MUST APPRECIATE IT AS A TODAY, THE WAY THE REVEREND
PRESIDENT EZRA STILES WAS APPRECIATING IT (THE FOLLOWING DAY,
TOMORROW, IS BUT A PORTION OF THE UNREALIZED FUTURE AND IFFY
AT BEST).
June 1, Thursday: Thomas Jefferson forwarded a copy of the drafting committee’s draft for a Declaration of

Independence to James Madison, Jr., “at full length distinguishing the alterations it underwent.”5

3. Detweiler, “The Changing Reputation of the Declaration of Independence,” 560; Boyd, et al., eds., THE PAPERS OF THOMAS
JEFFERSON, XV, 241n.
4. The sermon would subsequently be issued as a pamphlet: THE UNITED STATES ELEVATED TO GLORY AND HONOR. A SERMON
PREACHED BEFORE HIS EXCELLENCY JONATHAN TRUMBULL,... AND THE HONORABLE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF
CONNECTICUT... MAY 8TH, 1783 (New Haven CT: Thomas and Samuel Green, 1783; Worcester MA: Isaiah Thomas, 1785).
5. Boyd, Julian P., et al., eds. THE PAPERS OF THOMAS JEFFERSON (27 vols. to date, Princeton NJ: 1950-), Volume VI, page 273

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: Boston had become, on March 25th, the 1st municipality to designate the

4th as the official day for this national birthday celebration (“Son of Thunder” Reverend Samuel Dunbar,
recently deceased, had been the initial minister to read the Declaration of Independence aloud from the pulpit).
Alexander Martin of North Carolina had become, on June 18th, the 1st governor to issue a state order for
celebrating the 4th as our national birthday (the Moravian community in Salem, North Carolina had responded
to this order by planning a “Lovefeast”). The governor of South Carolina hosted a banquet at the State House
in Charleston at which toasts were drunk in honor of the 13 colonies engaged in the freedom struggle: upon
the completion of the 13th toast an artillery battery outside fired off a series of 13 blasts (then the band began
a dirge which would go on for 13 minutes: one can imagine that during this period of time, the guests at the
banquet would have had an opportunity to visit the sanitary facilities and otherwise compose themselves for
their trip back to their city accommodations).
DUNBAR FAMILY
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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INDEPENDENCE-DAY ORATIONS THROUGH THE YEARS,
SPONSORED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF BOSTON
Pursuant to a resolution passed in a town meeting in March, in
this year the city of Boston forsook its annual celebration of
March 5, 1770, the day of the unfortunate “Boston Massacre,” in
favor of a 4th-of-July celebration:
a day ever memorable in the Annals of this country for
the declaration of our Independence shall be constantly
celebrated by the Delivery of a Publick Oration, in such
place as the Town shall determine to be most convenient
for the purpose, in which the Orator shall consider the
feelings, manners and principles which led to this great
National Event as well as the important and happy
effects whether general or domestick which already have
and will forever continue to flow from the auspicious
epoch.6
1783. Warren, John (1753-1815). AN ORATION; DELIVERED JULY 4TH,
1783, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF BOSTON; IN CELEBRATION OF THE
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE ([Printed by Joh]n Gill, in
Court-Street, 1783); INDEPENDENT CHRONICLE AND THE UNIVERSAL ADVERTISER,
4 December 1783, 1.
The oration was delivered in the Brattle Square Church.
Warren begins his speech this way: “To mark with
accuracy and precision, the principles from which the
great and important transactions on the theatre of the
political world originate, is an indispensible duty,
not only of legislatures, but of every subject of a free
State; fraught with the most instructive lessons on the
passions that actuate the human breast, the enquiry is
amply adapted to the purpose of regulating the social
concerns of life.”
1784. Hichborn, Benjamin (1746-1817). AN ORATION, DELIVERED JULY
5TH, 1784, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN
CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Gill,
1784).
In his oration, Hichborn warned against the dangers of
having standing armies: “But I hope the partiality we
feel for our patriotic army will never suffer us to
forget that military force has always proved dangerous
to the liberties of the people, that the natural
6. Loring, James Spear. THE HUNDRED BOSTON ORATORS APPOINTED BY THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES AND OTHER PUBLIC
BODIES, FROM 1770-1852. Boston: J.F. Jewett and Company, 1854.
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safeguard of the country is a well-regulated militia,
and that America must date the decline of her peace, her
glory and independence from the establishment of a
regular army” (as reported in Martin, 109).
1785. Gardiner, John (1737-1793). AN ORATION, DELIVERED JULY 4,
1785, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Printed
by Peter Edes, State-street, 1785).
Gardiner’s address was delivered in the Stone Chapel.
1786. Austin, Jonathan Loring (1748-1826). AN ORATION, DELIVERED
JULY 4, 1786, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON,
IN CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Printed by Peter Edes, 1786).
Austin, a Revolutionary War soldier, served as
secretary to Benjamin Franklin, in Paris. On a second
trip to Europe, he was captured by the English, but was
eventually released. Following the war, Austin was
involved in commercial pursuits.
1787. Dawes, Thomas, Jr. (1757-1825). AN ORATION, DELIVERED JULY 4,
1787, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Printed
by S. Hall, 1787).
Dawes was a justice of the Massachusetts State Supreme
Court, 1792-1802, and in his oration he espoused the
importance of education, especially for those filling
government seats. “...In a government where the people
fill all the branches of sovereignty, Intelligence is
the life of liberty.” For commentary on this oration,
see “Part of an Oration, Delivered at Boston on the 4th
of July, 1787,” THE AMERICAN MAGAZINE (August 1788): 61923.
Dawes begins his oration with these words: “We are
convened, my Fellow Citizens, to consider the feelings,
manners and principles which led to our Independence—
the effects which have flowed, and the consequences that
will probably follow, from that great event. In
contemplating the principles which originated, let us
not confound them with the occasions that only ripened,
our Independence.”
1788. Otis, Harrison Gray (1765-1848). AN ORATION DELIVERED JULY 4,
1788: AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Printed
by Benjamin Russell, 1788).
Otis was born in Boston and eventually became a member
of the Massachusetts State House. In 1796 he was
appointed U.S. district attorney for Massachusetts, and
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in 1805 a member of the Massachusetts State Senate. He
was mayor of Boston during 1829-31.
From his address, Otis says to his audience, “I pass
over the eventful history of the late war—my feelings
otherwise would impell me to devote too large a portion
of time, to eulogies upon the heroes who have fought and
bled and those who have returned to the bosom of their
country objects of jealousy, victims of neglect. In an
attempt to detail the effects which have flown from our
independence, and which may hereafter ensue, it is
difficult to be concise without seeming superficial or
to
be
diffusive
without
becoming
tedious—My
observations will accordingly be general.”
1789. Stillman, Samuel (1738-1807). AN ORATION, DELIVERED JULY 4TH,
1789, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Printed
by B. Edes & Son, 1789).
Stillman was minister of the First Baptist Church of
Boston.
1790. Gray, Edward (1764-1810). AN ORATION, DELIVERED JULY 5, 1790.
AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN CELEBRATION OF
THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Printed and sold by
Samuel Hall, 1790).
Gray
connected
“America’s
divine
destiny”
with
America’s mission as the nation that sets examples for
all the world.
1791. Crafts, Thomas, Jr. (1767-1798). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY
4TH, 1791: AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Benjamin
Russell, 1791).
1792. Blake, Joseph, Jr. (1766-1802). ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4TH,
1792; AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IM [SIC]
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Printed
by Benjamin Russell, 1792).
Blake discusses the circumstances which led up to the
declaring of independence and warns his listeners what
factors need to be addressed if the new nation is to be
successful.
1793. Adams, John Quincy (1767-1848). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY
4TH, 1793, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
CELEBRATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Printed
by Benjamin Edes, 1793).
John Quincy Adams was the eldest son of John Adams. John
Quincy gave other orations on the Fourth of July, one
at the Capitol in Washington City in 1821, another at
the groundbreaking ceremony of the C&O Canal, north of
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Georgetown, in 1828, another in Quincy, Massachusetts,
in 1831, and yet another in Newburyport, Massachusetts,
in 1837. The 1793 speech was reprinted in E. B.
Williston, ELOQUENCE OF THE UNITED STATES. 5 vols.
(Middletown, Conn.: E.&H. Clark, 1827).
1794. Phillips, John (1770-1823). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4TH,
1794, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston;
Printed and sold by Benjamin Edes, 1794).
Phillips was born in Boston, studied at Harvard and
became a prominent attorney. In 1822, he was elected as
Boston’s first mayor. His oration was said to bear “the
finest marks of intellectual vigor” and “extracts from
it have found their way into the school-books as models
of eloquence.” “Two Reform Mayors of Boston,” BAY STATE
MONTHLY 3/4 (September 1885): 251-52. A local newspaper
reported that Phillips’ piece was “expressive of those
sentiments which animated the people of the United
States while contending against the British nation, in
support of the liberties and independence of this
country.” Phillips presented his address in the First
Church before the “Supreme Executive.” PHILADELPHIA
GAZETTE AND UNIVERSAL DAILY ADVERTISER, 11 July 1794, 3.
1795. Blake, George (1769-1841). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED JULY 4TH,
1795 AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON: IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Printed and sold by Benjamin Edes, 1795).
A Boston editor commented on Blake’s address and thought
it was excellent: “Not one oration, since that delivered
by the great Hancock, on the 5th of March, ’73, in the
same House, for spirit, energy of style, and truth, can
in any degree be compared with it” (BOSTON GAZETTE, 6 July
1795, as reported in Martin, 276).
About his presentation Blake said, “The event which
happened on this day, the feelings, manners and
principles which led to it, are the subject of our
present contemplation—a subject in which is involved a
history not more glorious to America, than it is
humiliating and disgraceful to the proud nation with
whom she contended—the same feelings which are agitated
by the first impression of injury, which are heightened
by an unwarrantable increase of the imposition, and
which are turned to desperation when the injury becomes
cruelty insufferable; such were the emotions which
first propelled Americans to a contest with Britain.”
1796. Lathrop, John, Jr. (1772-1820). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY
4, 1796, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
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Printed and sold by Benjamin Edes, 1796).
Lathrop presented a Fourth of July oration in 1798 in
Dedham, Massachusetts. An excerpt of this oration is
printed in Robert Haven Schauffler, ed., INDEPENDENCE DAY:
ITS CELEBRATION, SPIRIT, AND SIGNIFICANCE AS RELATED IN PROSE AND
VERSE (New York: Moffat, Yard and Company, 1912), 52-53.
1797. Callender, John (1772-1833). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4,
1797: AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Printed and sold by Benjamin Edes, 1797).
Callender opens his address with these words: “The
ingenuity of man diligently searches for the authority
of precedent, to sanction the propriety of a favorite
measure; but the revolution which produced the chearful
[sic] hilarity of this day is entitled to our grateful
commemoration, not from a servile imitation of ancient
customs, but from its own abstract and intrinsic merits.
the preservation of our independence is intimately
connected with a preservation of those sentiments and
opinions which gave birth to it, and the experience of
one and twenty years affords an ample conviction that
the spirit which an imated [sic] our countrymen at the
glorious epoch we celebrate, still warms our bosoms.”
According to one newspaper, Callender’s address,
presented at the “old Brick Meeting House” was
“eloquent, impassioned, and [a] national oration. It is
vehemently, and from our knowledge of the ingenious
orator deservedly praised.” (CITY GAZETTE AND DAILY
ADVERTISER, 3 August 1797, 2.)
1798. Quincy, Josiah (1772-1864). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED JULY 4,
1798, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: John
Russell, 1798).
Quincy, a congressman, was born in Boston, graduated
from Harvard in 1790. He was elected mayor of Boston in
1823, and in 1829 had been named president of Harvard,
where
he
addressed
curriculum
reform
of
the
institution. A comment from a contemporary editor about
Quincy’s address: “Mr. Quincy regards the present
moment as too serious and critical to be passed over by
him with the common place topics of congratulation and
applause.” Quincy compared the founders’ ideals with
his time and warns citizens about the perils of
government. An Oration Pronounced July 4th, 1798 ...
MONTHLY MAGAZINE, AND AMERICAN REVIEW (June 1799): 1, 3. A
reporter for the COLUMBIAN CENTINEL (7 July 1798, 2)
thought Quincy’s oration “ranks among the most masterly
productions, which the effervescence of patriotism,
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united to the amplest resources of genius, ever
originated in any nation, or on any epoch. The elegant
flights of its eloquence were attempered by the
impressive energies of argument. While it presented a
forcible and animating appeal to the passions—it
irresistably imposed conviction on the understandings
of his auditory. The honor which the Orator has reaped
from the occasion, is only to be equalled by the
service, which his oration has rendered to his country.”
1799. Lowell, John, Jr. (1769-1840). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4,
1799: AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Printed by Manning & Loring, 1799).
Compares the French and American revolutions. For
comment on this address, see “An Oration, Pronounced
July 4th, 1799...” MONTHLY MAGAZINE, AND AMERICAN REVIEW
(August 1799): 1, 5.
1800. Hall, Joseph (1761-1848). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4, 1800,
AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN COMMEMORATION
OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: From the PrintingOffice of Manning & Loring, 1800).
1801. Paine, Charles (1775-1810). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4,
1801, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Manning & Loring, 1801).
1802. Emerson, William (1769-1811). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED JULY 5,
1802, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Manning & Loring, printers, 1802).
Clergyman, born in Concord, Massachusetts. Emerson
graduated from Harvard in 1789 and in 1799 was pastor
at the First Church in Boston where he remained his
whole life. One of his sons was the noted literary
figure, Ralph Waldo Emerson.
1803. Sullivan, William (1774-1839). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY
4TH, 1803 AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON: IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Printed at the “Boston Weekly Magazine” office, by Gilbert and
Dean, 1803).
1804. Danforth, Thomas (1774-1817). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED JULY 4,
1804, AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN COMMEMORATION
OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Russell and
Cutler, 1804).
1805. Dutton, Warren (1774-1857). ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4, 1805,
REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN COMMEMORATION
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OF

AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: A. Newell, printer, 1805).
The oration, presented at the Meeting House, was
described as “spirited and well adapted” (NEW ENGLAND
PALADIUM, 5 July 1805, 2).

1806. Channing, Francis Dana.
According to C.W. Ernst, the oration by Channing was not
printed.
1807. Thacher, Peter Oxenbridge (1776-1843). ORATION DELIVERED
BEFORE THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, ON THE THIRTY-FIRST
ANNIVERSARY OF THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA (Boston:
Printed by Munroe & Francis, 1807).
1808. Ritchie, Andrew, Jr. (1782-1862). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY
4, 1808 AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: From
the press of Russell & Cutler, 1808).
1809. Tudor, William, Jr. (1779-1830). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED JULY
4, 1809, AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Printed by Joshua Belcher, 1809).
1810. Townsend, Alexander. ORATION, DELIVERED JULY THE FOURTH, 1810,
AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF BOSTON, ON THE FEELINGS, MANNERS, AND
PRINCIPLES THAT PRODUCED AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: John Eliot,
1810).
1811. Savage, James (1784-1873). AN ORATION DELIVERED JULY 4, 1811,
AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF BOSTON IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE (Boston: John Eliot, Jun., 1811).
1812. Pollard, Benjamin (1780-1836).
According to C.W. Ernst, the oration by Pollard was not
printed
1813. Livermore, Edward St. Loe (1762-1832). AN ORATION DELIVERED
JULY THE FOURTH, 1813 AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF BOSTON: IN
COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: printed by Chester
Stebbins, 1813).
1814. Whitwell, Benjamin (1772-1825). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED JULY 4,
1814, AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN COMMEMORATION
OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Charles Callender,
1814).
A report in the WEEKLY MESSENGER (8 July 1814, 3) describes
Whitwell’s address as “a spirited, elegant and truly
independent Oration.”
1815. Shaw, Lemuel (1781-1861). AN ORATION DELIVERED AT BOSTON, JULY
4, 1815 BEFORE THE SUPREME EXECUTIVE OF THE COMMONWEALTH, AND THE MUNICIPAL
AUTHORITY AND CITIZENS OF THE TOWN, IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN
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INDEPENDENCE (Boston: From the press of John Eliot, 1815).
Shaw became Chief Justice of the
Massachusetts on August 31, 1830.

Commonwealth

of

1816. Sullivan, George (1771-1838). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED ON THE
FOURTH JULY, 1816, BEFORE THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON AT THE
REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN (Boston: Printed by C. Stebbins, 1816).
1817. Channing, Edward Tyrrel (1790-1856). AN ORATION, DELIVERED
JULY 4, 1817, AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Printed by Joseph T. Buckingham, 1817).
Educator, lawyer, born in Newport, Rhode Island.
Channing graduated from Harvard in 1819. In 1818-19,
Channing was editor for the NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW. As a
contributor to the journal, his style has been described
as “remarkable for its strength and purity and a severe
critical taste, which qualities enabled him to exert a
great influence over an entire generation of prominent
men, whose literary education he directed in his
pedagogical capacity and through the press.” (NATIONAL
CYCLOPAEDIA OF AMERICAN BIOGRAPHY [1906] 13:150-51).
1818. Gray, Francis Calley (1790-1856). ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4,
1818, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston:
Charles Callender, 1818).
1819. Dexter, Franklin (1793-1857). AN ORATION DELIVERED JULY 4,
1819, AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON IN COMMEMORATION
OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Joseph T.
Buckingham, 1819).
For a lengthy review and criticism of Dexter’s address,
see the unsigned article “A Candid and Cautionary
Criticism on Mr. Dexter’s Oration” (INDEPENDENT CHRONICLE
& BOSTON PATRIOT, 17 July 1819, 4) in which the writer
refers to Dexter’s remarks as “chilling” and “inanimate
language.” The article is summarized as “We are not
disposed to censure the orator as not having a full idea
of the blessings of our independence, but merely to
prevent a repetition of expressions, which in future may
have a tendency to lessen our energies on this
anniversary.”
1820. Lyman, Theodore, Jr. (1792-1849). AN ORATION DELIVERED AT THE
REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON: ON THE ANNIVERSARY OF
AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, IN THE YEAR 1820 (Boston: Printed by J. T.
Buckingham, No. 17, Cornhill, 1820).
1821. Loring, Charles Greely (1794-1867). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED ON
THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1821, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN
OF BOSTON, IN COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE
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(Boston: Published by Charles Callender, 1821).
1822. Gray, John Chipman (1793-1881). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED ON THE
FOURTH OF JULY, 1822, AT THE REQUEST OF THE INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF
BOSTON, IN COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF NATIONAL INDEPENDENCE
(Boston: Published by Charles Callender, 1822).
1823. Curtis, Charles Pelham (1792-1864). AN ORATION, DELIVERED ON
THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1823, IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, BEFORE
THE SUPREME EXECUTIVE OF THE COMMONWEALTH, AND THE CITY COUNCIL AND
INHABITANTS OF THE CITY OF BOSTON (Boston: J. W. Ingraham, 1823).
Curtis predicted that Cuba would be annexed by the U.S.
as a new state (Martin, 184).
1824. Bassett, Francis (1786-1875). AN ORATION, DELIVERED ON MONDAY,
THE FIFTH OF JULY, 1824, IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, BEFORE
THE SUPREME EXECUTIVE OF THE COMMONWEALTH, AND THE CITY COUNCIL AND
INHABITANTS OF THE CITY OF BOSTON (Boston: Wells and Lilly, 1824).
1825. Sprague, Charles (1792-1875). AN ORATION, DELIVERED ON MONDAY,
FOURTH OF JULY, 1825: IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, BEFORE
THE SUPREME EXECUTIVE OF THE COMMONWEALTH, AND THE CITY COUNCIL AND
INHABITANTS OF THE CITY OF BOSTON (Boston: True and Greene, city
printers, 1825).
As reported in a newspaper column, “we consider Mr.
Sprague’s oration as an eloquent performance, and one,
that, if tolerably well delivered, would produce great
effect....It indicates talent and imagination... the
language is occasionally extravagant, and the metaphors
sometimes scarcely in good taste” (“An Oration,
Delivered on Monday, Fourth of July, 1825 ...” UNITED
STATES LITERARY GAZETTE [1 August 1825]: 353). Sprague’s
Fourth of July poem, “Eighty Years Ago,” was printed in
the BOSTON COURIER, 7 July 1856 and NEW YORK TIMES, 8 July
1856, 3.
1826. Quincy, Josiah (1772-1864). AN ORATION, DELIVERED ON
THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1826, IT BEING THE FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF
INDEPENDENCE, BEFORE THE SUPREME EXECUTIVE OF THE COMMONWEALTH AND
COUNCIL AND INHABITANTS OF THE CITY OF BOSTON. DELIVERED AT THE
AND PRINTED BY ORDER OF THE CITY COUNCIL (Boston: True and
1826).

TUESDAY,
AMERICAN
THE CITY
REQUEST,
Greene,

The oration was given in the Old South Church, with an
“excessively full” audience in attendance (BOSTON DAILY
ADVERTISER, 6 July 1826).
1827. Mason, William Powell (1791-1867). AN ORATION DELIVERED
WEDNESDAY, JULY 4, 1827, IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE: BEFORE
THE SUPREME EXECUTIVE OF THE COMMONWEALTH, AND THE CITY COUNCIL AND
INHABITANTS OF THE CITY OF BOSTON (Boston: From the press of Nathan
Hale City printer, 1827).
Graduated from Harvard in 1811, studied law and was
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admitted to the bar
1828. Sumner, Bradford (1782-1855). AN ORATION DELIVERED FRIDAY, JULY
4, 1828, IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, BEFORE THE SUPREME
EXECUTIVE OF THE COMMONWEALTH, AND THE CITY COUNCIL AND INHABITANTS OF THE
CITY OF BOSTON (Boston: From the press of Nathan Hale city printer,
1828).
1829. Austin, James Trecothick (1784-1870). ORATION DELIVERED ON
THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1829, AT THE CELEBRATION OF INDEPENDENCE, IN THE CITY
OF BOSTON (Boston: John H. Eastburn, 1829).
Lawyer, politician, and author who had given an oration
on July 4, 1815, in Lexington, Massachusetts. Austin was
born in Boston and graduated from Harvard in 1802. He
was a member of the state legislature and in 1828 was
in charge of determining the boundary line between
Massachusetts and Connecticut east of the Connecticut
River. From 1822-43, he was attorney-general of
Massachusetts. Austin wrote a number of books,
including THE LIFE OF ELBRIDGE GERRY, WITH CONTEMPORARY LETTERS
(1828-29).
1830. Everett, Alexander Hill (1790-1847). AN ORATION: DELIVERED AT
THE REQUEST OF THE CITY GOVERNMENT, BEFORE THE CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE
5TH OF JULY, 1830 (Boston: Press of John H. Eastburn, City
printer, 1830).
1831. Palfrey, John Gorham (1796-1881). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED BEFORE
THE CITIZENS OF BOSTON ON THE ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE,
JULY 4TH, 1831 (Boston: Press of John H. Eastburn, 1831).
Presented at the Old South Meeting House. Out of “the
multitude
of
orations
pronounced
on
the
late
celebration of independence,” a Boston editor reported
that Palfrey’s presentation was “the best immeasurably
the best that we have seen.... the style of Mr.
Palfrey’s oration is plain, familiar, unaffected, and
appropriate. Its politics are sound and practicable.”
NEW ENGLAND MAGAZINE 1/2 (August 1831): 172-73. According
to Martin (237), Palfrey “regretted the intellectual
dependence of Americans upon England. By allowing
England to supply our literature, ... we give her an
opportunity ‘of an imperial sway over our spirits.’” It
was reported in the NATIONAL INTELLIGENCER (11 July 1831,
3) that Palfrey’s presentation was “a masterly and very
appropriate oration.”
1832. Quincy, Josiah, Jr. (1802-1882). AN ORATION DELIVERED JULY 4,
1832 BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL AND INHABITANTS OF BOSTON (Boston: John H.
Eastburn, 1832).
1833. Prescott, Edward Goldsborough (1804-1844). AN ORATION:
DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE FIFTY EIGHTH [SIC]
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: John H. Eastburn, City
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printer, 1833).
Note: Prescott gave an oration in Boston on July 4,
1832, “before the officers of the militia, and members
of the volunteer companies of Boston” (Boston: J. H.
Eastburn, printer, 1832).
1834. Fay, Richard Sullivan (1806-1865). ORATION ON THE FIFTY-EIGHT
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: J. H. Eastburn, printer,
1834).
1835. Hillard, George Stillman (1808-1879). AN ORATION PRONOUNCED
BEFORE THE INHABITANTS OF BOSTON, JULY THE FOURTH, 1835, IN COMMEMORATION
OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: Press of J. H. Eastburn, City
printer, 1835.
Hillard was born in Machias, Maine, and graduated from
Harvard in 1828. In 1833, he began co-editing the
Unitarian weekly paper, THE CHRISTIAN REGISTER. In 1850,
he was elected state senator. Hillard was the author of
several books. An editor for a magazine had this to say
about his oration: “This is a beautiful production. The
thoughts are appropriate, instructive and pointed; the
language is finished, imaginative and rich with all the
graces of the accomplished writer; the spirit of the
oration is of the highest and purest order breathing the
strongest devotion to the cause of religion, morals and
our country” (THE NEW-ENGLAND MAGAZINE 9/8 (August 1835):
142).
1836. Kinsman, Henry Willis (1803-1859). AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED
BEFORE THE INHABITANTS OF BOSTON, JULY THE FOURTH, 1836, IN COMMEMORATION
OF THE SIXTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: J. H.
Eastburn, City printer, 1836).
1837. Chapman, Jonathan. AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITIZENS OF
BOSTON, ON THE SIXTY FIRST ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4,
1837 (Boston: John H. Eastburn, City printer, 1837).
Chapman was elected mayor of Boston in 1840.
1838. Winslow, Hubbard (1799-1864). THE MEANS OF THE PERPETUITY AND
PROSPERITY OF OUR REPUBLIC: AN ORATION, DELIVERED BY REQUEST OF THE
MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES, OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1838, IN THE OLD
SOUTH CHURCH, IN CELEBRATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: John H.
Eastburn, City printer, 1838).
1839. Austin, Ivers James (1808-1889). ORATION DELIVERED BY REQUEST
OF THE CITY AUTHORITIES, BEFORE THE CITY OF BOSTON, ON THE SIXTY THIRD
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1839 (Boston: John H.
Eastburn, 1839).
1840. Power, Thomas (1786-1868). AN ORATION DELIVERED BY REQUEST OF
THE CITY AUTHORITIES BEFORE THE CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE SIXTY-FOURTH
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1840 (Boston: J. H.
Eastburn, City printer, 1840).
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1841. Curtis, George Ticknor (1812-1894). THE TRUE USES OF AMERICAN
REVOLUTIONARY HISTORY: AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE AUTHORITIES OF THE
CITY OF BOSTON, ON MONDAY, THE FIFTH OF JULY, 1841, BEING THE DAY SET
APART FOR THE CELEBRATION OF THE SIXTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE (Boston: J. H. Eastburn, 1841).
Lawyer,
historian
who
was
born
in
Watertown,
Massachusetts, and graduated from Harvard in 1832. At
the time that Curtis presented this Independence Day
oration, he was a Whig in the Massachusetts House of
Representatives (1840-43). Curtis presented another
Fourth of July municipal oration in 1862 (see entry
below).
1842. Mann, Horace (1796-1859). AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1842 (Boston: J. H.
Eastburn, City printers, 1842).
As reported in Martin (268), Louise H. Tharp, Mann’s
biographer, estimated that 17,000 copies of one edition
and 10,000 copies of another edition were printed. There
were no less than 5 editions published.
1843. Adams, Charles Francis (1807-1886). AN ORATION, DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE
SIXTY-SEVENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4TH,
1843 (Boston: J. H. Eastburn, City printer, 1843).
1844. Chandler, Peleg Whitman (1816-1889). THE MORALS OF FREEDOM:
AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 4,
1844 (Boston: J. H. Eastburn, city printer, 1844).
A local editor reported: “The author of this excellent
discourse, one of the most distinguished among the young
lawyers of Boston, has done honor to himself, and
justice to the occasion, by the manly tone and style of
his address. The promptings of national vanity, and the
claims of an exaggerated patriotism, have been equally
set aside by him, for the teachings of wisdom and
truth.” NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW 59/125 (October 1844): 502.
1845. Sumner, Charles (1811-1874). THE TRUE GRANDEUR OF NATIONS: AN
ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 4,
1845 (Boston: J. H. Eastburn, City printer, 1845; American Peace
Society, 1845).
This statesman graduated from Harvard and was active as
a orator in the movement for outlawing war and was
equally outspoken against slavery. Sumner spent much of
his political career in Congress serving as a senator
representing Massachusetts. His address represents one
of the most important documents of the pacifist
movement, albeit one which garnered considerable
criticism. Sumner condemned war saying that military
forces cost more money than the commerce they were to
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protect; Christianity outlawed war and that war would
precipitate the downfall of morality. A Boston editor
reported years later about his Independence Day
address: “Charles Sumner delivered ... an oration on
Peace, which provoked much hostile criticism; and on the
next succeeding anniversary of American Independence,
Fletcher Webster delivered an oration on War, which was
designed to show that there are cases ’where war, with
all its woes, must be endured’” (Charles Cowley,
“Colonel Fletcher Webster,” BAY STATE MONTHLY 1/3 [March
1884]: 145). Years later an editor of a magazine
recalled what Sumner told him about that day: “Peace
among the nations has been the great idea and purpose
of my life. When a young man, and having no expectation
of, or aspiration for public life, I was prevailed upon
by the city authorities of Boston to accept an
invitation to pronounce the 4th of July oration. I
determined to select a theme worthy of the occasion, and
worthy of myself, and I chose ’The True Grandeur of
Nations’” (“Charles Sumner,” THE ADVOCATE OF PEACE 5/4
[April 1874]: 28). For a criticism of Sumner’s oration,
see BOSTON EVENING TRANSCRIPT, 5 July 1845.
1846. Webster, Fletcher (1813-1862). AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON IN THE TREMONT TEMPLE, JULY 4, 1846
(Boston: J. H. Eastburn, City printer, 1846).
Webster’s oration was a response to Sumner’s address the
year prior. Webster argued for the lawfulness of war and
that it was the duty of citizens to obey the government
in these matters.
1847. Cary, Thomas Greaves (1791-1859). AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
THE AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, AT THE CELEBRATION OF THE DECLARATION
OF INDEPENDENCE: JULY 5, 1847 (Boston: J. H. Eastburn, City printer,
1847).
1848. Giles, Joel. Practical Liberty. An Oration Delivered
before the City Authorities of Boston in the Tremont Temple,
July 4, 1848 (Boston: Eastburn’s press, 1848).
1849. Greenough, William Whitwell (1818-1899). THE CONQUERING
REPUBLIC. AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY
OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1849 (Boston: J. H. Eastburn, City printer,
1849).
Greenough served on the Boston City Council (1847-49)
and was trustee of the Boston Public Library (1856-88).
1850. Whipple, Edwin Percy (1819-1886). WASHINGTON AND THE PRINCIPLES
OF THE REVOLUTION: AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF
THE CITY OF BOSTON, AT THE CELEBRATION OF THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1850 (Boston: Ticknor, Reed and Fields, 1850;
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J. H. Eastburn, City printer, 1850).
Whipple, a critic, essayist, and lecturer. According to
one editor, compared to other orations that year,
Whipple’s was “the most racy and vigorous of any of
them.... He attempts to place the intellectual
character of Washington in a brighter light than it has
usually been regarded. He carries his point by force of
argument, rather than by a gush of enthusiasm. It is a
pleasant surprise to find so hackneyed a theme treated
with so much wisdom and originality” (SOUTHERN LITERARY
MESSENGER 16/10 (October 1850): 591). According to
another account, “As an orator, ... his style of
delivery is exhilaratingly piercing and inspiring, and
though quiet, is withal very peculiar and original”
(“Edwin Percy Whipple,” GRAHAM’S AMERICAN MONTHLY MAGAZINE
OF LITERATURE, ART AND FASHION 42/4 [April 1853]: 448- 55).
1851. Russell, Charles Theodore. AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1851 (Boston: J.
H. Eastburn, city printer, 1851).
Russell discusses the meaning of the day, the colonists
who settled in their new land, events leading up to the
declaring of independence and the rationale for
“throwing off British allegiance,” the resulting
government, the Constitution, and the importance of
“Christian benevolence” bestowed by God.
1852. King, Thomas Starr (1824-1864). THE ORGANIZATION OF LIBERTY ON
THE WESTERN CONTINENT: AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES
OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, AT THE CELEBRATION OF THE SEVENTY-SIXTH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 5, 1852 (Boston:
Rockwell and Churchill, City printers, 1892 [sic]).
Lecturer and Universalist minister. King was born in New
York City but spent his youth in Massachusetts. He
pursued theological study and was named minister of the
Hollis Street Unitarian Church in Boston in 1848. In
1860 King moved to California where he helped establish
Unitarianism there. Apparently some 1,500 copies of
this oration were printed (Martin, 268).
1853. Bigelow, Timothy. AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL
AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1853 (Boston: J. H.
Eastburn, printer, 1853). Oration presented at the Old South
Church. Additional information in “The Celebration Yesterday,”
BOSTON EVENING TRANSCRIPT, 5 July 1853, 2.
Edward Everett, the popular orator who himself had
presented an oration in Boston’s Faneuil Hall that day
had garnered a copy of Bigelow’s address and commented
on the presentation and Bigelow’s principal theme at a
dinner later that day: Everett “styled it [Bigelow’s
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oration] a manly, ingenious, fervid discourse, rising
far above the common-place eloquence customary on such
occasions, and throwing new light upon its theme. It was
a smoothly-written oration, and one or two paragraphs
were admirably composed. But it was too florid-too long,
and not capable of bearing a criticism, when viewed as
a whole. It showed, however, that its author had thought
out several chapters of a Philosophy of American
History. In his fine contrast between America and other
countries, he neglected to allude to those points on
which
we
have
an
immaterial
superiority.”
(“Massachusetts: The Fourth in Boston,” NEW YORK TIMES,
7 July 1853, 3.) See also, “Mr. Everett’s Remarks on the
4th,” FARMER’S CABINET, 14 July 1853, 2.
Of note, Bigelow made mention of the death of Daniel
Webster, one of the nation’s most popular orators: “But
though the republic is safe even when the great citizens
are removed, we cannot forget today the death, a few
months since, of her greatest statesman. The mountains
of New Hampshire gave Daniel Webster to America, and his
character and conduct always bore the colossal imprint
of his birthplace.”
1854. Stone, Andrew Leete (1815-1892). AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON: AT THE CELEBRATION OF THE
SEVENTY-EIGHTH ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1854
(Boston: J. H. Eastburn, City printer, 1854).
Stone condemns the fugitive slave law.
1855. Miner, Alonzo Ames (1814-1895). AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON: AT THE CELEBRATION OF THE
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1855 (Boston:
Moore & Crosby, city printers, 1855).

THE MUNICIPAL
SEVENTY-NINTH

1856. Parker, Edward Griffin (1825-1868). THE LESSON OF ’76 TO THE
MEN OF ’56: AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE
CITY OF BOSTON, AT THE CELEBRATION OF THE EIGHTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1856 (Boston: G. C. Rand & Avery, city
printers, 1856).
1857. William Rounseville Alger (1822-1905). THE GENIUS AND POSTURE
OF AMERICA: AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITIZENS OF BOSTON, JULY 4,
1857 (Boston: J. E. Farwell and Company, 1864).
Clergyman, born in Freetown, Massachusetts. Rounseville
graduated from the Harvard Divinity School in 1847.
After a pastorship at the Mount Pleasant Congregational
Society in Roxbury, he was installed at the Bullfinch
Street Society in Boston. Rounseville’s oration
included his anti-slavery views regarding the slave
power in the South and its upholders in the North.
According to the NATIONAL CYCLOPAEDIA OF AMERICAN BIOGRAPHY
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(1896), Boston’s “board of aldermen refused to pass the
customary vote of thanks [for the oration], but seven
years later, in 1864, the vote was passed.” There were
5 editions of this oration published.
1858. Holmes, John Somers. AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL
AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 5, 1858 (Boston: G. C. Rand &
Avery, city printers, 1858).
1859. Sumner, George (1817-1863). AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1859 (Boston:
Rockwell and Churchill, City printers, 1859).
There were 3 editions of this orations published.
Sumner’s address caused such a furor that the Boston
City Council immediately adjourned to a closed room and
deliberated whether to send the orator a “vote of
thanks” for giving the address. Sumner’s views as “a
well-known sympathizer with the European Republicans
abroad, and with the American Republicans at home” were
not received well. In addition, according to a newspaper
report, Sumner spoke in “disrespect” of Chief Justice
of the U.S. Roger Brooke Taney. (“Boston Thunders,” NEW
YORK TIMES, 13 July 1859, 4.)
1860. Everett, Edward (1794-1865). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1860 (Boston: G. C. Rand
& Avery, City printers, 1860).
Printed also in “Mr. Everett’s Oration,” NEW YORK TIMES,
7 July 1860, 1-2; LIVING AGE 66/844 (4 August 1860): 28696; NATIONAL INTELLIGENCER, 11 July 1860, 2.
1861. Parsons, Theophilus (1797-1882). AN ORATION DELIVERED ON THE
FOURTH OF JULY, 1861: BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF
BOSTON (Boston: J. E. Farwell & Co., printers, 1861).
Parsons, a lawyer and author, was born in Newburyport,
Massachusetts. In 1825 he established the UNITED STATES
LITERARY GAZETTE and later taught law at Harvard.
Throughout his life he produced numerous legal
writings. In his oration, Parsons discussed the value
of self-government and the nation’s Constitution.
1862. Curtis, George Ticknor (1812-1894). AN ORATION; DELIVERED ON
THE FOURTH OF JULY 1862, BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF
BOSTON (Boston: J. E. Farwell & Co., Printers to the city, 1862).
Curtis gave a Boston municipal oration in 1841 (see
entry above). Curtis represented Dred Scott before the
Supreme Court in 1856-57.
1863. Holmes, Oliver Wendell. ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1863 (Boston: J. E.
Farwell & Co., Printers to the city, 1863; Boston: Ticknor and
Fields, 1863).

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
1864. Russell, Thomas (1825-1887). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1864 (Boston: J. E.
Farwell, 1864).
1865. Manning, Jacob Merrill. PEACE UNDER LIBERTY: ORATION DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1865
(Boston: J. E. Farwell & Co., printers, 1865).
Clergyman, born in Greenwood, New York. In 1854 Manning
was pastor of a Congregational Church at Medford,
Massachusetts, and in 1857, became assistant pastor of
Old South Church in Boston.
1866. Lothrop, Samuel Kirkland (1804-1886). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1866 (Boston: A.
Mudge & Son, 1866).
Lothrop continued the Fourth of July tradition of
hailing George Washington as one of the greatest figures
of modern times: “the more I contemplate human nature
... the more the character of Washington, in its
glorious beauty, in the august sublimity of its splendid
combinations, looms up before my imagination ... as the
grandest to be found in the authentic records of our
race, save those records, short and simple, that contain
the glorious gospel of the Son of God” (Martin, 103).
1867. Hepworth, George Hughes (1833-1902). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1867 (Boston: A. Mudge
& Son, City printers, 1867).
THE

Clergyman and journalist, born in Boston. Hepworth
graduated from Harvard in 1853 and assumed a number of
pastorships. By 1857 he was associated with the Church
of the Unity in Boston, later getting involved in the
Civil War as an aide to General Bank’s command in
Louisiana. He then returned to Boston where he founded
a preparatory school for Unitarian ministers. By 1880
Hepworth was working to raise money for the Irish famine
fund.
1868. Eliot, Samuel (1821-1898). THE FUNCTIONS OF A CITY: AN ORATION
BEFORE THE CITY AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1868
(Boston: A. Mudge & Son, 1868).
Sixth president (1860-64) of Trinity College, Hartford,
Connecticut. Eliot was born in Boston and graduated from
Harvard in 1839. From 1866 to 1872, he was “overseer”
of Harvard University and in 1868 elected president of
the American Social Science Association. Among Eliot’s
books is PASSAGES FROM THE HISTORY OF LIBERTY (1847).
1869. Morton, Ellis Wesley (d. 1874). AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON: ON THE FIFTH OF JULY, 1869, IN CELEBRATION
OF THE NINETY-THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston: A.
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Mudge & Son, City printers, 1869).
1870. Everett, William (1839-1910). AN ORATION BEFORE THE CITY
AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1870 (Boston: A. Mudge
& Sons, printers, 1870).
1871. Sargent, Horace Binney (1821-1908). AN ORATION BEFORE THE CITY
AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1871 (Boston: Rockwell
& Churchill, City printers, 1871).
1872. Adams, Charles Francis, Jr. (1835-1915). AN ORATION BEFORE
THE CITY AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1872 (Boston:
Rockwell & Churchill, City printers, 1872).
One of the favorite orations of the nineteenth century,
Adams’ piece received a favorable review in the
SPRINGFIELD REPUBLICAN, 6 July 1872.
1873. Ware, John Fothergill Waterhouse (1818-1881). AN ORATION
BEFORE THE CITY AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1873
(Boston: Rockwell & Churchill, City printers, 1873).
1874. Frothingham, Richard (1812-1880). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, IN MUSIC HALL, JULY 4, 1874
(Boston: Rockwell & Churchill, printers, 1874).
Historian,
born
in
Charlestown,
Massachusetts.
Published a number of books, including HISTORY OF
CHARLESTOWN (1848) and THE RISE OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE UNITED
STATES (1881). In this oration, Frothingham discussed
the growth and prosperity of Boston, historic events
leading up to the Revolution and the issue of slavery
and that it was not abolished by the country’s founders.
1875. Clarke, James Freeman (1810-1888). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, IN MUSIC HALL, JULY 5, 1875
(Boston: Rockwell and Churchill, city printers, 1875).
THE

Unitarian minister. Clarke considered his oration “a
kind of preparatory lecture for the great feast to be
held next year in Philadelphia.” He dealt with “the
worth of republican institutions” and that religious
institutions are best left to the support of “the will
of the people.”
1876. Winthrop, Robert Charles (1809-1894). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON: ON THE ONE HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1876 (Boston: Printed by
order of the City Council, 1876); ORATION ON THE CENTENNIAL
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE DELIVERED IN THE MUSIC HALL,
AT THE REQUEST OF THE CITY GOVERNMENT, BOSTON, 4 JULY, 1876 (Boston: J.
Wilson and Son, 1876).
Winthrop was elected to the Massachusetts house of
representatives in 1834, secretary of state in 1850, and
for many years was president of the Massachusetts
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Historical Society. Winthrop was a frequent orator,
most of which were commemorative and historical. For
example, he spoke at the laying of the cornerstone of
the Washington Monument in 1848. According to one
contemporary account, “it is, however, as orator that
Winthrop’s fame will be most lasting.... His style was
stately
and
often
highly
rhetorical”
(Frederic
Bancroft, “The Late Robert C. Winthrop,” HARPER’S WEEKLY
1 December 1894, 1135). This speech was reprinted in
Selim Peabody, AMERICAN PATRIOTISM (New York: American Book
Exchange, 1880).
1877. Warren, William Wirt (1834-1880). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIRST
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1877
(Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1877).
1878. Healy, Joseph
COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF
OF THE DECLARATION OF
Printed by order of

(1849-1880). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND SECOND ANNIVERSARY
AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1878 (Boston:
the City Council, 1878).

1879. Lodge, Henry Cabot (1850-1924). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND THIRD
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1879
(Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1879).
Senator and historian born in Boston and graduated from
Harvard in 1871. In 1878 Lodge, a republican, was
elected to the Massachusetts General Court. An editor
for a popular newspaper summarized the content of
Lodge’s oration: “The oration is a comprehensive view
of our national achievements, and of our national perils
and duties. Mr. Lodge pleads warmly for the careful
cultivation of the sentiment of State rights. Two
principles will surely save us reverence for the
Constitution, and careful maintenance of the Staterights principle. Mr. Lodge’s warning against the
strife of classes is not less timely and wise, and his
oration is as excellent in literary form as in its
weight of suggestion.” “Echoes of the Fourth of July,”
HARPER’S WEEKLY, 27 September 1879.
1880. Smith, Robert Dickson (1838-1888). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FOURTH
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 5, 1880 (Boston: Printed by
order of the City Council, 1880).
According to Ernst, the oration is “on Samuel Adams, a
statue of whom, by Miss Anne Whitney, had just been
completed for the City. A photograph of the statue is
added.”
1881. Warren, George Washington. OUR REPUBLIC LIBERTY AND EQUALITY
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FOUNDED ON LAW. ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF
BOSTON, IN THE BOSTON THEATRE, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1881 (Boston: Printed by
order of the City Council, 1881).
1882. Long, John Davis (1838-1915). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1882, BY HIS EXCELLENCY JOHN DAVIS
LONG (Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1882).
32d governor of Massachusetts, congressman, secretary
of the navy, who was born in Buckfield, Maine.
1883. Carpenter, Henry Bernard (1840-1890). AMERICAN CHARACTER AND
INFLUENCE: ORATION DELIVERED IN BOSTON, JULY 4, 1883 (Boston: s.n.,
1883).
1884. Shepard, Harvey Newton (1850- ). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, JULY 4, 1884 (Boston: Printed by
order of the City Council, 1884).
1885. Gargan, Thomas John (1844-1908). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND NINTH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1885
(Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1885).
1886. Williams, George Frederick. ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 5, 1886 (Boston: Printed
by order of the City Council, 1886).
The oration took place at the Boston Theatre and began
at 10 a.m. Cited in “The Day in Boston,” WASHINGTON POST,
6 July 1886, 1.
1887. Fitzgerald, John Edward. ORATION, DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND ELEVENTH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1887 (Boston: City
Council, 1887).
1888. Dillaway, William Edward Lovell. ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND TWELFTH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1888
(Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1888).
1889. Swift, John Lindsay (1828-1895). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTEENTH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1889 (Boston:
Printed by order of the City Council, 1889).
Cited under the title “The American Citizen” by C. W.
Ernst in O’Neil (1894). According to Ernst, the pamphlet
“contains a bibliography of Boston Fourth of July
orations, from 1783 to 1889, inclusive, compiled by
Lindsay Swift, of the Boston Public Library.”
1890. Pillsbury, Albert Enoch (1849-1930). PUBLIC SPIRIT. ORATION
DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED
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AND FOURTEENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1890
(Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1890).

1891. Quincy, Josiah (1859-1919). THE COMING PEACE: ORATION DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND
FIFTEENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1891
(Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1891).
An active politician who was a great grandson of Josiah
Quincy
(1772-1864).
Quincy
was
elected
to
the
Massachusetts General Court in 1885 and elected mayor
of Boston in 1896.
1892. Murphy, John Robert. ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL
AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTEENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1892 (Boston: Printed by order
of the City Council, 1892).
1893. Putnam, Henry Ware. ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL AND
CITIZENS OF BOSTON: ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTEENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1893 (Boston: Printed by order
of the City Council, 1893).
According to the list of Boston orators by C. W. Ernst,
Putnam’s orations was titled “The Mission of Our
People.”
1894. O’Neil, Joseph Henry (1853-1935). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON (Boston: Printed by Order of the
City Council, 1894).
Includes appendix: “A List of Boston Municipal
Orators,” by C. W. Ernst. O’Neil provides a brief
history of events preceding the Revolutionary War, the
lives of the signers of the Declaration of Independence,
John Phillips, who was Boston’s orator in 1794, the
progress of America, the impact of the Civil War, and
the welcoming of immigrants.
1895. Berle, A. A. (1866-1960). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND NINETEENTH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1895 (Boston: Printed by
order of the City Council, 1895).
The subject is “The Constitution and the Citizens.”
Contains “A List of Boston Municipal Orators, by C. W.
Ernst,” pp. [35]-42.
1896. Fitzgerald, John Francis (1863-1950). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND TWENTIETH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, JULY 4, 1896 (Boston:
Printed by order of the City Council, 1897).
Contains a separate appendix: “A
Municipal Orators,” by C. W. Ernst.

List

of

Boston

1897. Hale, Edward Everett (1822-1909). CONTRIBUTION OF BOSTON TO
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AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE: ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MAYOR AND CITIZENS OF
BOSTON AT THE ONE HUNDRED AND TWENTY-FIRST CELEBRATION OF THE DECLARATION
OF INDEPENDENCE, MONDAY, JULY 5, 1897 (Boston: Printed by order of
the City Council, Municipal print. Office, 1897).
Contains a list of Boston municipal orators by C.W.
(Carl Wilhelm) Ernst (1845- 1919).
1898. O’Callaghan, Denis (1841-1913). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND TWENTY-SECOND
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, MONDAY, JULY 4, 1898
(Boston: Printed by order of the City Council, 1898).
Contains a list of Boston municipal orators by C. W.
Ernst.
1899. Matthews, Nathan, Jr. (1854-1927). ORATION BEFORE THE CITY
AUTHORITIES OF BOSTON ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1899 ([Boston]: Municipal
Print. Office, 1899).
The subject is “Be Not Afraid of Greatness.” According
to the article “The Day in Boston,” in BALTIMORE MORNING
HERALD, 5 July 1899, 1, the theme of ex-Boston mayor
Matthews’ speech focused on international “expansion.”
Matthews said to his audience, “The practical duty of
the United States, which no amount of historical
misinformation will enable us honorably to avoid, is to
re-establish peace and civil order in the Philippine
Islands, and to do it at once, and then to formulate a
scheme of government for the islands, framed for the
sole purpose of promoting the material welfare and
political progress of their inhabitants.” Another
recommended article is “Americans in the Orient,” NEW
YORK TIMES, 5 July 1899, 5.
1900. O’Meara, Stephen (1854-1918). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND TWENTY-FOURTH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, WEDNESDAY, JULY 4, 1900.
(Boston: Municipal Printing Office, 1900).
1901. Guild, Curtis (1860-1915). ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON: ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND TWENTY FIFTH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, THURSDAY, JULY 4, 1901
(Boston: Municipal Printing Office, 1901).
A separate appendix includes a list of Boston municipal
orators, by C. W. Ernst. Guild was born in Boston and
was Lieutenant Governor of Maryland, 1903-06 and
Governor of Massachusetts, 1906-09. In 1908 he ran for
the Republican nomination for the vice presidency. The
subject of the oration is “Supremacy and Its
Conditions.”
1902. Conry, Joseph A. FOURTH OF JULY ORATION ... AT FANEUIL HALL,
FRIDAY, JULY 4, 1902 (Boston: [City Council], 1902).
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1903. Mead, Edwin D. (1849-1937). FOURTH OF JULY ORATION ... AT
FANEUIL HALL, SATURDAY, JULY 4, 1903 (Boston, 1903).
The Subject of the oration is “The Principles of the
Founders.”
1904. Sullivan, John A. ORATION DELIVERED IN FANEUIL HALL BEFORE THE
CITY COUNCIL AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON... : MONDAY, JULY 4, 1904 (Boston:
Printed by order of City Council, 1904).
The subject of the oration is “Boston’s
Present. What Will Its Future Be?”

Past

and

1905. Colt, LeBaron Bradford (1846-1924). FOURTH OF JULY ORATION
... AT FANEUIL HALL, TUESDAY, JULY 4, 1905. AMERICA’S SOLUTION TO THE
PROBLEM OF GOVERNMENT (Boston, 1905).
1906. Coakley, Timothy Wilfred. ORATION. THE AMERICAN RACE, ITS
ORIGIN, THE FUSION OF PEOPLES; ITS AIMS, FRATERNITY. DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED
AND THIRTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED
STATES, JULY 4, 1906 (Boston: Municipal Print. Off., 1906; Allied
Ptg. Trades Council, 1906).
1907. Horton, Edward Augustus. PATRIOTISM & THE REPUBLIC. AN ORATION
DELIVERED AT FANEUIL HALL, JULY 4, 1907 (Boston, 1907).
1908. Hill, Arthur Dehon (b. 1889). THE REVOLUTION AND A PROBLEM OF
PRESENT. AN ORATION DELIVERED AT FANEUIL HALL, JULY 4, 1908 (Boston,
1908).
THE

1909. Spring, Arthur Langdon. THE GROWTH OF PATRIOTISM DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE
HUNDRED AND THIRTY-THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF
THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 5, 1909. Boston: City Printing Department,
1909.
Arthur L. Spring was a Boston lawyer and former Common
Councilman (1890-93). Born at Salmon Falls, New
Hampshire, Spring was a member of the Legislature of
Massachusetts (1894-95) and served in the Massachusetts
militia for sixteen years. He was also one of the
directors of the Boston Elevated Railway Company (18951900). He died on January 2, 1918.
Spring’s oration focused on the history and nature of
patriotism covering the periods of the Revolutionary
War, “The Constitutional Struggle,” Civil War, and “Our
Own Times.” Patriotism consists, he said, of “a love of
country based on freedom and righteousness rather than
on strength and power.” Further, he explained, “to excel
in good citizenship: a spirit which loves the flag but
cherishes as well each effort to make a better
community.”
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1910. Wolff, James H. THE BUILDING OF THE REPUBLIC. AN ORATION DELIVERED
AT FANEUIL HALL, JULY 4, 1910 (Boston, 1910?).
Wolff studied at Harvard and was active on behalf of
civil rights during the late 19th century in
Massachusetts.
1911. Eliot, Charles William (1834-1926). THE INDEPENDENCE OF 1776
DEPENDENCE OF 1911. AN ORATION DELIVERED AT FANEUIL HALL, JULY 4,
1911 (Boston, 1911).
AND THE

Educator, graduated from Harvard in 1853 and appointed
president of Harvard in 1869. In his address Eliot calls
for a new Declaration of Independence “as a means of
resisting
the
oppressive
effects
of
industrial
government.” Eliot said that a new declaration “if it
were written now would among other things set forth that
every citizen in a free State has an unalienable right
to that amount of employment which will yield for him
and his family a decent living; that every worker has a
right to be insured against the personal losses due to
acute sickness, chronic invalidism, injuries through
accident, and the inevitable disabilities of old age;
that every man has a right to the normal pleasures and
enjoyments of life and leisure to enjoy himself, and
that all the instruments of production, including the
land and all the means of distributing products should
belong, not to individuals, but to the State or to
society as a whole.” (“New Declaration Needed,” NEW YORK
TIMES, 5 July 1911, 16.)
1912. Pelletier, Joseph C. (1872- ) RESPECT FOR THE LAW. DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE
ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTY-SIXTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1912
Includes a list of Boston orators by C.W. Ernst
1913. MacFarland, Grenville S. A NEW DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE: AN
ORATION DELIVERED AT FANEUIL HALL, JULY 4, 1913 (Boston: City Council,
1913).
1914. Supple, James A. RELIGION: THE HOPE OF A NATION. DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE
HUNDRED AND THIRTY-EIGHTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF
THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1914 (Boston: City of Boston Printing
Department, 1914).
Includes a list of Boston municipal orators by C. W.
Ernst, [31]-30.
1915. Brandeis, Louis Dembitz (1856-1941). ORATION: TRUE
AMERICANISM. DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN
FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTY-NINTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THE UNITED STATES, JULY 5, 1915 (Boston:
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City of Boston Print. Dept., 1915).
Born in Louisville, Kentucky, Dembitz, was an attorney
who practiced in Boston until 1916 when he was appointed
associate justice of the Supreme Court. Brandeis led the
fight for municipal subway systems. His Independence
Day oration discussed the Americanization of the
immigrant, American ideals, American standard of
living, and his belief that education is a lifetime
continuum of learning.
1916. Chapple, Joe Mitchell. “The New Americanism.”
1917. Gallagher, Daniel J. “Americans Welded by War.”
1918. Faunce, William H. P. (1859-1930). “The New Meaning of
Independence Day.”
1919. DeCourcy, Charles Ambrose. REAL AND IDEAL AMERICAN DEMOCRACY
(Boston: City of Boston Printing Dept., 1919).
DeCourcy was associate justice of the Supreme Court of
Massachusetts, 1911 to his death.
1920. Wiseman, Jacob L. “America and Its Vital Problem.”
1921. Murlin, L. H. “Our Great American.”
1922. Burke, Jeremiah Edmund (1867- ). ORATION: DEMOCRACY AND
EDUCATION; DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN
FANEUIL HALL, JULY 4, 1922 (Boston: Printing Department, 1922).
1923. Lyons, Charles W. ORATION: THE AMERICAN MIND. DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE
HUNDRED AND FORTY-SEVENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF
THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1923 (Boston: City of Boston Printing
Department, 1923).
Contains a list of Boston orators by C.W. Ernst
1924. Ferrell, Dudley H. “The Genesis and Genius of America.”
1925. Dowd, Thomas H. OUR HERITAGE: INDEPENDENCE DAY ORATION (Boston:
City of Boston Printing Department, 1925).
The oration was presented on Boston Common.
1926. Peters, Andrew James. A CITIZEN’S RESPONSIBILITY FOR DEMOCRACY;
INDEPENDENCE DAY ORATION DELIVERED AT FANEUIL HALL, JULY 5, 1926 (Boston:
City of Boston Printing Dept., 1926).
1927. McGinnis, William. “Responsibility of Citizenship.”
1928. Rogers, Edith Nourse. “Our Debt to Our Forefathers.”
1929. Luce, Robert (1862-1946). LIBERTY AND LAW. DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED
AND FIFTY THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE
UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1929 (Boston: City of Boston Printing Dept.,
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1929).
Contains a list of Boston orators, by C. W. Ernst
1930. Parker, Herbert (1856-1939). PRESERVATION OF CONSTITUTION
INVIOLATE. DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN
FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY FOURTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1930 (Boston:
City of Boston Printing Department, 1930).
Includes a list of Boston orators by C. W. Ernst
1931. Walsh, David I. (1872-1947). ORATION. TO ESTABLISH JUSTICE OUR
SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC SOLUTION, DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND
CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY-FIFTH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY
4, 1931 (Boston: City of Boston Printing Department, 1931).
Lawyer; Walsh was born in Leominster, Massachusetts. He
was governor of Massachusetts, 1914-16 and U.S. senator
from Massachusetts, 1919-25, 1926-47. He stated in his
oration, “‘To establish Justice’! This is the alpha and
omega of Americanism; the aim, ideal, and inspiration
of all who seek to live for and to serve America.
Equality of rights and opportunity, unmolested pursuit
of happiness, permeated with an exalted sense of
justice, are the foundations upon which our political
and social institutions have been built.”
1932. Mayor James M. Curley, “delegate from Puerto Rico to the
Democratic convention in Chicago, addressed a crowd of 100,000
at Boston Common. “Boston Welcomes Mayor as Hero,” WASHINGTON POST,
5 July 1932, 2.
1933. Tomasello, Joseph A. (1887- ). ORATION, ITALY’S CONTRIBUTION
TO AMERICA, DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN
FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY-SEVENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1933 (Boston:
Print. Dept., 1933).

Includes an appendix of Boston orators, 1771-1933
1934. O’Connell, William C. (1859-1944). DEMOCRACY: ITS ORIGINS,
PROGRESS AND DANGERS, DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF
BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY-EIGHTH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1934
(Boston: City of Boston Printing Dept., 1934).
His speech was broadcast over radio station WJZ (“Today
on the Radio, July 4, 1934,” NEW YORK TIMES, 4 July 1934,
23.
1935. Hart, Albert Bushnell. Oration at Faneuil Hall. Cited in
“Two Holiday Flag Raisings,” BOSTON GLOBE, 5 July 1935, 5.
1936.
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1937. Mercier, Louis J. A. (1880- ). INDEPENDENCE DAY ORATION:
PRINCIPLES AND PROGRESS, DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS
OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE 161 ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF
INDEPENDENCE ... JULY 4, 1937 (Boston: Printing Dept., 1937).
Includes a list of Boston municipal orators by C. w.
Ernst, [23]-32.
1938.
1939. Chadwick, Stephen Fowler (1894-1975). PERPETUITY OF AMERICA
CHALLENGED, DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN
FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTY THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1939 (Boston:
Printing Dept., 1939).
1940. Sullivan, John P. AMERICAN DEMOCRACY CHALLENGED, DELIVERED BEFORE
THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE
HUNDRED AND SIXTY-FOURTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF
THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1940 (Boston: City of Boston Printing
Department, 1940).
1941.
1942.
1943.
1944. Maloney, Francis Thomas. NATION CANNOT SURVIVE INTERNAL
PERSECUTION OF ITS CITIZENS, DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND
CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND SIXTY-EIGHTH
ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY
4, 1944 (Boston: Printing Department, 1944).
1946. Kennedy, John F. SOME ELEMENTS OF THE AMERICAN CHARACTER: AN
ORATION DELIVERED AT FANEUIL HALL, JULY 4, 1946 (s.l.: King & Queen
Press, 1976).
1949. Wright, John J. INDEPENDENCE DAY EXERCISES, FANEUIL HALL, JULY
4, 1949 (Boston: City of Boston Printing Dept., 1949).
1950. Gray, Francis Calley, president of the Fiduciary Trust
Company of Boston. Oration at Faneuil Hall. Cited in “Freedom’s
Pledge Renewed as City Marks Rainy 4th,” BOSTON DAILY GLOBE, 5 July
1950, 1, 22.
1953. Johnson, Mordecai W., faculty, Howard University. Address
at Faneuil Hall. Cited in “Thousands Celebrate Night before the
Fourth,” BOSTON GLOBE, 4 July 1953, 1-2.
1958. Linehan, Daniel. AMERICA, A WAY TO HAPPINESS (Boston: City of
Boston Administrative Services Department, Printing Section,
1958).
1959.
1960. Barron, Jennie L. (1891-1969). FREEDOM FOR ALL. DELIVERED
GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE
EIGHTY-FOURTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE

BEFORE THE CITY
ONE HUNDRED AND
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THESE UNITED STATES,
Services Dept., 1960).

OF

JULY

4,

1960

(Boston:

Administrative

Judge and women’s rights activist. In 1937 was named
associate of the Boston Municipal Court and later
associate of the Massachusetts Superior Court.
1961. Kennedy, Edward Moore (1932- ). FREEDOM’S DESTINY, DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE
ONE HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1961 (Boston: City of Boston
Administrative Services Department, Printing Section, 1961).

1962. Canham, Erwin D. THE AUTHENTIC REVOLUTION. DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED
AND EIGHTY-SIXTY ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE
UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1962 (Boston Administrative Services Dept.,
1962).
1963. Gavin, James M. (1907-1990). THE AMERICAN GOAL. DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED
AND EIGHTY-SEVENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE
UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1963 (Boston: Administrative Service

Department, 1963).

Paratroop commander who gained fame during WWII by
parachuting with his troops.
1964. Lyons, Louis Martin (1897- ). RIGHTS-DIGNITY OF MAN, RENEWALDIGNITY OF CITY: INDEPENDENCE DAY ORATION: DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND
EIGHTY-EIGHTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED
STATES, JULY 4, 1964 Boston: Administrative Services Dept.,
Printing Section, 1964).
1965. Brin, Alexander. THE CHALLENGE OF INDEPENDENCE DAY, DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE
ONE HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-NINTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 5, 1965 Boston: Printing Section,
1971).
1966. McNiff, Philip James. FREEDOM AND RESPONSIBILITY. DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE
ONE HUNDRED AND NINETIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF
THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1966 (Boston, 1966).
1967. Finn, Daniel J. THE GREAT EXPERIMENT. DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND
NINETY-FIRST ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED
STATES, JULY 4, 1967 (Boston, 1967).
1968. Wood, Robert Coldwell. URBAN INDEPENDENCE. DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED
AND NINETY-SECOND ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE
UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1968 (Boston, 1968).
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1969. O’Leary, Gerald F. THE AMERICAN ODYSSEY. DELIVERED BEFORE THE
CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED
AND NINETY-THIRD ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE
UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1969 (Boston, 1969).
1970. Piemonte, Gabriel F. AMERICA: YESTERDAY-TODAY-TOMORROW.
DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL,
ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND NINETY-FOURTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF
INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1970 (Boston, 1970).
Candidate for mayor of Boston in 1959.
1971. Homburger, Freddy. INDEPENDENCE OR INTERDEPENDENCE: INDEPENDENCE
DAY ORATION, 1971: DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF
BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND NINETY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1971
Boston: Printing Section, 1971).
1972.
1973. Labaree, Benjamin Woods. A LESSON FROM THE PAST. DELIVERED
BEFORE THE CITY GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE
ONE HUNDRED AND NINETY-SEVENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF
INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED STATES, JULY 4, 1973 (Boston, 1973).
1974.
1975. Lewis, Elma. THE GLORY OF OUR PRESENCE. DELIVERED BEFORE THE CITY
GOVERNMENT AND CITIZENS OF BOSTON IN FANEUIL HALL, ON THE ONE HUNDRED AND
NINETY-NINTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THESE UNITED
STATES, JULY 4, 1975 (Boston, 1975).
1976. Silber, John (1926- ). DEMOCRACY: ITS COUNTERFEITS AND ITS
PROMISES (Boston: Boston University, 1976).
Presented at Faneuil Hall on Sunday, July 4, 1976.
1987. Weinstein, Allen. Oration at Faneuil Hall.
President and CEO of the Center for Democracy; professor
of history at Boston University, 1985-89; awarded UN
Peace Medal Award in 1986 for “efforts to promote peace,
dialogue and free elections in several critical parts
of the world.”
1996. Menino, Thomas. Oration delivered in Faneuil Hall.
Mayor of Boston discussed Bunker Hill to Dorchester
Heights
1997. Kelly, James M. Oration delivered in Faneuil Hall.
Boston City Council president
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November: The British vessel Peggy sailed out of Staten Island, New York for Nova Scotia, with many former
American slaves, freed in recognition of their labor services to the British army and in fulfilment of
manumission promises made, aboard.

GOODBYE, COLUMBUS
by Jill Lepore
(The New Yorker, issue of 2006-05-08)
When America won its independence, what became of the
slaves who fled for theirs?
What with the noise, the heat, and the danger of being forced
back into slavery, sometimes it’s good to get out of the city.
Such, at least, was the assessment of Harry Washington, who, in
July of 1783, made his way to the salty, sunbaked docks along
New York’s East River and boarded the British ship L’Abondance,
bound for Nova Scotia. A clerk dutifully noted his departure in
the “Book of Negroes,” a handwritten ledger listing the three
thousand runaway slaves and free blacks who evacuated New York
with the British that summer: “Harry Washington, 43, fine
fellow. Formerly the property of General Washington; left him 7
years ago.”
Born on the Gambia River around 1740, not far from where he would
one day die, Harry Washington was sold into slavery sometime
before 1763. Twelve years later, in November, 1775, he was
grooming his master’s horses in the stables at Mount Vernon when
the royal governor of Virginia, Lord Dunmore, offered freedom
to any slaves who would join His Majesty’s troops in suppressing
the American rebellion. That December, George Washington,
commanding the Continental Army in Cambridge, received a report
that Dunmore’s proclamation had stirred the passions of his own
slaves. “There is not a man of them but would leave us if they
believed they could make their escape,” a cousin of Washington’s
wrote from Mount Vernon, adding bitterly, “Liberty is sweet.”
In August of 1776, just a month after delegates to the
Continental Congress determined that in the course of human
events it sometimes becomes necessary for one people to dissolve
the bands that have connected them with another, Harry
Washington declared his own independence by running away to
fight with Dunmore’s all-black British regiment, wearing a
uniform embroidered with the motto “Liberty to Slaves.” Liberty
may not have been as sweet as he’d hoped. For most of the war,
he belonged to an unarmed company known as the Black Pioneers,
who were more or less garbagemen, ordered to “Assist in Cleaning
the Streets & Removing all Nuisances being thrown into the
Streets.” The Black Pioneers followed British troops under the
command of Henry Clinton as they moved from New York to
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Philadelphia to Charleston, and, after the fall of Charleston,
back to New York again, which is how Harry Washington came to
be in the city in 1783, and keen to leave before General
Washington repossessed it, and him.
No one knows how many former slaves had fled the United States
by the end of the American Revolution. Not as many as wanted to,
anyway. During the war, between eighty thousand and a hundred
thousand (nearly one in five) left their homes, running from
slavery to the freedom promised by the British, and betting on
a British victory. They lost that bet. They died in battle, they
died of disease, they ended up someplace else, they ended up
back where they started, and worse off. (A fifteen-year-old girl
captured while heading for Dunmore’s regiment was greeted by her
master with a whipping of eighty lashes, after which he poured
hot embers into her wounds.) When the British evacuated, fifteen
thousand blacks went with them, though not necessarily to
someplace better.
From the moment that Cornwallis surrendered at Yorktown, in
1781, American allies reported seeing “herds of Negroes” fleeing
through Virginia’s swamps of pine and cypress. A few made it to
a warship that Washington, under the terms of the British
surrender, had allowed to sail to New York. Some ran to the
French, on the not unreasonable supposition that earning wages
polishing shoes in Paris had to be better than planting tobacco
in Virginia for nothing but floggings. “We gained a veritable
harvest of domestics,” one surprised French officer wrote.
Hundreds of Cornwallis’s soldiers and their families were
captured by their former owners, including five of Thomas
Jefferson’s slaves and two women owned by George Washington.
Those who escaped raced to make it behind British lines before
the slave catchers caught up with them. Pregnant women had to
hurry, too, but not so fast as to bring on labor, lest their
newborns miss their chance for a coveted “BB” certificate: “Born
Free Behind British Lines.”
As runaways flocked to New York, or Charleston, or Savannah,
cities from which the British disembarked, their owners followed
them. Boston King, an escaped slave from South Carolina, saw
American slave owners “seizing upon their slaves in the streets
of New York, or even dragging them out of their beds.” A Hessian
officer reported, “Almost five thousand persons have come into
this city to take possession again of their former property.”
(It was at Washington’s insistence that the names of those who
boarded British ships were recorded in the “Book of Negroes,”
so that owners might later file claims for compensation.) In
Charleston, after the ships were full, British soldiers
patrolled the wharves to keep back the black men, women, and
children who were frantic to leave the country. A small number
managed to duck under the redcoats’ raised bayonets, jump off
the wharves, and swim out to the last longboats ferrying
passengers to the British fleet, whose crowded ships included
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the aptly named Free Briton. Clinging to the sides of the
longboats, they were not allowed on board, but neither would
they let go; in the end, their fingers were chopped off.
But those who did leave America also left American history. Or,
rather, they have been left out of it. Theirs is not an
undocumented story (the “Book of Negroes” runs to three
volumes); it’s just one that has rarely been told, for a raft
of interesting, if opposing, reasons. A major one is that
nineteenth-century African-American abolitionists decided that
they would do better by telling the story of the many blacks who
fought on the patriot side during the Revolution, and had
therefore earned for their race the right to freedom and full
citizenship and an end to Jim Crow. “Not a few of our fathers
suffered and bled” in the cause of American independence, Peter
Williams, Jr., declared in a Fourth of July oration in New York
in 1830. (Williams’s own father, who had joined American troops
in defiance of his Loyalist master, later managed to purchase
his freedom and went on to help found the African Methodist
Episcopal Zion Church.) When the Boston abolitionist William
Cooper Nell published “The Colored Patriots of the American
Revolution,” in 1855, Harriet Beecher Stowe supplied an
introduction:
The colored race have been generally considered by their
enemies, and sometimes even by their friends, as
deficient in energy and courage. Their virtues have been
supposed to be principally negative ones. This little
collection of interesting incidents, made by a colored
man, will redeem the character of the race from this
misconception.
Best not to mention those who fled to the British. Having
abandoned the United States, they not only were of no use in
redeeming “the character of the race”; they had failed to earn
the “passport” to citizenship that Nell believed patriot service
conferred.
They were also too shockingly unfree to be included in grand
nineteenth-century narratives of the Revolution as a triumph for
liberty. As the historian Gary Nash observes in “The Forgotten
Fifth: African Americans in the Age of Revolution” (Harvard;
$19.95), slavery is so entirely missing from those histories
that “it would appear that the British and the Americans fought
for seven years as if half a million African Americans had been
magically whisked off the continent.” In 1891, the Harvard
scholar John Fiske took notice of Dunmore’s proclamation in his
two-volume “American Revolution,” only to dismiss it. “The
relations between master and slave in Virginia were so
pleasant,” Fiske wrote, that Britain’s “offer of freedom fell
upon dull uninterested ears.”
It wasn’t until Benjamin Quarles’s landmark “The Negro in the
American Revolution,” in 1961, that what Harry Washington might
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have had to say about that became clear: Liberty is sweet. Many
fine scholars have followed in Quarles’s wake, but it would be
fair to say that their work has yet to challenge what most
Americans think about the times that tried men’s souls.
With no place in any national historical narrative, black
refugees of the American Revolution have been set adrift.
Perhaps, then, it is hardly surprising that they have been taken
up recently not by American historians but by historians of the
places they went to.
Two new histories of their travels, the most ambitious yet, have
just been published, one written by an Englishman, the other by
an Australian. The British historian Simon Schama’s “Rough
Crossings: Britain, the Slaves, and the American Revolution”
(Ecco; $29.95) follows the exiles to Nova Scotia and Sierra
Leone but keeps London, and English antislavery activists, at
its center; Cassandra Pybus’s “Epic Journeys of Freedom: Runaway
Slaves of the American Revolution and Their Global Quest for
Liberty” (Beacon; $26.95) follows them everywhere, including to
the Australian penal colony of Botany Bay; she teaches at the
University of Sydney.
Schama writes like no one so much as Dickens. Here is how he
introduces the founder of England’s antislavery movement,
leaving his brother’s house on Mincing Lane, “neither the worst
nor the best address in the City of London,” in 1765:
The door opened and out stepped an angular man looking
older than his thirty years. His tall but meagre frame,
hollow cheeks, lantern jaw and short curled wig gave him
the air of either an underpaid clerk or an unworldly
cleric; the truth is that Granville Sharp was something
of both.
Schama’s book is divided into two parts. The first part
chronicles Sharp’s career. With close colleagues, including the
abolitionist Thomas Clarkson and the former slave Olaudah
Equiano, Sharp led Britain’s extraordinary campaign to put an
end to what he called the “Accursed Thing”: human bondage. It
took years, but they succeeded. England took a dramatic step
toward abolishing slavery on its soil in 1772, in a landmark
case in which a man named James Somerset won his freedom. In
1807, the British Parliament outlawed the slave trade. The
following year, the U.S. Congress did the same. In other words,
England banned domestic slavery decades before making it illegal
for British merchants and ships’ captains to buy and sell
slaves. The United States did the reverse, outlawing the
overseas slave trade in 1808 but not declaring an end to slavery
until Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation, in 1863.
Schama points out that news of the Somerset case, as much as
Dunmore’s proclamation, is what led so many American slaves to
flee to British lines during the American Revolution. They
wrongly believed that the Somerset judgment’s nuanced and
limited ruling meant that “as soon as any slave sets his foot
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on English ground he becomes free.” For one American refugee,
the link between England and liberty was so close that he renamed
himself British Freedom. Or consider “Yankee Doodle, or, The
Negroes Farewell to America,” a minstrel song popular in London
in the seventeen-eighties:
Now farewell
More blows or
Den Hey! for
Where Negroe

my Massa my Missey adieu
more stripes will me e’er take from you...
old Englan’ where Liberty reigns
no beaten or loaded with chains

But, more often than not, the price of British freedom was
poverty. “I am Thirty Nine Years of Age & am ready & willing to
serve His Britinack Majesty,” Peter Anderson told a relief
commission in London. “But I am realy starvin about the
Streets.” At the beginning of the war, Anderson had left behind
his wife and three children in Virginia to join Dunmore’s
regiment. He was wounded, captured, and sentenced to be hanged.
After six months as a prisoner, he escaped and foraged in the
woods until he found his way back to the British Army. All this
he endured only to land in London, reduced to begging. The
commissioners were not sympathetic. “Instead of being sufferers
of the wars,” they concluded, black veterans had benefitted from
it. Penniless they might be, but they had “gained their liberty
and therefore come with a very ill-grace to ask for the bounty
of government.”
Not everyone who evacuated with the British sailed to England.
Like thousands of white Loyalists, black Loyalists were
relocated to Britain’s northern colonies: mostly to Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick, and Ontario. Some fifteen hundred settled in
Birchtown, Nova Scotia, making it the largest free black
community in North America. It was also a disaster. By the time
Harry Washington arrived there, in August of 1783, there was
nothing to eat, it was too late to plant, and the topsoil was
too thin for anything much to grow. In 1789, the settlers were
still starving. Boston King reported, “Many of the poor people
were compelled to sell their best gowns for five pounds of flour,
in order to support life. When they had parted with all their
clothes, even to their blankets, several of them fell down dead
in the streets, thro’ hunger. Some killed and ate their dogs and
cats.”
Meanwhile, in London, Granville Sharp and his colleagues on the
Committee for the Relief of the Black Poor began making plans
to send England’s beleaguered blacks to Africa. This seems now,
as it did to many people then, a preposterous plan, as if the
slave trade could somehow be undone by this reverse voyage,
settling freed slaves just a stone’s throw from British slavetrading forts. While the emigrants waited on board ships in
Portsmouth Harbor, the African-born writer and former slave
Quobna Ottobah Cugoano warned that they “had better swim to
shore, if they can, to preserve their lives and liberties in
Britain, than to hazard themselves at sea ... and the peril of
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settling at Sierra Leone.” But sail they did. In May of 1787,
nearly four hundred reached Sierra Leone, where they settled at
a place they named Granville Town, and elected as their governor
a runaway slave and Revolutionary War veteran from Philadelphia
named Richard Weaver. Within five months, plagued by disease and
famine, a hundred and twenty-two of the settlers were dead. And,
just as Cugoano had predicted, some were kidnapped and sold into
slavery all over again. In 1790, a local ruler burned Granville
Town to the ground.
That was not to be the end of it. In the second part of “Rough
Crossings,” Schama turns to the journey of John Clarkson (“the
‘other’ Clarkson-second born, perfectly affable, sweet-tempered
Johnny”), chosen by Sharp and the elder Clarkson to head a second
attempt to settle Sierra Leone, this time with the “poor blacks”
who had settled in Nova Scotia. In January, 1792, nearly twelve
hundred black men, women, and children found berths on fifteen
ships in Halifax Harbor. Among them were British Freedom and
Harry Washington. Before the convoy left the harbor, Clarkson
rowed from ship to ship, handing to each family a certificate
“indicating the plot of land ‘free of expence’ they were to be
given ‘upon arrival in Africa.’”
The colony’s new capital, on the Sierra Leone peninsula, was
called the Province of Freedom; it did not live up to its name.
There was death: along with dozens of others, Boston King’s
wife, Violet, died of “putrid fever” within weeks of arrival.
There was intrigue: in 1792, Clarkson took what he thought would
be a brief trip to England, but the colony’s directors,
dissatisfied with his failure to turn a profit from plantation
crops, never sent him back. And there was avarice: despite the
promise of free land, Clarkson’s successors demanded exorbitant
rents. “We wance did call it Free Town,” some weary settlers
wrote to Clarkson in 1795, “but since your absence we have a
reason to call it a town of slavery.”
By 1799, Sierra Leone’s settlers had grown so discontented, so
revolutionary in their rejection of the colony’s tyrannical
government, that they were, in the words of one London
abolitionist, “as thorough Jacobins as if they had been trained
and educated in Paris.” The next year, a group of rebels declared
independence. They were crushed. Tried by a military tribunal,
they were banished from Freetown to the other side of the Sierra
Leone River. In their exile, they elected Harry Washington as
their leader, just months after George Washington died at Mount
Vernon, having freed his slaves in his will.
Cassandra Pybus wants to rescue Harry Washington from the
“callous indifference of history,” to call attention to what he
shared with the first President of the United States: “a
commitment to the transforming ideals of liberty and selfdetermination.” Schama is more interested in one of Harry
Washington’s
fellow-rebels.
“Rough
Crossings”
begins
by
imagining British Freedom “scratching a living from the stingy
soil” of Nova Scotia and ends with his exile outside the Province
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of Freedom:
We can picture him surviving . . . on a few acres, or
more likely finding a way to do business with the local
chiefs. And if he did indeed cling to that name, he
could only do so by not crossing the river to Freetown.
For he must have understood that he had had his day.
Over there, no one had much use for British freedom any
more. Over there was something different. Over there was
the British Empire.
But picturing British Freedom is about all that we can do; apart
from his name, we know almost nothing about him. (Because
Freedom renamed himself, he can’t be traced in records like the
“Book of Negroes.”) “British Freedom’s name said something
important: that he was no longer negotiable property,” Schama
writes. Names count-they mattered to the parents who named their
BB-certified daughter Patience Freeman-but sometimes names
aren’t enough. Among Schama’s many enviable talents as a
historian and as a stylist is his ability to turn a name into a
meditation on liberty and empire. But the asymmetry, borne of
the asymmetry of the evidence, is not without consequences: the
black expatriates in “Rough Crossings” have names and ages and
imagined motives, while the lantern-jawed architect of their
freedom, Granville Sharp, is rendered in all his Dickensian
detail. Sharp is focussed; the settlers are a bit of a blur.
Pybus uses a different lens. She pays scant attention to the
likes of Granville Sharp. Instead, she trails the fugitives
relentlessly, including the unlucky few who, convicted of petty
crimes in London, were shipped thirteen thousand miles away, to
Botany Bay, a place whose staggering deprivations made it worse
than London, worse than Birchtown, worse than Granville Town,
worse than the Province of Freedom. Here’s a hint: in 1790, the
punishment for stealing food was increased from a thousand to
two thousand lashes.
What Pybus offers is a collective biography, made possible
through her painstaking-breathtaking-examination of tax lists,
muster rolls, property deeds, court dockets, parish records, and
unwieldy uncatalogued manuscripts like the papers of General
Henry Clinton. It allows her to rattle off details like this:
in Botany Bay in 1788, “John Randall, the black ex-soldier from
Connecticut convicted of stealing a watch chain in Manchester,
was married to Esther Howard, a white London oyster seller,
convicted at the Old Bailey of stealing a watch.” In case it
escaped your notice, that’s months of eye-straining archival
research on three continents in just thirty-four words. (She
later, and still more casually, throws out that Randall
eventually found work as a kangaroo-hunter; that by 1792 he had
received a land grant of sixty acres; and that, widowed twice,
he married three times and had nine children before his death,
in 1822.) Men like Randall, Pybus argues, “carried to the far
corners of the globe the animating principles of the revolution
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that had so emphatically excluded them.”
Maybe. But, at journey’s end, it’s hard to know what to make of
the travails of British Freedom or Harry Washington or John
Randall. To follow them is, still, to leave American history
behind. The story of the British abolition movement has been
elegantly told by Adam Hochschild, in “Bury the Chains: Prophets
and Rebels in the Fight to Free an Empire’s Slaves” (Houghton
Mifflin; $26.95). It is also at the heart of an excellent new
biography by Vincent Carretta, “Equiano the African: Biography
of a Self-Made Man” (University of Georgia Press; $29.95).
These, like Schama’s and Pybus’s, are rich and wonderful books.
All the same, with their praise of prophets and rebels and selfmade men on a global quest for liberty, some readers might
conclude that English abolitionists and American runaways ought
to serve as honorary Founding Fathers, as though the likes of
Washington and Jefferson will no longer do. (Damn those slaveowning sons of liberty!)
In the midst of this, it’s easy to forget that many eighteenthcentury Americans considered the British hypocritical about
slavery. After the Somerset decision, Benjamin Franklin
complained:
Pharisaical Britain! to pride thyself in setting free a
single Slave that happens to land on thy coasts, while
thy Merchants in all thy ports are encouraged by thy
laws to continue a commerce whereby so many hundreds of
thousands are dragged into a slavery that can scarce be
said to end with their lives, since it is entailed on
their posterity!
Moreover, it was far easier for Britain, where there were few
slaves to begin with, to free its slaves than it was for the
American colonies, where there was considerable support for
ending the slave trade, something many patriots had come to see
as having been imposed on them by a tyrannical king, to Britain’s
profit and not their own. In Thomas Jefferson’s mind, promising
freedom to the very people whom British slave traders had
enslaved constituted George III’s last, and most unforgivable,
act of treachery. In a breathless paragraph at the end of his
original draft of the Declaration of Independence, Jefferson
blamed the King for the slave trade (“He has waged cruel war
against human nature itself, violating its most sacred rights
of life and liberty in the persons of a distant people who never
offended him, captivating and carrying them into slavery”); for
his vetoes of the colonists’ efforts to abolish it (“Determined
to keep open a market where MEN should be bought and sold, he
has prostituted his negative for suppressing every legislative
attempt to prohibit or to restrain this execrable commerce”);
and for Dunmore’s proclamation (“He is now exciting those very
people to rise in arms among us, and to purchase that liberty
of which he has deprived them, by murdering the people on whom
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he also obtruded them”).
It was the Declaration’s last, longest, and angriest grievance.
The other delegates could not abide it: they struck it out almost
entirely. To some, it went too far; to others, it didn’t go far
enough. And, as everyone knew, it was they, and not the British,
who were by now most vulnerable to charges of hypocrisy. (As
Samuel Johnson had wryly inquired in 1775, “How is it that we
hear the loudest yelps for liberty among the drivers of
negroes?”) Best, then, to leave slavery out altogether.
Historians have hardly known what to make of Jefferson’s rant.
Nash deems it “patently false.” Schama calls it a “tour de force
of disingenuousness.” But at least part of what Jefferson meant
was that it was the Revolution itself that derailed the American
antislavery movement. In the seventeen-sixties and early
seventeen-seventies, the colonists were arguably more ardent
opponents of slavery than the British were. In 1764, the patriot
James Otis, Jr., declared that nothing could be said “in favor
of a trade that is the most shocking violation of the law of
nature, has a direct tendency to diminish the idea of the
inestimable value of liberty, and makes every dealer in it a
tyrant.” Not long after the Boston Massacre, in 1770, John
Hancock’s uncle preached a sermon urging the provincial
legislature of Massachusetts to support the abolition of
slavery, warning, “When God ariseth, and when he visiteth, what
shall we answer!” In April, 1775, just five days before a shot
was heard round the world, Philadelphians founded the Society
for the Relief of Free Negroes Unlawfully Held in Bondage.
By no means did everyone in the colonies oppose the slave trade,
and even fewer could imagine emancipation. Still, if the
patriots hadn’t needed to forge a union to protect their rights
to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, they might have
come to some agreement on ending slavery. But uniting the
colonies in their opposition to the King and Parliament meant,
by 1776, putting slavery to one side. It meant editing the
Declaration of Independence. It also meant that Harry
Washington, and John Randall, and British Freedom, and thousands
more, decided to leave. They did not fare well.
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1784
John Trumbull was back in London, studying with the painter Benjamin West. At West’s suggestion and with
Thomas Jefferson’s encouragement, he began the celebrated series of historical paintings and engravings that
at which he would labor sporadically for the remainder of his life.
JOHN TRUMBULL

The more alterations Congress made on his draft, the more miserable
Jefferson became. He had forgotten, as has posterity, that a draftsman
is not an author.
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June 30, Wednesday: With Thomas Jefferson passing through town on a diplomatic mission to France, Boston’s
The Massachusetts Centinel and the Republican Journal averred to its readership that
“the memorable declaration of American Independence is said to have been penned by him.”

DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE

LIFE IS LIVED FORWARD BUT UNDERSTOOD BACKWARD?
— NO, THAT’S GIVING TOO MUCH TO THE HISTORIAN’S STORIES.
LIFE ISN’T TO BE UNDERSTOOD EITHER FORWARD OR BACKWARD.

“Stack of the Artist of Kouroo” Project
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1785

Our national birthday, Monday the 4th of July: Dignitaries at an Independence Day dinner in New York raised
their glasses to George Washington, to the soldiers who died in combat, to our nation’s European allies, and to
“Liberty, peace and happiness to all mankind.” Note well that no dignitary proposed raising a glass to any
Jefferson, either as the author of our Declaration of Independence or for any other reason.

The victory having been attained and properly celebrated, the victors proceeded to a proper distribution of their
spoils of war, the former estates of departed Loyalists. During the latter half of the year, Major General
Nathanael Greene would be relocating his family to the piece of the loot that had been assigned to him, a
plantation called “Mulberry Grove” on the Savannah River of Georgia.
Boston began sending its convicts out to the Castle in Boston Harbor to serve their sentences.
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1786
April 15, Saturday: In Newport, Rhode Island, Walter Channing was born to William Channing and Lucy Ellery
Channing. His father, a Princetonian, was a federal district attorney. His maternal grandfather William Ellery,
a Harvard man, had signed our Declaration of Independence. His older brother, the Reverend William Ellery
Channing, would be the minister of the Federal Street Church in Boston from 1803 to 1842. His younger
brother, Edward Tyrell Channing, would become the Boylston Professor of Rhetoric at Harvard College,
succeeding John Quincy Adams as that young man left academia for his career in diplomacy and politics. In
1804 Walter Channing would enter Harvard College and among his classmates would be a 1st cousin, Richard
Henry Dana, who after a hiatus for a few years before the mast, would also be at Harvard at the same time as
Henry David Thoreau. In 1807 students at the College would go on a rampage, and in 1808 Walter’s bachelor’s
degree would be withheld as punishment (he would receive the degree — but not until 1867). In 1809 Walter
would obtain the M.D. from the University of Pennsylvania, and after that he would study for three years in
Europe to return to Boston in 1812 to take up a practice in obstetrics. Even without the bachelor’s diploma,
Doctor Walter Channing would become professor of Obstetrics and Medical Jurisprudence at Harvard Medical
School.

Friend Elias Hicks surveyed the land laid out to Richard Willits east of highway leading from Jericho, New
York to the plains.

THE FUTURE IS MOST READILY PREDICTED IN RETROSPECT
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1788
Philip Mazzei, although he was Thomas Jefferson’s long-time friend, in a history of American politics which
he authored in this year mentioned only incidentally that his Virginian friend had had anything to do with the
authoring of the Declaration of Independence.7
Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: In Marietta in what would become Ohio (then known as the

Northwestern Territory), James M. Varnum delivered the 1st Independence Day oration ever delivered west of
the Alleghenies. In Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, Francis Hopkinson had arranged a “Grand Federal
Procession” which amounted to the longest parade in the nation to date. In this year the national birthday
celebration turned political as factions struggled with one another in regard to approval of the new federal
Constitution. This was especially the case in Albany, New York, where pro-Constitution and anti-Constitution
factions clashed (New York would ratify the Constitution on the 26th). The Federalists of Providence, Rhode
Island had scheduled an Independence Day ox roast in celebration of the fact that, when on June 21st New
Hampshire had voted to approve the federal Constitution –the 9th state to do so– the United States of America
had officially come into existence. On the night of July 3d, therefore, the anti-Federalist “Country Party,” in a
belated attempt to intercept that celebration, had begun to assemble in a nearby woodland around Colonel
William West’s 1st Providence County Brigade (West was also a judge of the Superior Court) marching in from
Scituate, Rhode Island. On this morning there had been negotiations, and the insurgent group had disbanded
after an agreement that the day’s celebration was going to focus exclusively on an issue in regard to which all
could agree, that of simple independence — and that local Federalist orators would courteously refrain from
making mention either of the ratification of the Constitution or of the recent event in New Hampshire.
When the Reverend John Pitman went into the city on this day, therefore, the dust was already beginning to
settle on this dispute, and what he witnessed there amounted to merely “an Ox roasting whole & the tables
set,” and what he heard rumors of was merely that “General West came down at the head of 2 or 300 men
armed with guns & bayonets on Poles to distroy the works but was prevented by the Inhabitants turn.g out
armed to defend them.”
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY

1788. The anniversary of Independence and the adoption of the
Federal Constitution by nine States, were jointly celebrated on
the 4th of July. There was a military parade, bells were rung
and cannon fired. An address was delivered by Rev. Dr.
Hitchcock, in the First Baptist meeting house; and an ox was
roasted whole on the plains North of the Cove, at which five or
six thousand persons were present. Some three or four hundred
men from the country, of the anti-federal party, which then had
the ascendancy on the State, appeared near the ground under
arms, and threatened an attack. A committee of citizens was
7. Mazzei, Philip. RESEARCHES ON THE UNITED STATES, ed. and trans. Constance D. Sherman (1788, Reprint: Charlottesville
SC, 1976), page 157
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delegated to meet and remonstrate with them - the difficulty was
compromised, and the enemy quietly withdrew, and left the
citizens to enjoy their feast.

THE FUTURE CAN BE EASILY PREDICTED IN RETROSPECT
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1789
The 1st session of Congress met. Elbridge Gerry had renounced his hostility toward the proposed federal
constitutional document in time to secure election to that 1st Congress — at which, to the annoyance of the
Antifederalists who had raised him to this elevation, he would become a champion of Federalist policies. (This
makes him sound a bit like Bill Clinton, doesn’t it?)

Now listen to me...

The Judiciary Act specified numbers of Federal courts and judges.
Thomas Jefferson was in Paris during the capture by the French revolutionaries of the Bastille:
“The decapitation of de Launay worked powerfully thro’ the night on the whole aristocratical party
[so that they realized] the absolute necessity that the king should give up everything to the States [General].”
It may well be that Jefferson utilized in his conversations with the French revolutionaries some version
of his earlier “The tree of liberty must be refreshed from time to time with the blood of patriots and tyrants”
remark.
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At this point the Declaration of Independence was being considered merely as having been a declaration of
war, a notification and a publicity document, a means to bring an end to British rule over its North American
colonies, rather than as a powerfully penned beginning for the institutions and principles of American
government.8 Thus David Ramsay’s HISTORY OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION, published in this year,
characterized the Declaration merely as the “act of the united colonies for separating themselves from the
government of Great-Britain,” while ignoring Jefferson altogether.9

William Gordon’s history of the American revolutionary war and of our independence, also published in this
year, in terming the Declaration an “act of separation from the crown of Great-Britain,” identified Jefferson
not as having been the author of this document but merely as having been a member of the drafting
committee.10

8. Maier, AMERICAN SCRIPTURE, pages 154, 160, and 168-9; Detweiler, “The Changing Reputation of the Declaration of
Independence,” pages 563-6
9. Ramsay, David. THE HISTORY OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. Philadelphia PA: 1789, Volume I, pages 340-1
10. Gordon, William. THE HISTORY OF THE RISE, PROGRESS, AND ESTABLISHMENT OF THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. NY: 1789, Volume II, pages 92 and 105
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1790
In the new American republic during its partisan tumult of the 1790s, interest in the Declaration of
Independence was beginning to reappear as Federalists and Republicans made their several attempts to posture
as the defenders of a revolutionary heritage — but this interest in said revolutionary document simply did not
extend to any of the principles enunciated in or embedded in it. The document was considered as merely part
of a patriotic heritage, with its various comments and elaborations being to all appearances disregarded as mere
temporary verbiage.
Edmund Burke, made fearful by Richard Price’s A DISCOURSE ON THE LOVE OF OUR COUNTRY, began to write
REFLECTIONS ON THE REVOLUTION IN FRANCE:
In the groves of their academies, at the end of every vista,
you see nothing but the gallows.
He asserted certain tenets that today form the intellectual core of conservative political movements both in
England and in America. He expressed the view that the party responsible for government is in need of solid
opposition, in order to make the process of government work effectively. His consideration was that a stable
country was one run by established powers under a monarch. In his estimation tradition was ordinarily of
greater importance than creativity, a keel ordinarily of greater value than a rudder.

WHAT I’M WRITING IS TRUE BUT NEVER MIND
YOU CAN ALWAYS LIE TO YOURSELF
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1792
September 12, Wednesday: With Secretary of State Thomas Jefferson undergoing an unprecedented barrage of
Federalist opprobrium, in defense his own Republican faction in the government had begun to characterize
him as the actual scribe of our independence. The National Gazette, a party organ published in Philadelphia,
at this point sought to create public support for this “Tom Jefferson” politician of theirs by asserting that “he
composed the Declaration of Independence” as well as by claiming falsely that it had been him who had
“moved for it first in Congress.” The opposition faction, Alexander Hamilton’s, was not amused. William
Loughton Smith issued a pamphlet titled THE POLITICKS AND VIEWS OF A CERTAIN PARTY, DISPLAYED which
while excoriating Jefferson as a self-promoter and a demagogue did allow in passing, quite falsely and quite
unnecessarily, that Jefferson had served as “Chairman of the Committee who drew up the Declaration of
Independence.” From this point forward the Republicans would use every 4th of July celebration as an
occasion for popularizing their man by asserting that it has been he who had drafted the fave declaration of
war known as our Declaration of Independence.
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Meanwhile, in Paris during this month, the Terror was beginning as Bertrand Barcre made use of a variant of
Jefferson’s remark “The tree of liberty must be refreshed from time to time with the blood of patriots and
tyrants” in the peroration of a speech calling for the execution of Louis XVI. This terrorist attributed
Jefferson’s remark to “an ancient author”: “The tree of liberty, as an ancient author remarks, flourishes when
it is watered with the blood of all varieties of tyrants.” In a later context the English historian Macaulay would
express doubt (in the Edinburgh Review for April 1844) as to the actual existence of this “an ancient author”
cited by Barcre: “In the course of our own small reading among the Greek and Latin writers, we have not
happened to fall in with trees of liberty and watering-pots full of blood, nor can we, such is our ignorance of
classical ambiguity, even imagine an Attic or Roman orator employing imagery of that sort.”
“The United States of America had human slavery for
almost one hundred years before that custom was
recognized as a social disease and people began to fight
it. Imagine that. Wasn’t that a match for Auschwitz?
What a beacon of liberty we were to the rest of the world
when it was perfectly acceptable here to own other human
beings and treat them as we treated cattle. Who told you
we were a beacon of liberty from the very beginning?
Why would they lie like that? Thomas Jefferson owned
slaves, and not many people found that odd. It was as
though he had an infected growth on the end of his nose
the size of a walnut, and everybody thought that was
perfectly OK.”
– Kurt Vonnegut, FATES WORSE THAN DEATH, page 84

THOMAS JEFFERSON

DO I HAVE YOUR ATTENTION? GOOD.
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1793
The most important feature of the Patent Act of 1793 was something it did not contain. It provided no
protection whatever for foreign intellectual property. Any American citizen could register here any foreign
invention by any foreign inventor — and instantly come into possession of all property rights within this
nation.11
Our national hagiography of Thomas Jefferson has led us to assert that just as this man had supposedly been
the author of our liberties, in the Declaration of Independence which in after years he claimed as his own, he
also had been the author of the Patent Act passed by the new federal government in this year. Jefferson was,
however, merely the 1st administrator of that new US patent system. Edward C. Walterscheid’s TO PROMOTE
THE PROGRESS OF USEFUL ARTS: AMERICAN PATENT LAW AND ADMINISTRATION, 1787-1836 (Littleton CO:
F.B. Rothman, 1998, page ix) has now confirmed for us the suspicion that during the 20th Century the rulings
of the US Supreme Court have consistently misinterpreted the early history of the American Patent System.
In their worship of this DWM founding father, the Supremes have “in fact created ‘revisionist’ history.”
In fact there were 15 Patent Bills, Acts and Forms from 1789 to 1836, not merely the ones of 1790, 1793,
and 1836, and Jefferson was not remarkably more involved than other politicians in any of these.

11. We should bear this in mind when we criticize, now, the people on Taiwan for printing pirate cheap editions of American medical
textbooks, or criticize, now, the people of mainland China for burning thousands of illicit copies of Hollywood movies on DVD.
Our own nation originated as a pirate, conducting itself in the manner which now makes us so utterly indignant.
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1796
November 20, Sunday: Dr. Josiah Bartlett (1729-1795) of Kingston, New Hampshire, had been a signer of the
Declaration of Independence. His son had been Josiah Bartlett, Jr. (1768-1838). His son had been Josiah
Bartlett, Jr. (1788-1853) of New Hampshire. On this day a son was born to Dr. Josiah Bartlett of Charlestown
in Concord, Massachusetts, and the newborn infant was also assigned the significant name Josiah Bartlett.12

12. This sounds as if what I am asserting is that Dr. Josiah Bartlett of Concord was a great-great-grandson of the Dr. Josiah Bartlett
who signed the Declaration of Independence, in the strong male line of descent from Josiah to Josiah to Josiah to Josiah to Josiah.
I can find no early source, however, which explicitly offers any such assertion (only later local historians have made such assertions,
and we all know that local history is created by iteratively throwing mud at a wall to see if any of it sticks, and that Concord local
history, in particular, pretty much boils down to a series of such spurious continuities), and therefore I am wary! It would seem to
me to be at least possible that Dr. Josiah Bartlett of Charlestown was not the son of the grandson of Dr. Josiah Bartlett who had
signed the Declaration document. I am led to wonder whether there may not have been, in this timeframe, a plurality of male infants
of the extended Bartlett family who were being assigned the famous name Josiah — in an attempt to obfuscate and make it appear
that they were more closely related to the famed founding father than indeed actually they were. If the Dr. Josiah of Concord was
actually the son of Josiah who was the son of Josiah who was the son of Josiah who was the son of Josiah the Founding Father, how
come he neglected to name his firstborn in Concord in accordance with this family tradition? How could he have thus sabotaged a
family tradition of such great antiquity? –No, my present hypothesis is that the way Dr. Josiah of Concord acted is the honorable
way in which families act when they are trying to straighten out the record after in a previous generation some family member had
attempted to “pull a swiftie.”
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1797

July 7, Friday, 12, Wednesday, 13, Thursday, and 15, Saturday: Republican partisan efforts to connect
Thomas Jefferson with the Declaration of Independence had begun in very earnest after their guy’s
inauguration as Vice President. They began to raise their glasses to him during their Republican 4th of July
banquets and then print these toasts in their political gazettes, such as the Aurora and General Advertiser and
the Gazette of the United States, both published out of Philadelphia. Meanwhile the Federalist partisans had
likewise been appropriating the Declaration to enhance the fame of their John Adams and their John Hancock,
in their own political organs such as the Gazette of the United States. Federalist historians were always leaving
room for doubt of Jefferson’s unique contribution to the creation of our Declaration. In the work of John
Lowell, Jefferson had been merely the “reputed framer of the Declaration of Independence,” and Independence
Day orators of the Federalist persuasion generally were ignoring any putative link between this national
Republican politician, Jefferson, and our nation’s originary charter of freedom. You will read extensively in
Federalist birthday oratory without discovering any mention:
• Thomas Fessenden, A SERMON, DELIVERED JULY 4TH, 1802, AT WALPOLE, N.H. IN
COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE
• William Emmerson, AN ORATION PRONOUNCED JULY 5, 1802, AT THE REQUEST OF THE
INHABITANTS OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE
• Nathaniel Emmons, A DISCOURSE DELIVERED, JULY 5, 1802. IN COMMEMORATION OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE (Wrentham MA)
• Joseph Locke, AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED AT BILLERICA, JULY 5, 1802, IN COMMEMORATION OF
THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Boston)
• Asahel Morse, AN ORATION, DELIVERED AT WINSTED, JULY 5TH, A.D. 1802 (Hartford CT)
• The Reverend Samuel Taggert, AN ORATION: SPOKEN AT COLRAIN, JULY 4, 1803 (Greenfield MA)
• Thomas Danforth, AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4, 1804, AT THE REQUEST OF THE SELECTMEN
OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON, IN COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE
• Ebenezer Moseley, AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED AT NEWBURYPORT, JULY 4, 1804, ON THE
ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE; AT THE REQUEST OF THE FEDERAL
REPUBLICANS (Newburyport MA)
• Keating Lewis Simons, AN ORATION, DELIVERED IN THE INDEPENDENT CIRCULAR CHURCH,
BEFORE THE INHABITANTS OF CHARLESTON, SOUTH-CAROLINA, ON FRIDAY, THE FOURTH OF JULY,
1806

CHANGE IS ETERNITY, STASIS A FIGMENT
“Stack of the Artist of Kouroo” Project
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1798
August 15, Wednesday: While residing in Chester, New Hampshire Timothy Dexter had taken to referring to himself
as “King of Chester,” which had been rather resented by the local populace. Returning from Chester to
Newburyport, Massachusetts, he took possession of a High Street property just purchased from the heirs of
Captain Thomas Thomas (said house had been erected in 1771 by Jonathan Jackson). This would be the home
the yard of which he would decorate in the outlandish manner for which he has become infamous. According
to William C. Todd, Esq., donor of the Free Reading Room at the town library,
He laid out the grounds after what he was told was the European
style, and had fruits, flowers, and shrubbery of many varieties
planted in them. He put minarets on the roof of the house,
surmounted with gilt balls, and in front placed rows of columns
fifteen feet high, — about forty in all — each having on its top
a statue of some distinguished man. Before the door were two
lions on each side, with open mouths, to guard the entrance. On
the arch, and occupying the most prominent position, were the
statues of Washington, Adams, and Jefferson, and to the other
statues he gave the names of Bonaparte, Nelson, Franklin, and
other heroes, often changing them according to his fancy. In a
conspicuous place was a statue of himself with the inscription,
“I am the first in the East, the first in the West, and the
greatest philosopher in the known world.” All these statues were
carved in wood by a young ship-carver, Joseph Wilson, who had
just come to Newburyport. They were gaudily painted; and, though
having but little merit as works of art, and less as likenesses,
gave the house a strange appearance and attracted crowds, whose
curiosity deeply gratified the owner, and he freely opened the
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For some reason, in the above, the author seems to have omitted to mention that atop the central cupola of this
edifice there was perched a golden eagle! He also seems to have omitted the important fact that the wooden
statues were bigger than lifesize and included an Indian chief, a goddess of Fame, and a goddess of Liberty.
The representation of President John Adams was hatless, presumably to make a display of baldness. President
Thomas Jefferson held a scroll that had been intended to represent the Declaration of Independence, except
that Dexter was going to be the author of his own captions on his own cartoon characters and had obliged the
artist to paint on it “The Constitution.” President George Washington was in his military uniform. He changed
the names on the statues at whim, General Morgan for instance becoming Bonaparte. The inside of this house
was decorated with fine French furniture, and various paintings purchased by an agent on the Continent, with
the names of famous painters added to them.
Dexter began to ride about town in an elegant coach bearing a coat of arms selected by himself, drawn by a
matched team of cream-colored horses. He appointed an assistant, Jonathan Plummer, as his poet laureate, and
outfitted him in a black livery uniform bearing stars and fringes, with large buckles on the shoes, a cocked hat,
and a cane with a head of gold. Jonathan would be sadly disappointed to find, when his boss’s will was read,
that he had not been so much as mentioned.
There is a drawing which is supposed to be of Dexter, and it would appear to me as if the person who created
this drawing, James Akin, posed Dexter in the livery uniform of his poet laureate Plummer:
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August 28, Tuesday: James Wilson, one of the more belated of the signatories to the Declaration of Independence, died
near Edenton, North Carolina (in the course of time this corpse would be exhumed and relocated to the
graveyard associated with Christ Episcopal Church in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania).
DIGGING UP THE DEAD
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1799
July 4: Jacob Fisher, a Federalist partisan, in a pamphlet titled AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED AT KENNEBUNK, ON THE
FOURTH DAY OF JULY, 1799; BEING THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE published in Portland,
Maine, used the Declaration of Independence document to celebrate not the Republican politician Thomas
Jefferson but instead their own Federalist politicians, John Adams and John Hancock.

NO-ONE’S LIFE IS EVER NOT DRIVEN PRIMARILY BY HAPPENSTANCE

“Stack of the Artist of Kouroo” Project
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1800
January 12, Sunday or 13, Monday: “Parson” Mason Locke Weems wrote to his publisher, Matthew Carey,
in Philadelphia, a few weeks after the death of George Washington:
Washington, you know, is gone! Millions are gaping to read something
about him. I am very nearly primd & cockd for ’em. 6 months ago I set
myself to collect anecdotes of him. You know I live conveniently for
that work. My plan! I give his history, sufficiently minute — I
accompany him from his start, thro the French & Indian & British or
Revolutionary wars, to the Presidents chair, to the throne in the
hearts of 5,000000 of People.
He would prepare for publication an 80-page patriotic pamphlet, initially titled A HISTORY OF THE LIFE AND
DEATH, VIRTUES AND EXPLOITS, OF GENERAL GEORGE WASHINGTON (also, THE LIFE AND MEMORABLE
ACTIONS OF GEORGE WASHINGTON, GENERAL AND COMMANDER OF THE ARMIES OF AMERICA). This bio of
the founding father who would not make himself our king would become one of the first great best-sellers in
American literature — yet this soi-disant “Parson” would persist in referring to himself as a “ragged Mother
Carey’s chicken.” This initial telling did not contain the story of the cherry tree about which little Georgie
couldn’t lie, a confabulation which would not appear until the 5th edition. (One wonders how many American
liars that ingenious fable has interrupted, or enabled, over the years!)
Weems would continue with seriously flawed short biographies of Benjamin Franklin,13 General Francis
Marion, and Friend William Penn.

13. Incidentally, our best evidence that Franklin did not pun to John Hancock, at the signing of the Declaration of Independence,
that if they did not hang together they would assuredly hang separately, is the fact that in the collection of mostly spurious anecdotes
presented by Mason Locke Weems, this particularly specious anecdote had not yet made its appearance.
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June 30, Tuesday: According to the Republican Aurora of July 3rd, on this date the Baltimore American
published a false report of Thomas Jefferson’s death in order to “prevent the author of the Declaration of
Independence from being the universal toast” on our nation’s upcoming birthday.14 However, Thomas

Boylston Adams, the son of the sitting president John Quincy Adams, would brag to his friend William Smith
Shaw in this regard on July 3rd that he for one had not been “the Dupe of this story.” He noted that he had
carefully “refrained from any hasty expressions, which fell from others — Such as ‘too good to be true.’”15
“The United States of America had human slavery for
almost one hundred years before that custom was
recognized as a social disease and people began to fight
it. Imagine that. Wasn’t that a match for Auschwitz?
What a beacon of liberty we were to the rest of the world
when it was perfectly acceptable here to own other human
beings and treat them as we treated cattle. Who told you
we were a beacon of liberty from the very beginning?
Why would they lie like that? Thomas Jefferson owned
slaves, and not many people found that odd. It was as
though he had an infected growth on the end of his nose
the size of a walnut, and everybody thought that was
perfectly OK.”
– Kurt Vonnegut, FATES WORSE THAN DEATH, page 84

THOMAS JEFFERSON

14. Warren, Charles. ODD BYWAYS IN AMERICAN HISTORY. Cambridge MA, 1942, 127-35
15. Washburn, Charles Grenfill, comp. “Letters of Thomas Boylston Adams to William Smith Shaw, 1799-1823.” Proceedings of
the American Antiquarian Society XXVII (1917): 118
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Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: The Republican orator Matthew Livingston Davis, in NewYork, addressing the Tammany Society, praised “the capacious mind and nervous pen of Jefferson,” which had
communicated “the voice of a free, united and indignant people” by producing a “Manly and energetic” text
distinguished by a “Solemn and impressive ... sound.”16 Meanwhile the Republican orator John J. Pringle, in
Charleston SC, was extolling “JEFFERSON, in whose perspicuous and energetic language is expressed that
sublime memorial of the rights, and the spirit of free-born Americans.”17 How bad was this cult of personality
getting? –Was it getting as bad as the cult of personality in regard to Hitler that was exhibited by Germans
during the Third Reich? –Was it getting as bad as the cult of personality in regard to Mussolini that was
exhibited by Italians under Fascism? –Was it getting as bad as the cult of personality in regard to Hirohito that
was exhibited by the Japanese in the era of the Greater East Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere? –Was it getting as bad
as the cult of personality in regard to Mao that has been exhibited by the Chinese of the PRC? –Was the cult
of personality in the young United States of America getting as bad as the adoration of Uncle Joe Stalin that
had been put on display by the ever-so-loyal commie symps of the USSR? It must have been getting pretty
damned annoying, for in Philadelphia at this point a couple of Federalist schoolmasters got up and stomped
out of a patriotic celebration when one of their own pupils stood up to recite the Declaration of Independence!
THOMAS JEFFERSON
In New-York the first local advertisements for fireworks appeared and at the Mount Vernon Garden there was
a display of “a model of Mount Vernon, 20 feet long by 24 feet high, illuminated by several hundred lamps.”
In Philadelphia, Pennsylvania the US Marine Band, directed by Colonel William Ward Burrows, provided
music for the Society of the Cincinnati celebration held at the City Tavern. At Dartmouth College in Hanover,
New Hampshire a student named Daniel Webster delivered what would turn out not to be his last Fourth of
July oration.

Etienne-Nicolas Mehul lent Ignace Pleyal 10,000 francs, to expand his business.

16. AN ORATION, DELIVERED IN ST. PAUL’S CHURCH, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1800 (NY, 1800)
17. AN ORATION, DELIVERED IN ST. PHILIP’S CHURCH, BEFORE THE INHABITANTS OF CHARLESTON, SOUTH-CAROLINA, ON THE
FOURTH OF JULY, 1800 (Charleston SC, 1800)
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As TIME Magazine has pointed out on its cover, American kids were being given a very new and very divisive
idea of the 4th of July:
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July 9, Wednesday: The Republic of Lucca was reestablished by the French. Modena and Reggio were
attached to the Cisalpine Republic.
The Gazette of the United States worried that “the frequent mention that Jefferson was the author of the
Declaration of Independence” during our 4th of July patriotic celebrations might lead “ignorant people ... to
doubt whether others, who were esteemed patriots, approved of the measure.”

July 19, Saturday: The Columbian Centinel and Massachusetts Federalist, a Boston gazette, pointed up the
fact that if “a foreigner were to judge” the state of American politics on the basis of toasts made at our 4th-ofJuly banquets of this year, “he would conclude that JEFFERSON was President.”
THOMAS JEFFERSON
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1801

Our national birthday, Saturday the 4th of July: The Republican orator James Kennedy, displaying a spirit of
bipartisanship uncommon in Charleston SC, honored “that celebrated declaration, penned by the enlightened,
dignified and patriotic Jefferson, and advocated by the firm, honest and sagacious Adams.” He was allowing,
in effect, that although his party’s politician Thomas Jefferson had drawn, penned, traced, and phrased the
famed document, the idea of independence also had required advocacy by others.18
In Rhode Island this President of the United States was so mistrusted, that when a toast was offered, it was
expressed in the form of a hope that he “might prove true to the constitution and the country.”

READ EDWARD FIELD TEXT
Without pronouncing Jefferson’s name, the Federalist Ezekiel Whitman of Massachusetts noted that from “the
pen of one of these Sages, and from the hearts of all his Copatriots, issued that memorable instrument ... known
by the name of ‘The Declaration of American Independence’.”19 This notice of the fact that the writing up of
the Declaration did not equate with the authorization of independence reflects the traditional understanding of
the document as a corporate statement, but leaves in question the provenance of the various noble assertions
of the document such as “all men are created equal” — sentiments which seem so utterly strange when they
appear (through ventriloquy?) to be coming out of the mouth of that Virginia slavemaster who was keeping a
dusky sex slave.
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
During this year, Martin Van Buren was a delegate to the Republican Party (that’s the old Republican Party)
caucus in Troy, New York. He would avidly support the Jeffersonian principles of that party for the remainder
of his life.
This was the year of the initial public 4th-of-July reception at the Executive Mansion in Washington DC. In
Marblehead, Massachusetts an oration was delivered by Joseph Story at the New Meeting House. In Boston,
Massachusetts the frigates USS Constitution and USS Boston and the French corvette Berceau fired salutes.

18. AN ORATION, DELIVERED IN ST. PHILIP’S CHURCH, BEFORE THE INHABITANTS OF CHARLESTON, SOUTH-CAROLINA, ON THE
FOURTH OF JULY, 1801 (Charleston, 1801)
19. AN ORATION, COMMEMORATIVE OF THE DAY OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
(Portland ME, 1801)
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July 6, Monday: When the Royal Navy engaged French ships and Spanish shore batteries off Algeciras, Spain
the French beat off the British attackers, but more than 400 people were killed.
The pro-administration National Intelligencer commented upon the “patriotic gratitude” that an enthusiastic
Independence Day crowd had showered upon the “first magistrate... whose pen had traced, whose councils had
recommended, and whose firmness and talents had co-operated to establish the Declaration of Independence.”
In this news story, clearly, the reporter was treating the document in question as something quite a bit more
than a mere declaration of war and, clearly, was making a distinction between the passive and diffuse role of
the Continental Congress as a whole and Thomas Jefferson’s role in that Congress — which had allegedly been
both active and singular although somehow at the time that had been very much overlooked.
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1802
The Charles Willson Peale collection of mastodon bones was moved into the former Pennsylvania Statehouse
in Philadelphia (now known as Independence Hall).
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
Thomas Jefferson communicated with native American leaders, for whom he would have assured you he had
the greatest respect and admiration:
Made by the same Great Spirit and living in the same
land with our brothers, the red men, we consider
ourselves as the same family; we wish to live with them
as one people, and to cherish their interests as our
own.
—Thomas Jefferson’s “To the Miamis, Powtewatamies, and
Weeauks,” as quoted on page 539 of William Least HeatMoon’s PrairyErth (a deep map) [Boston MA: Houghton
Mifflin, 1991].

He might have added: “And we desire to clutch their wives and their daughters to our bosom, in order once
and for all in the most effective possible manner to gradually lighten the burden which you represent in our
midst — by the lightening of your race.”
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“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

September 8, Wednesday: Die Harmoniemesse by Franz Joseph Haydn was performed for the initial time, at
Eisenstadt for the nameday of Princess Maria Hermenegild.

September 10, Friday: A Federalist partisan signing himself pseudonymously “A Buckskin” commented
bitterly in the Virginia Gazette that Republican partisans were using the Declaration of Independence “as a
weapon in favor of the election of a man to the first office under our government.”

By this point, other commentators were taking it for granted that it was accurate to say that Thomas Jefferson
had drafted the document, but “A Buckskin” asserted that Jefferson had not been “the draftsman of the
declaration of American independence.” Instead, this politician had merely been one member of a committee
and was now blowing himself up like a balloon. According to the reconstruction of events offered by
“A Buckskin,” a reconstruction which he claimed he had obtained “from the mouths of two of the venerable
sages and patriots who composed that congress,” after “an instrument to that effect had been drawn by the
committee, not by Mr. Jefferson,” Congress made “essential alterations.”
September 29, Wednesday: The Richmond VA Recorder reprinted the article from Virginia Gazette of
September 10th, according to which Thomas Jefferson had not been “the draftsman of the declaration of
American independence,” but had been merely been one member of a committee. According to the
reconstruction of events offered by the pseudonymous “A Buckskin,” a reconstruction which he claimed he
had obtained “from the mouths of two of the venerable sages and patriots who composed that congress,” after
“an instrument to that effect had been drawn by the committee, not by Mr. Jefferson,” Congress made
“essential alterations.”
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
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1804
January 20, Friday: Thomas Jefferson ordered, from a bookstore in Philadelphia, two copies of the King
James Version of the New Testament. Not satisfied with having authored our Declaration of Independence, he
was going to also author our American version of the Gospel. Using his razor, he would slash away the portions
of which he disapproved, decimating the four gospels and retaining only about 10% of the text. His
THE PHILOSOPHY OF JESUS OF NAZARETH would depict Jesus as having been a sort of T-J-in-a-toga guy who
had gone around being unchallenging 24 7 365.
Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
20th of 1 M 1804/ Twenty days of the Month & Year hath now passed
away And I sensibly feel the loss of it from reflections upon
my very great remissness in many respects. Though my outward
conduct is in good measure regular, & my appearance among men
accounted exemplary, yet that is not all that is required inward
faithfulness & dedication of the Spirit; to the Will of the Lord
in all things is what I stand in need of in order to my groth &
establishment in the Truth, it is this I stand in need of & for
the want of it I feel inward poverty & leaness to assail my mind.
How am I sometimes apprised & borne down with weakness when I
consider what a profession I am making & how little of the
seasoning Virtue of Truth I am in possession of, yea I am
discoraged & ready to say I may as well give over the race as I
shall never win the prise, but nevertheless sometimes the light
of the fathers countenance is raised & fresh courage is given,
for which I desire to be thankful & render renewed thanks to the
dispencer of every blessing. My situtation is humiliating &
calls loud for watchfulness, & an increasing concern to Center
down deep into the Spirit of Truth, which is lasting support to
the mind thro’ every trying dispensation whether from within or
without. May this be my engagement to seek after & in the end[?]
my happy experience to find I do desire it more than the increase
of wealth; tho a small portion of that comes to my share at
present insomuch that at times I am very much discoraged & ready
to think my proceedings in business has all been wrong, & that
I had better never set up my trade, so conclude that my outward
circumstances are but Poor & my inward ones trying, tho’ perhaps
it is all for the best, & permitted to teach me that true help
is not to be derived from Man, but from the countain & sorce of
all Good
———————————————————————————
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS

January 22, Sunday: Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
22nd of 1 M first day / Attended meetings in which I was favored
to feel some life & receive some instruction from a lengthy
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Sermon delivered by David Buffum, from the text “seek peace and
persue it” he intimated, the reason why we did not receive true
peace was that we were persueing the wrong motive & did not ask
aright to be instructed where to find it
——————————————————————————————————————————
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
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1805

Our national birthday, the 4th of July, Thursday:20 The toasts at a Republican 4th of July banquet in
Washington DC described their politician Thomas Jefferson as “the penman of the declaration of
Independence” and noted that it was their candidate’s “hand that drew the declaration of Independence.”
The National Intelligencer’s lowercasing of this word “declaration” (on July 6th and then again on July 16th)
suggests that the task of inscribing the words on the face of the document itself was being regarded as separate
from the creation of the revolutionary idea of national autonomy, was being regarded as a clerical honor rather
than as a full authorship.
Meanwhile, however, in Boston, Ebenezer French, at a gathering of “Young Democratic Republicans,” was
praising President Jefferson as “the immortal author of the DECLARATION OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE.” French was granting to this politician far more than scribal status and also was reifying
the Declaration of Independence document Jefferson allegedly had authored by conflating it with the
achievement of American autonomy. He was coming perilously close to averring that his politician had by a
stroke of a pen won for us our Revolutionary War.21
As a follow-up for this amplitude and grandeur, on this night Boston offered its 1st municipal fireworks
display.
In Charleston, South Carolina on this day, the American Revolution Society and the Society of the Cincinnati
met at St. Philips Church.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY

Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
5 day 4 of 7 M 1805 / I feel so poor & barran that I hardly know
how to write any thing respecting the day — I had a prospect
before meeting of being favord with a good time, but from some
cause or another, help was very much withheld It has been a day
of much noise, of Drum & fife, being Independence day as I was
walking to meeting, I met the Solders under parade, & thought I
was livingly sensible that their conduct was an offence to the
Almighty, & that he took no delight in what they were doing
Oh may my mind be more & more drawn from the spirit & perishing
things of this world, for sure I am, yea indubitably clear, that
there is no other way to reach the haven of rest than by an
entire surrender of all which the controversy of heaven is
against —
—————————————————————
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
20. This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s, 1st birthday.
21. AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED JULY 4TH, 1805, BEFORE THE YOUNG DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICANS, OF THE TOWN OF BOSTON,
IN COMMEMORATION OF THE ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE
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September 30, Monday: Earlier in this month Jame Hubbard, a black slave in Thomas Jefferson’s plantation
nail factory, had attempted to file a personal declaration of independence — but had soon been recaptured.22

Clearly, by this point in time the proponents of this Jefferson slaveholding plantation master as a national
politician were exaggerating the uniqueness and importance of his role in the creation of the Declaration of
Independence for the Continental Congress, for John Adams, who had served on that drafting committee, had

begun wondering: “Was there ever a coup de theatre that had so great effect as Jefferson’s penmanship of the
Declaration of Independence?”23 From Adams’s point of view Jefferson’s role had been a mere scribal one and
had not come anywhere close to sole authorship. In his biography of George Washington which began to be
released volume by volume during this year, while discussing the proceedings at the Continental Congress,
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court John Marshall buried in a footnote a tepid recognition that in regard to the
Declaration “the draft reported by the committee has been generally attributed to Mr. Jefferson.”24

22. During Jefferson’s florut as an adult slaveholder, more than 40 such escapes from his hilltop plantation Monticello would be
attempted!
23. This was in a letter to Benjamin Rush which appears in Schultz, John A. and Douglass Adair, eds., THE SPUR OF FAME:
DIALOGUES OF JOHN ADAMS AND BENJAMIN RUSH, 1805-1813 (San Marino CA: 1966), page 43
24. Marshall, John. THE LIFE OF GEORGE WASHINGTON. Philadelphia PA, 1805-1807, Volume II, footnote to page 377
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1806
John Parrish noted that “We permit six hundred persons to be kidnapped in six months alone because people
want to get rid of the free Negroes” (REMARKS ON THE SLAVERY OF BLACK PEOPLE. Philadelphia: Kimber
and Conrad, page 9).
REVERSE UNDERGROUND RR
In this year the Rhode Island brig Factor brought a cargo of 102 new African slaves to America, and the brig
Neptune a cargo of 132. –New people, to replace the ones that had been worn out in service!

INTERNATIONAL SLAVE TRADE

W.E. Burghardt Du Bois: Of the twenty years from 1787 to 1807
it can only be said that they were, on the whole, a period of
disappointment so far as the suppression of the slave-trade was
concerned. Fear, interest, and philanthropy united for a time
in an effort which bade fair to suppress the trade; then the
real weakness of the constitutional compromise appeared, and the
interests of the few overcame the fears and the humanity of the
many.
In 1768, Isabel Marchant had sold a “Negro Man Slave named Cajoe aged about Thirty three Years” to
Governor Samuel Ward. Cudgoe had accompanied his slavemaster to Philadelphia where this white man
assisted in the deliberations of the other white men assembled there, about the preparation of a Declaration of
Independence for these American colonies, and Cudgoe had attended at the deathbed of his slavemaster there
in 1776 (unfortunately this slavemaster died before being able to affix his signature to our Declaration —
which is why we find instead the signature of William Ellery of Newport). In this year there comes to our
attention a certificate issued by the Town Council of Westerly, Rhode Island naming “Cuggo” and “Pegg” as
being “in want” and as requiring “some speedy support” from the heirs of Governor Samuel Ward. If Cudgoe
had been 33 in 1768, this slave would by this point have reached the age of 71 or 72, so it is apparent that
Cuggo and Pegg, who as working slaves would never have been allowed wages, would have needed at that
point some assistance, from the community if not from the heirs of their former slavemaster.)
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Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July:25 Ebenezer French caused the attention of an assembly of
Maine Republicans to focus on “the glorious instrument written by the illuminous JEFFERSON, called the
‘Declaration of American Independence.’”26 Although other speechmakers of this year were merely crediting
the hand of Thomas Jefferson with having drawn up the document, these Republican partisans were averring
that their guy’s thoughts had conceived it. During this year, however, the murder of Jefferson’s friend and
mentor George Wythe, poisoned by an angry relative,27 was attracting additional attention in regard to the
authorship of the Declaration of Independence, for among the Wythe papers was discovered a copy of a draft
of the document that, to appearances, Jefferson had sent him at the time.28 Already the easy assumption was
being made, that whatever differed from this draft was the work of others in the Continental Congress and that
whatever was in this draft had been created by Mr. Jefferson alone, ignoring the stated fact that in the
preparation of this draft Mr. Jefferson had not only been acting under instruction but also had taken at least a
part of that instruction back to his chamber that night with him in writing. The nuance, that what was in this
rough draft might be or might not have been the originative thought of Jefferson himself, was already being
lost on everyone.
In Bennington, Vermont a couple of elderly Revolutionary officers marched in the town parade.
CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY

British forces defeated the French at Maida in Calabria and then returned to Sicily.
The Lord Commissioners of the “Delicate Investigation” ruled that George, Prince of Wales did not have
grounds for divorce from Caroline Amelia of Brunswick-Wolfenbüttel, Princess of Wales, because they had
produced no evidence of her having committed any actual crime. They did consider, however, that her
indiscreet conduct entitled him to severely limit her further contact with their daughter, Princess Charlotte
Augusta Hanover of Wales (henceforward she would be able to see her daughter only once a week at most,
and only in the presence of her mother –her daughter’s grandmother– the Dowager Duchess of Brunswick).

25. This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s 2nd birthday.
26. AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED BEFORE THE REPUBLICAN INHABITANTS, OF PORTLAND, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1806, BEING
THE THIRTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE (Portland ME: 1806)
27. Boyd, Julian P. “The Murder of George Wythe,” William and Mary Quarterly, 3rd Series, XII (1955):513-74
28. Boyd, Julian P. THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE: THE EVOLUTION OF THE TEXT AS SHOWN IN FACSIMILES OF VARIOUS
DRAFTS BY ITS AUTHOR, THOMAS JEFFERSON. Princeton NJ: 1945, 43-45
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1807

Our national birthday, Saturday the 4th of July:29 In AN ORATION, PRONOUNCED AT BROOKFIELD, UPON THE
ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, ON THE FOURTH OF JULY, 1807; BEFORE A NUMEROUS ASSEMBLY
OF THE REPUBLICANS OF THE COUNTY OF WORCESTER, Levi Lincoln, Jr. applauded Thomas Jefferson,

“the sublimity of whose mind first ken’d American Independence and whose pen impressed the solemn
Declaration.”
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
In Richmond, Skelton Jones delivered a funeral oration over the men of the USS Chesapeake who two weeks
earlier had lost their lives due to an attack by the British warship Leopard.
In Petersburg VA, people marched through the streets with an “effigy of George III on a pole” and later burned
their effigy on Centre Hill.
The new eagle decoration crowning the gate of the Navy Yard in Washington DC was unveiled to a federal
salute and the sound of music.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY

In Nizza near Nice, which at the time was part of the French empire, Giuseppe Garibaldi was born (he would
be baptized as “Joseph Marie Garibaldi le” at the church of Saint-Martin-Saint-Augustin in the district VieuxNice).
Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
7 day 4 of 7 M 1807 / There has been much noise about our Streets
of Guns, Drums &c as they have passed along my mind was affected
with Seriousness under the consideration of the depravity of the
human mind. I consider all this parade & extravagance as the
result of depraved minds, & many times when I have Seen Such
conduct I have Said in my soul “Surly [Surely] the Lord taketh
no delight herein” Towards evening walked to Portsmouth & lodged at Cousin Z
Chases. - The next morng walked up to P Lawtons where I found
my precious H in good health & satisfied that she is in her right
place, which to me is cause of greatful acknowledgements of
thanksgiving - from there to meeting where I sat under much
leaness & want of ability to get to the right sorce till a few
minutes before it concluded when the precious life arose & was
like a Sweet morsel to my poor roving mind, & I concluded I was
not Sent quite empty away. I dined at Joseph Motts & after dinner
29. This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s 3rd birthday.
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went into the chamber to see my dear old cousin Elizabeth whom
I have long wanted to see, for She is one that I loved when a
boy & well remember her when I lived with my Aunt Martha Gould,
& also her excellent testimonies in our public meetings She
recited Some Anecdote of my boyhood which were very interesting
to my feelings, her conversation in general was very instructing
which made my visit a truly proffitable Season. She Said she was
thinking of me the day before but did not expect so soon to see
me. She appeard to be much pleased with my coming, & I am Sure
I’m glad I went & hope Some of her excellent remarks may never
be forgotten but treasured up in my mind as long as I live
Spent the remainder of the afternoon with my precious H & in the
evening walked home
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
August 28, Friday: Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
6th day / Nothing material to insert, all the family have heavy
cold but myself. I desire to be thankful for the escape. - In
the evening called to see my dear Aunts Martha, Mary & Hannah
in their new abode, & found them all down with the Influenza ——
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
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Brunswick, Hildesheim, and Hesse were joined to become the Kingdom of Westphalia under King Jérôme
Bonaparte.
President Thomas Jefferson wrote to Secretary of War Henry Dearborn, who was the primary administrator of
Indian affairs during his administration, instructing that “if we are constrained to lift the hatchet against any
tribe, we will never lay it down until that tribe is exterminated.” (Try explaining this away.)
On second thought, don’t even bother trying to explain it away — if you are one of those who suppose that

Bloodthirsty Savages awaiting extermination
by decent God-fearing white people
this Thomas Jefferson is the guy who penned our Declaration of Independence:
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

This Jefferson theme would be being constantly repeated:
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“The Whites, by law of conquest, by justice of
civilization, are masters of the American continent,
and the best safety of the frontier settlers will be
secured by the total annihilation of the few remaining
Indians.”
— L. Frank Baum, author of the OZ books

Mr. Trust Me,
the White Man’s
Ambassador
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1808
During this year in which our participation in the international slave trade ended –or, rather, during this year
in which its legality ended– Sally Hemings, President Thomas Jefferson’s mulatto house slave at Monticello,
was bearing for him while he was in the presidential residence in Washington DC the last of her seven slave
children, Eston Hemings Jefferson.

It has been established by the historian Dumas Malone that Jefferson was in the vicinity during the period when
this infant would have been conceived. The President was 65 years of age and apologist historians have been
insisting that at this point he was totally impotent and devoted to the world of ideas. This infant looked like
her other babies had, that is, it also resembled Jefferson — and it was indeed, in all likelihood, on the basis of
recent forensic evidence of the greatest reliability, Jefferson’s issue. (In regard to the other six of Dashing
Sally’s children this genetic testing is either entirely impossible now, or has turned out to provide inconclusive
evidence, able to determine the controversy neither in one way nor in the other.) Unfortunately for this Eston,
he was not quite so light in complexion as had been his brother Beverly or his sister Harriet, for he had more
of the coloration of his brother Madison, and so when mature he like Madison would be unable to disappear
into the general white population. He thus would be required to remain enslaved during the lifetime of his
father, and as his brother would point out in regard to their father,
He was not in the habit of showing
or fatherly affection to his children.
— Madison Hemings

partiality
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In Virginia it has been against the law for a good long while, for a white man to marry a woman of color such
as Sally, even were she were a free woman rather than a mere house slave. This law had flowed from the pen
of Jefferson himself:
A marriage between a person of free condition and
a slave, or between a white person and a negro,
or between a white person and a mulatto, shall be null.

During this year a similar elaboration was being added to the civil code of Louisiana: LOUISIANA CIVIL CODE
1808, page 24, Article 8: “Free persons and slaves are incapable of contracting marriage together; the
celebration of such marriages is forbidden, and the marriage is void; it is the same with respect to the marriages
contracted by free white persons with free people of color.”
John Caldwell Calhoun –who said of the Declaration of Independence’s phrase “all men are created equal”
that “it is utterly untrue”– was elected to the South Carolina legislature.
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1810

Our national birthday, Wednesday the 4th of July:30 Steele White of Georgia marveled at the skill with which
Thomas Jefferson’s “illumined mind could pen a ‘Declaration of Independence’.”31
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
An entertainment headlined as “Columbias Independence” was presented at the Washington Theatre in
Washington City.
After a delay in Albany, New York for the proper celebration of our Independence Day, DeWitte Clinton’s
party departed at 4 PM, getting precisely as far as Willard’s Tavern in the city’s 3rd ward.
In Connecticut, New Haven’s citizens had a “plowing match.”
CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY

Reviewing Ludwig van Beethoven’s Symphony no.5 for the Allgemeine Musikalische Zeitung, E.T.A.
Hoffmann wrote that Beethoven’s instrumental music “opens up to us the kingdom of the gigantic and the
immeasurable. Glowing beams shoot through this kingdom’s deep night, and we become aware of gigantic
shadows that surge up and down, enclosing us more and more narrowly and annihilating everything within us,
leaving only the pain of that interminable longing, in which every pleasure that had quickly arisen with sounds
of rejoicing sinks away and founders, and we live on, rapturously beholding the spirits themselves, only in this
pain, which, consuming love, hope, and joy within itself, seeks to burst our breast asunder with a full voiced
consonance of all the passions.” He sure had enjoyed the heck out of the performance! Don’t you wish you
could have been there?
Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
4th day 4th of 7th Mo// It has been a day of much noise & parade
about streets, being what is called Independance but no accident
has happened that I have heard off from any of the Military
exercises - A little boy fell from a Chamber Window (Gilbert
Chases Son) but was not very much hurt - My H spent the day out
at Jonathon Dennis’s with Sister Joanna, I took tea with them. —————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS

30. This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s, 6th birthday.
31. AN ORATION, COMMEMORATIVE OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE, DELIVERED ON THIS FOURTH OF JULY, 1810 (Savannah GA)
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1811
June 21, Friday: After a siege of six weeks, French forces began the final assault on Tarragona.
John Adams, who had served on the drafting committee of the Continental Congress for the preparation of a
Declaration of Independence along with Thomas Jefferson and others, was feeling resentful at the claims that
were being made that Jefferson had authored the document. “The Declaration of Independence I always
considered as a theatrical show,” he wrote at this point. “Jefferson ran away with all the stage effect ... and all
the glory of it.”32

“The United States of America had human slavery for
almost one hundred years before that custom was
recognized as a social disease and people began to fight
it. Imagine that. Wasn’t that a match for Auschwitz?
What a beacon of liberty we were to the rest of the world
when it was perfectly acceptable here to own other human
beings and treat them as we treated cattle. Who told you
we were a beacon of liberty from the very beginning?
Why would they lie like that? Thomas Jefferson owned
slaves, and not many people found that odd. It was as
though he had an infected growth on the end of his nose
the size of a walnut, and everybody thought that was
perfectly OK.”
– Kurt Vonnegut, FATES WORSE THAN DEATH, page 84

THOMAS JEFFERSON

32. Schultz, John A. and Douglass Adair, eds. THE SPUR OF FAME: DIALOGUES OF JOHN ADAMS AND BENJAMIN RUSH, 1805-1813.
San Marino CA: 1966, page 182
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Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
6th day 21 of 6 Mo// There is a meeting at Portsmouth today which
R Mott, Phebe & Hannah G Field attends - Our friend Susanna Horn
& Thos Scattergood have commenced a little family visit about
town this morning, & were at tea with us this Afternoon Thomas’s
testimony was cautionary & encouraging he hoped we should be
able to with stand temptations & endure Baptisms, Susanna was
principly encouraging, & a very sweet & precious visit it was.
Susannah is truly a precious Woman — In the evening I went to
Thos Robinsons & after they had agreed on the familys they would
visit tomorrow, I took the list & inform’d them all of it over
night
—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
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1812
January 1, Wednesday: For four days, Mount Vesuvius would be in eruption: “Effusiva — Lava ad W verso
Torre del Greco.”
The Austrian Empire’s new Civil Code went into effect.
Dr. Benjamin Rush, a mutual friend, had been attempting to get former President John Adams to reconcile with
former President Thomas Jefferson. Adams had been bitterly resentful of Jefferson’s claim that he was of
uniquely importance as the author of a foundational document, the Declaration of Independence. That
document had in fact not been a foundational document of the United States of America at all, but a mere piece
of political theatre, nor in fact had Jefferson, low man on the totem pole, had that much of a hand in the creation
of it. “The Declaration of Independence I always considered as a theatrical show,” he wrote at this point.
“Jefferson ran away with all the stage effect ... and all the glory of it.” However, on this day for the first time
in 11 years, Adams did send off a letter to Jefferson.
Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
1st of 1 Mo 1812// I commence the new Year under feelings of
depression, & seriousness on various subjects - And a concern
renewed on my mind this evening, that I may double my dilligence
in labor to dwell near the life & not suffer it to be lessened
by neglect. Altho I have not expressed much for a long time in
my journal relative to my progress in religious matters yet I
have not been unmindful of them, but there is Such a Sameness
in each days experience that it seems like unnecessary
repitition to express how it is with me daily - When I do well
I feel peace & in proportion to my neglect of duty in my
condemnation33

33. Stephen Wanton Gould Diary, 1812-1815: The Gould family papers are stored under control number 2033 at the Division of
Rare and Manuscript Collections of Cornell University Library, Box 7 Folder 10 for May 1, 1809-June 30, 1812 and Folder 11 for
July 1, 1812-August 20, 1815. Series 7 Microfilm Reel #3, positive, is made up of Friend Stephen Wanton Gould’s Diary #11, 18121815 (July 1, 1812-August 20, 1815, of which the original is held by the Quaker Collection of Haverford College)
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1813
February 7, Sunday: Russian forces occupied Warsaw.
A column of whites set out to destroy Alachua Seminole towns.
FLORIDA
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
1st day 7 of 2 M / Rode this morng to Portsmouth to attend the
funeral of my Aged cousin & friend Elizabeth Mott. I went with
Walter Cornell & got to the house in good season & proceeded to
the Meeting house with the funeral where gathered a large
concourse of people for the season of the Year & a meeting of
great favor it was. Hannah Dennis first spoke then Abigail
Robinson, then David Buffum, & then H Dennis again - all their
testimonies were solemn & weighty & I have no doubt but that
many were impressed with the solemnity of the occasion & the
truths of the doctrined declared. — My Aged cousin Zacheus Chase
has gotten so smart & comfortable that he was our to meeting
today the first time in three Ms.
I dined at Benj Motts which is the first time I was ever at his
house.
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
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1814
May 11, Wednesday: The forces of King Fernando VII entered Madrid to restore absolutism.
Robert Treat Paine, who had signed the Declaration of Independence, died in Boston. His body would be
interred in the Granary Burial Ground. I have no idea why his name fails to appear on that cemetery’s bronze
plaque:
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Our national birthday, Monday the 4th of July: Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s, 10th birthday.
The 4th was celebrated in Honolulu, Hawaii with a dinner ashore, as artillery salutes were fired from ships in
the harbor.
In New-York, Uri K. Hill sang an “Ode” written especially for the occasion while Commodore Stephen
Decatur, an honorary member of the State Society of the Cincinnati, dined with that association in Tontine
Coffee House.
The Declaration of Independence was printed in the Philadelphia Aurora General Advertiser.
In Ashburton, England, American prisoners of war celebrated the 4th by drinking 18 toasts.
CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY

At Halifax, Nova Scotia, George Back became a midshipman aboard HMS Akbar.
Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
2nd day 4th of 7 M / Considering It is Independence Day there
has been but little Muster in town to what is usual at the Annual
return of this Day. it is a time of Mourning in the land. The
countenances of most people are sadned at the sorrowful
situation of our national concerns in general but particularly
the difficulty that we have been placed under since the general
Blockade of the British on the Coast. “Commerce does indeed
droop her head” & her almost every movement is hung in Cypress,
besides the fear which exists of an attack, and our peaceful
dwelling, rased to the dust -these things tend to cast a gloom
on all around & Oh that the people would turn it to their lasting
Benefit. - My heart has been many times affected under a sense
of things as they are, but alas to see & feel is all I can do. —
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
November 23, Wednesday: After Elbridge Gerry collapsed while on his way to the US Senate,
dying in harness so to speak, he was buried in Washington DC’s Congressional Cemetery.
His widow would continue until 1849, attaining eventually to the honor of being known as the last surviving
widow of a signer of the Declaration of Independence:
[A]fter a period in which the Declaration of Independence was all
but forgotten, it was remade into a sacred text, a statement of
basic, enduring truths often described with words borrowed from the
vocabulary of religion. In the decade or so after 1815 ... the
document began to assume the quasi-religious attributes later
institutionalized without a shadow of subtlety at the “shrines” in
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the Library of Congress and, more recently, the National Archives.
I confess that I have long been and remain uncomfortable with the
use of religious words and images for what are, after all, things
of this world. That practice strikes me as idolatrous, and also
curiously at odds with the values of the Revolution. As the heirs
of a political tradition shaped by radical seventeenth-century
English Protestants, most American revolutionaries were suspicious
of Roman Catholicism and its iconographic traditions. Many went
further and opposed the use of religion to reinforce the power of
the state in any way: indeed, separation of church and state was one
of the most radical innovations of the American Revolution. It also
struck me that the Declaration of Independence itself was peculiarly
unsuited for the role it came to play, essentially as a statement
of basic principles for the guidance of an established society
which, after all, had a Bill of Rights that was supposed to perform
that function. How and why did the Declaration of Independence come
to assume the role it has assumed in American society — a statement
of values that more than any other expresses not why we separated
from Britain, and not what we are or have been, but what we ought
to be, an inscription of ideals that bind us as a people but have
also been at the center of some of the most divisive controversies
in our history?... All stories have endings, and the ending of this
story, or as much of it as I want to tell in some detail, was, I
learned, with Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg. Again, I have chosen
not to belabor my differences with people like Willmoore Kendall,
Mel Bradford, or Gary Wills, who have written on Lincoln and his
“inventive” interpretation of the Declaration. For them the
questions I address in the final chapter of the book –on how the
“remaking” of the Declaration occurred– are easily answered. Lincoln
did it. Single-handedly, they claim, he foisted his personal
understanding of the Declaration of Independence on the nation and,
as Bradford suggested, through the biblical allusions in his oratory
established the “quasi-religion of Equality.” Wills describes
Lincoln’s Gettysburg Address as perpetrating a “giant (if benign)
swindle,” as “one of the most daring acts of open-air sleight-ofhand ever witnessed by the unsuspecting,” one that revolutionized
the Revolution, “giving people a new past to live with that would
change their future indefinitely.”... My answer to Kendall and
Bradford and Wills is in a theme that goes through the book [American
Scripture: Making the Declaration of Independence] and can at least
be stated simply: the remaking of the Declaration of Independence
no less than its original creation was not an individual but a
collective act that drew on the words and thoughts of many people,
dead and alive, who struggled with the same or closely related
problems.
Elijah Wood, senior, tells me that about 1814 (or before 1815, in which year he was married, and while
he still lived at his father’s on Carlisle road), as he was riding to town on horseback in the evening alone to
singing to prepare for Thanksgiving, he stopped to let his horse drink at the brook beyond Winn’s, when he
heard a cry from some wild beast just across the river. It affected him so that he did not stop to let his horse drink
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much. When he returned later,–now with others,–they all heard it, as if answering to their shouts, somewhat
further up the river. It was also heard by some teamsters, and also an animal supposed to be the same was said
to have been seen by a woman crossing the road just west of where Wood now lives. It was thought to be a
wolverene.…

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
1816

Our national birthday, Thursday the 4th of July: Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s, 12th birthday. The
Declaration of Independence was read aloud by W.S. Radcliff in the Hall of the House of Representatives at
the Capitol.
John Binns of Philadelphia proposed the publication of a spiffy new edition of the Declaration of Independence
intended to retail at $13 a copy — which would be at that time considerably more than two weeks’ gross wages
for a laboring man.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
The initial freshman class, of four scholars, matriculated at Timothy Alden, Jr.’s Alleghany College in
Meadeville, Pennsylvania. Classes would be in the Alden home.
The following is a description of the 4th of July celebrations of this year in New-York, from Charles Haswell’s
AN OCTOGENARIAN REMINISCES:
On the eve of Fourth of July, or Independence Day, booths were
erected around the City Hall Park, and roast pig, eggnog, cider, and
spruce beer were temptingly displayed. On the following day the
militia formed at the Battery, paraded up Broadway to the City Hall,
where it was reviewed by the Mayor and Aldermen, and after executing
a feu de joie was dismissed. The various civic societies met, formed
in line, and marched through some of the principal streets; the
Tammany Society, by right of seniority, being assigned to the head
of the column.
CELEBRATING OUR

Francis Marryat has also described for our benefit the events of this festive day:
[O]n the evening of the 3rd ... the municipal police [went round]
pasting up placards, informing the citizens of New York that all
persons letting off fireworks would be taken into custody, ...
immediately followed up by the little boys proving their
independence ... by letting off squibs, crackers, and bombs -- and
cannons, made our of shin bones, which flew in the face of every
passenger... [the morning dawned, 90 degrees in the shade, with
hordes of timorous people fleeing the city] On each side of the whole
length of Broadway were ranged booths and stands ... on which were
displayed small plates of oysters, with a fork stuck in the board
opposite to each plate; clams sweltering in the hot sun; pineapples,
boiled hams, pies, puddings, barley sugar,... But what was most
remarkable, Broadway being three miles long, and the booths lining
each side of it, in every booth there was a roast pig, large or
small, as the centre attraction. Six miles of roast pig! ...[the
booths were also] loaded with porter, ale, cider, mead, brandy,
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ginger-beer, pop, soda-water, whiskey, rum, punch, gin slings,
cocktails, mint juleps ... Martial music sounded from a dozen
quarters at once;... At last the troups of militia and volunteers,
who had been gathering in the park and other squares, made their
appearance, well dressed and well equipped, and, in honour of the
day, marching as independently as they well could. I did not see
them go through many manoeuvres, but there was one which they
appeared to excel in, and that was grounding arms and eating
pies.... The crowds assembled were, as American crowds usually are,
quiet and well behaved. I recognized many of my literary friends
turned into generals, and flourishing swords ... the shipping at the
wharfs were loaded with star-spangled banners; steamers ... covered
with flags; the whole beautiful Sound was alive with boats and
sailing vessels, all flaunting with pennants and streamers. “...All
creation appeared to be independent on this day; some of the horses
particularly so, for they would not keep “in no line no how.” Some
preferred going sideways like crabs, others went backwards, some
would not go at all, others went a great deal too fast, and not a
few parted company with their riders, ... let them go which way they
would, they could not avoid the squibs and crackers. And the women
were in the same predicament: they might dance right, or dance left,
... you literally trod upon gunpowder. “When the troops marched up
Broadway, louder even than the music were to be heard the screams
of delight from the children ... “Ma! ma! there’s pa!” “Oh! there’s
John.” “Look at uncle on his big horse.” “Unless you are an amateur,
there is no occasion to go to the various places of public amusement
where their fireworks are let off, for they are sent up everywhere
in such quantities that you hardly know which way to turn your eyes.
It is, however, advisable to go into some place of safety, for the
little boys and the big boys have all got their supply of rockets,
which they fire off in the streets -- some running horizontally up
the pavement, and sticking into the back of a passenger, and others
mounting slantingdicularly and Paul-Prying into the bedroom windows
on the third floor or attics, just to see how things are going on
there. Look in any point of the compass, and you will see a shower
of rockets in the sky: turn from New York to Jersey City, from Jersey
City to Brooklyn, and shower is answered by shower on either side
of the water. Hoboken repeats the signal; and thus it is carried on
to the east, the west, the north, and the south, from Rhode Island
to the Missouri, from the Canada frontier to the Gulf of Mexico. At
the various gardens the combinations were very beautiful, and
exceeded anything that I had witnessed in London or Paris. What with
sea-serpents, giant rockets scaling heaven, Bengal lights, Chinese
fires, Italian suns, fairy bowers, crowns of Jupiter, exeranthemums,
Tartar temples, Vesta’s diadems, magic circles, morning glories,
stars of Columbia, and temples of liberty, all America was in a
blaze; and, in addition to the mode of manifesting its joy, all
America was tipsy.
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Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
5th day 4th of 7th M / Our Meeting this day was small but a
season of precious favor to my mind - During a part of the
meeting & while Hannah Dennis was speaking, the Guns were firing
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for rejoicing on the occasion of Independence, which with the
ringing of Bells was a little disturbing but not a word of
Hannah’s testimony appeard to be lost & the precious covering
continued over us - I thought I could say in Truth & Sincerity
that I was thankful I was there. —
I have often in the course of this Day commemorated it with the
same one Year ago when I left N York for home - How time passes
- another Year gone, & we who are now On the Stage of life one
Year nearer to our long homes, & perhaps & indeed no doubt to
many of us who now live in this Town it May be the last we shall
ever see —Well how necessary a preparation for the final solemn
event. - Tho’ I have on my own part to acknowledge many
deficiences, yet I am thankful for a renew’d evidence this day,
of favor still extended. — Sister Ruth dined & spent the
Afternoon & evening with us.
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
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1817
John Trumbull was commissioned by the US Congress to paint four large pictures in the rotunda of the Capitol
at Washington, from the smaller and more artistic originals of these scenes which he had painted in the 1780s
and 1790s:
•
•
•
•

Washington Resigning His Commission
Surrender of Cornwallis
Surrender of Burgoyne
Declaration of Independence

He would not have this series completed until 1824.

(The painting above, which he would paint in the 1817-1824 timeframe on a panel in the Rotunda, is 18 feet
by 12 feet. The original which he had prepared during the late 18th Century from which he worked, which you
can now view in Yale University’s Art Gallery, you will notice to be 20 inches by 30 inches. A boyhood injury
to his left eye had rendered this artist virtually monocular, with the consequence that his small-scale work is
noticeably superior to his large. His portrait of Rhode Island signer Stephen Hopkins is faked on the basis of
a descendant who was said to bear a resemblance.)
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November 20, Thursday: The 1st US war against the Black Seminoles living in the swamps of the Gulf coast
officially commenced with an attack upon Fowl Town, the home of Headman Neamathla.
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

“...The conflicts of Europeans with American-Indians,
Maoris and other aborigines in temperate regions ...
if we judge by the results we cannot regret that such
wars have taken place ... the process by which the
American continent has been acquired for European
civilization [was entirely justified because] there
is a very great and undeniable difference between
the civilization of the colonizers and that of the
dispossessed natives....”
— Bertrand Russell,
THE ETHICS OF WAR, January 1915

Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
5th day 20 of 11 M / A pretty good meeting & I believe nearly
all them members present - Father Rodman appeard in a Short but
to me very satisfactory testimony. —
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
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November 29, Saturday: Adrien Boieldieu was elected to the French Institute, replacing Etienne-Nicolas
Méhul.
In Brazil, Tomás António de Vila-Nova Portugal replaced João Paulo Bezerra as Secretary of State (prime
minister) of Portugal.
Dr. Walter Channing, Professor of Obstetrics and Medical Jurisprudence at Harvard Medical School, made an
entry in his “List of Midwifery Cases.” The entry read:

29th Mrs. B.H. Channing

Boy 104.

“Mrs. B.H. Channing” was his wife Barbara. “Boy 104” was his son. Boy 104 was soon to be christened
“William Ellery Channing II” at the request of his great-grandfather William Ellery who had signed the
Declaration of Independence — and would eventually prove to be an embarrassment to this family of
conventional overachievers.
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1818
April 12, Sunday: In an attack on the camp of the Red Stick leader Peter McQuee, the forces of General
Andrew Jackson and their allies succeeded in killing many native Americans.
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
1st day 12th of 4th M / Our Meeting this forenoon was quite full
- D Buffum engaged in a lively testimony & Jonathon Dennis, Spoke
a little in a religious way with his hat on towards the close. In the Afternoon father Rodman was engaged in a short but lively
testimony
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
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1820
John Trumbull presented his painting of the signing of the Declaration of Independence. Thomas
Jefferson would hang an engraving of this painting at Monticello alongside a copy of the Declaration, near his
most treasured maps, moose antlers, mastodon bones, native American objects, and other assorted selfmagnifying bric-a-brac.34

34. Stein, Susan R. THE WORLDS OF THOMAS JEFFERSON AT MONTICELLO. NY, 1993, pages 69, 162, 193-5
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February 15, Tuesday: At the age of 92,William Ellery was found collapsed in his chair in Newport, Rhode
Island. He had been perusing Tully’s offices in Latin. He was still serving as the Collector for the port.
When given a sip of wine and water, he revived, and so he was put to bed, still reading. In the morning they
would find him dead. The body would be buried in the Common Burial Ground on Farewell Street.

IN MEMORY OF WILLIAM ELLERY
BORN DECEMBER 22 1727
GRADUATED HARVARD COLLEGE 1747
EARLY IN THE CONTEST BETWEEN GREAT BRITAIN AND HER AMERICAN
COLONIES, HE LEFT THE PRACTICE OF LAW TO REPRESENT THIS STATE
IN CONGRESS
HE WAS AN ACTIVE AND INFLUENTIAL MEMBER OF THAT BODY FOR
MANY YEARS AND ONE OF THE SIGNERS OF THE DECLARATION OF
INDEPENDENCE.
HE DIED AFTER AN ILLNESS OF FOUR DAYS FEBRUARY 15 1820
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HE WAS IN FULL POSSESSION OF HIS POWERS TO THE CLOSE OF HIS
LONG LIFE
RARELY UNFITTED BY DISEASE FOR STUDY, SOCIETY OR OFFICIAL
DUTIES
AND WAITING FOR DEATH WITH THE HOPE OF A CHRISTIAN.
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1821
In many, perhaps a majority, of the great sectional crises of the antebellum era, it was the status of free black
Americans, not the status of black slaves, which was the pivotal issue for the white Americans who were
struggling over these issues. The crisis which preceded the 2nd Missouri Compromise in this year had been
over a provision in Missouri’s draft constitution barring free blacks and mulattos from the new state.

This provision was considered by many Northerners to negate the “privileges and immunities” clause of the
US Constitution, which held in effect that if one state were to free a black slave and grant him or her
citizenship, the other states would be bound to accept and honor and abide by such an action:
Article IV, Section 2, Paragraph 1: “The citizens of each state shall be entitled to all privileges
and immunities of citizens in the several states.”
The crisis over South Carolina’s Negro Seamen Acts of 1822-1823 would have to do with imprisoning
(and threatening with slavery) free black American seamen. And of course the central issue in Chief Justice
Roger Brooke Taney’s decision in the case of Dred Scott would focus not on the rights of slaves (they of course
had none) but on whether free black Americans had legal rights. Taney’s assertion that in the foundational
period the black person had no rights which a white person was bound to respect, that a free black American
might even be enslaved for white convenience, is of course utterly without foundation in either state or federal
law; and Taney himself in like 1818 had unhesitatingly been asserting that the Declaration of Independence
applied to black as well as white (for instance, in his defense of Gruber). Yet, however flawed his legalistic
historical revisionism may have been, Taney is taken, even by many historians, as presenting a fairly accurate
portrayal of Revolutionary-era racial attitudes. Having chosen to ground a justification of slavery upon the
racial unfitness for liberty of black Africans, defenders of slavery were trapped in needing to perceive
unenslaved black Americans as their primary obstacle. We may observe how many of the essays the COTTON
IS KING book of 1854 (a more revealing and more honest title than it assumed when it was republished in 1860
as THE PRO-SLAVERY ARGUMENT) have as much or more to say about free blacks as about slaves. (The review
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of this book in De Bow’s Review, incidentally, was called “Free Negro-dom.”) Most of the “pro-slavery”
arguments made by John C. Calhoun through his career are not so much about the desirability of slavery as
they are about the freedom of free black Americans — most notoriously, his continued and unrepentant
presentation of lying statistics from the 1840 census on the rate of free black insanity. A particularly invidious
legacy of this strategy of defending black slavery by attacking the freedom of black Americans is that the antifree-black argument could continue — and has continued — long after slavery was no more. by seeking to
debase all blacks to the level of slaves, proslavery ideologues turned freedpeople, a group which in most
societies has identified much more closely with their former masters than with their former fellow slaves
(Orlando Patterson, SLAVERY AND SOCIAL DEATH) into a sizeable population within the body politic
committed to an end to slavery for personal as well as altruistic reasons.
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January 6-July 29: Thomas Jefferson sketched out the events of his life up to his service as Secretary of State,
taking care to mention of course that in 1776, as a member of the committee appointed by the Continental
Congress to “prepare a declaration of independence,” his colleagues had “desired me to do it. It was
accordingly done, and being approved by them, I reported it to the house on Friday the 28th of June.”

Because “the sentiments of men are known not only by what they receive, but what they reject also,” Jefferson
included in this sketch not only the draft approved by Congress but also the “parts struck out” by its members
and “those inserted by them.” Since “erroneous statements of the proceedings on the declaration of
independence” had appeared “before the public in latter times,” he alleged forcefully that his lengthy
description of the genesis of the Declaration document had been derived not from memory but from notes he
had taken on the spot (immensely valuable notes which, if actually they ever had existed, unfortunately we
have never been able to place into the hands of our historians). In this memoir, however, he made no overt
claim to authorship, either sole or otherwise.35
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
“The United States of America had human slavery for
almost one hundred years before that custom was
recognized as a social disease and people began to fight
it. Imagine that. Wasn’t that a match for Auschwitz?
What a beacon of liberty we were to the rest of the world
when it was perfectly acceptable here to own other human
beings and treat them as we treated cattle. Who told you
we were a beacon of liberty from the very beginning?
Why would they lie like that? Thomas Jefferson owned
slaves, and not many people found that odd. It was as
though he had an infected growth on the end of his nose
the size of a walnut, and everybody thought that was
perfectly OK.”
– Kurt Vonnegut, FATES WORSE THAN DEATH, page 84

THOMAS JEFFERSON
35. “Autobiography.” Peterson, Merrill D., ed. THOMAS JEFFERSON: WRITINGS. NY: 1984
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At some point during this year Thomas Jefferson sat for a portrait by Thomas Sully:

(In France, this portrait would be used as the basis for a statue of him, that would stand seven-and-a-half-foot
tall exclusive of pedestal for many years before the White House.)
October 24, Wednesday: According to an article in the Caledonian Mercury of Edinburgh, Scotland for
December 6th, on October 24th the army of the United Kingdom had placed a number of its officers on halfpay. Among those were the officers of the 37th Regiment of Foot: “Captain J. Thoreau; Lieutenant C. Vincent;
Ensign Hon. A.C.J. Brown.”
CAPTAIN JOHN THOREAU
Thomas Jefferson’s proposal for a revision of the laws of Virginia was approved. This self-described “author
of the Declaration of Independence” had an understanding of race “treason” that would create a “treason” law
of aiding and abetting a servile insurrection, which after several revisions would become the deadly Virginia
“treason” statute under which Captain John Brown would be hanged:
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On the subject of the Criminal law, all were agreed that the
punishment of death should be abolished, except for treason and
murder; and that, for other felonies should be substituted hard
labor in the public works, and in some cases, the Lex talionis.
How this last revolting principle came to obtain our
approbation, I do not remember. There remained indeed in our
laws a vestige of it in a single case of a slave. it was the
English law in the time of the Anglo-Saxons, copied probably
from the Hebrew law of “an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth,”
and it was the law of several antient people. But the modern
mind had left it far in the rear of its advances.
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1822
August 22, Thursday: King George IV began a visit to Scotland.
Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
5th day 22 of 8 M / Life with me was low at Meeting yet I trust
it was not so with all — a short testimony from father Rodman —
No buisness in the Preparative Meeting
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
By this point a new conception of what it meant to be an author was seizing the American mind, and this new
conception, the conception of sole authorship and inspiration, was exposing Thomas Jefferson, as the alleged
perpetrator of our Declaration of Independence, whose claims had always been regarded in some quarters as
exaggerated and selfserving, to suspicions of plagiarism.36 John Adams therefore wrote to Timothy

Pickering37 pointing out that “there is not an idea” in that document that had not “been hackneyed in Congress
for two years before.”

You inquire why so young a man as Mr. Jefferson was placed at
the head of the committee for preparing a Declaration of
Independence? I answer: It was the Frankfort advice, to place
36. Imagine a slavemaster being guilty of plagiarizing — this goes against the very Latin etymology of the word!
37. Charles Francis Adams ed. The Works of John Adams, Volume II, The Diary (1850).
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Virginia at the head of everything. Mr. Richard Henry Lee might
be gone to Virginia, to his sick family, for aught I know, but
that was not the reason of Mr. Jefferson’s appointment. There
were three committees appointed at the same time, one for the
Declaration of Independence, another for preparing articles of
confederation, and another for preparing a treaty to be proposed
to France. Mr. Lee was chosen for the Committee of
Confederation, and it was not thought convenient that the same
person should be upon both. Mr. Jefferson came into Congress in
June, 1775, and brought with him a reputation for literature,
science, and a happy talent of composition. Writings of his were
handed about, remarkable for the peculiar felicity of
expression. Though a silent member in Congress, he was so
prompt, frank, explicit, and decisive upon committees and in
conversation - not even Samuel Adams was more so - that he soon
seized upon my heart; and upon this occasion I gave him my vote,
and did all in my power to procure the votes of others. I think
he had one more vote than any other, and that placed him at the
head of the committee. I had the next highest number, and that
placed me the second. The committee met, discussed the subject,
and then appointed Mr. Jefferson and me to make the draft, I
suppose because we were the two first on the list. The
subcommittee met. Jefferson proposed to me to make the draft. I
said, “I will not,” “You should do it.” “Oh! no.” “Why will you
not? You ought to do it.” “I will not.” “Why?” “Reasons enough.”
“What can be your reasons?” “Reason first, you are a Virginian,
and a Virginian ought to appear at the head of this business.
Reason second, I am obnoxious, suspected, and unpopular. You are
very much otherwise. Reason third, you can write ten times
better than I can.” “Well,” said Jefferson, “if you are decided,
I will do as well as I can.” “Very well. When you have drawn it
up, we will have a meeting.” A meeting we accordingly had, and
conned the paper over. I was delighted with its high tone and
the flights of oratory with which it abounded, especially that
concerning Negro slavery, which, though I knew his Southern
brethren would never suffer to pass in Congress, I certainly
never would oppose. There were other expressions which I would
not have inserted if I had drawn it up, particularly that which
called the King tyrant. I thought this too personal, for I never
believed George to be a tyrant in disposition and in nature; I
always believed him to be deceived by his courtiers on both sides
of the Atlantic, and in his official capacity, only, cruel. I
thought the expression too passionate, and too much like
scolding, for so grave and solemn a document; but as Franklin
and Sherman were to inspect it afterwards, I thought it would
not become me to strike it out. I consented to report it, and
do not now remember that I made or suggested a single alteration.
We reported it to the committee of five. It was read, and I do
not remember that Franklin or Sherman criticized anything. We
were all in haste. Congress was impatient, and the instrument
was reported, as I believe, in Jefferson’s handwriting, as he
first drew it. Congress cut off about a quarter of it, as I
expected they would; but they obliterated some of the best of
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it, and left all that was exceptionable, if anything in it was.
I have long wondered that the original draft had not been
published. I suppose the reason is the vehement philippic
against Negro slavery. As you justly observe, there is not an
idea in it but what had been hackneyed in Congress for two years
before. The substance of it is contained in the declaration of
rights and the violation of those rights in the Journals of
Congress in 1774. Indeed, the essence of it is contained in a
pamphlet, voted and printed by the town of Boston, before the
first Congress met, composed by James Otis, as I suppose, in one
of his lucid intervals, and pruned and polished by Samuel
Adams.”
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November 8, Friday-14, Thursday: According to Anita Haya Patterson’s FROM EMERSON TO KING:
DEMOCRACY, RACE, AND THE POLITICS OF PROTEST (NY: Oxford UP, 1997, pages 131-2), at this point Waldo
Emerson’s journal demonstrates that Emerson was so thoroughly bemused by the scientistic legitimations of
prejudice common in his era that he went with that sort of crap even when it contradicted the very principles
upon which our republic ostensibly had been founded, as to be discovered for instance in such foundational
documents as the Declaration of Independence:
I believe that nobody now regards the maxim “that all men are
born equal,” as any thing more than a convenient hypothesis or
an extravagant declamation.... For all the reverse is true, —
that all men are born unequal in personal powers and in those
essential circumstances, of time, parentage, country, fortune.
The least knowledge of the natural history of man adds another
important particular to these; namely, of what class of men he
belongs to — European, Moor, Tartar, African? Because nature has
plainly assigned different degrees of intellect to these
different races, and the barriers between are insurmountable.
This inequality is an indication of the design of Providence
that some should lead, and some should serve.... If we speak in
general of the two classes Man and Beast, we say that they are
separated by the distinction of Reason, and the want of it....
I saw ten, twenty, a hundred large lipped, lowbrowed black men
in the streets who, except in the mere matter of language, did
not exceed the sagacity of the elephant. Now is it true that
these were created superior to this wise animal, and designed
to controul [sic] it? And in comparison with the highest orders
of men, the Africans will stand so low as to make the difference
which subsists between themselves & the sagacious beasts
inconsiderable. It follows from this, that this is a distinction
which cannot be much insisted on. [I’ll cut Emerson’s musings
short here, and leap to his conclusion:]...are not they an upper
order of inferior animals?

She points out that like so many of his contemporaries who were presuming their own race to be inherently
and intrinsically superior, Emerson was wont to speculate bloodily that the inferior races, those which could
not achieve national status, would most likely be exterminated, but that it would be a serious mistake for us
simply to disregard what Emerson has to say on the basis of such a repellent race politics — as we have such
a great deal to learn in the process of considering and considering and reconsidering and reconsidering the
manner in which his thinking was wrong, and viciously wrong:
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The sheer weight of evidence that proves the fact of Waldo
Emerson’s racism is disturbing. However, we would miss the focus
of this discussion –namely, the historical function of racism in
Emerson’s writings– were we simply to dismiss him for exhibiting
the racist perceptions of his time.... Emerson’s racism is
central to his vision of American nationality — a compelling,
myopic vision that must be viewed in the context of a violent
policy of westward expansion that prevailed in nineteenth-century
America. In NATURE, Emerson’s unmistakable reference to the
raciality of the American self allows him to situate that self at
the brink of egocentric absolutism: at the same time he expresses
a near disavowal of human society represented by ties to the
liberal-democratic state in NATURE, Emerson’s racist imagination
of the white, male body of Columbus is a framework for social
cohesion. For Emerson, race functions to express both a threat to
and an affirmation of social order. Generally speaking, Emerson’s
racist vision of the representative self is essential for his
articulation of a call to revolution — what Henry Thoreau (and,
much later, [the Reverend] Martin Luther King, Jr.) would
designate as “civil disobedience.”

“Waldo Emerson’s profound racism abated over time, but
it never disappeared, always hovering in the background
and clouding his democratic vision. Like all too many
of his fellow intellectuals, throughout his life and
works Emerson remained convinced that the
characteristics that made the United States, for all its
flaws, the great nation of the world were largely the
product of its Saxon heritage and history. Here, alas,
Ralph Waldo Emerson’s democratic imagination largely
failed him.”
— Peter Field
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YOU SEE, I’M A WHITE MAN

INDEPENDENCY
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1823
June: In 1820, President John Quincy Adams had authorized the preparation of a copperplate facsimile of the
Declaration of Independence by Washington DC engraver William J. Stone, so that its flourishes and
signatures could be made media-accessible, but in the 3-year laborious preparation of said new copperplate the
original (which is now well protected in a sealed inert atmosphere under glass), which had been inscribed in
quill pen on a very ordinary sheet of commercial hempen parchment of local manufacture, was severely
damaged (unless somehow it had already come to be in bad shape).

(If you suppose you have sighted a copy of the “original” Declaration of Independence, in all likelihood what
you have sighted is a reprocessed reverse image of this belated 1823 copperplate. Very often these reprocessed
images have added white space so that the sheet size will conform to modern conventions, and almost always
the engraver William J. Stone’s 1823 mark has been either burnished off or PhotoShop-erased. In any event
the original July 4, 1776 Declaration had been a rather poorly typeset unsigned document suitable only for
tacking up on streetcorners, not any sort of fancy-penmanship fine-paperstock holograph.)
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The reputation of Asher Brown Durand was established by his engraving of the painting “Declaration of
Independence.” For the next decade he would continue to do engraved reproductions of paintings by American
artists (e.g. Ariadne by John Vanderlyn). He would also illustrate gift books, or annuals, and engrave a popular
series of 72 portraits of famous contemporary Americans.

June 25, Wednesday: Initially the Declaration of Independence document was being celebrated not as a
guarantor of civil rights but merely as a solidarity document having to do with secession and danger and
independence, in other words, with nationalistic chauvinism. It was, after all, a declaration of war, and how
many declarations of war do you know of that become famous and are celebrated? It would not be until the
1850s that Abraham Lincoln would begin instead to mine the polite generalities of the introduction to the
Declaration for the work they might do in support of individual rights — were we to begin to take these polite
generalities seriously. In that vein, Thomas Jefferson responded on this day to a letter from John Winn, William
C. Rives, Daniel M. Railey, John Ormond, Horace Branham, and George W. Nichols, refusing to provide them
as requested with the date of his birth: “The only birthday I ever commemorate is that of our Independence,
the Fourth of July.”
In Newport, Rhode Island, Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
4th day 25th of 6th M 1823 / My Mind has for days & weeks been
under the presure of a Concern, which has bourne with much
weight. I feel desirous, & humbly beg in mental supplication
that the thing may appear with greater brightness than it now
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does tho’ it is on account of another whom I dearly love yet, I
want to feel different. —
Have read this Afternoon a manuscript account of Joanna Hazard
wife of Benjn of S Kingstown, who died 4th of 1st M 1820 Aged
24 Years, a view of her pious short life, & triumphant close,
excited no small emotion in my heart. — I may acknowledge with
gratitude the reading was proffitable
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS

Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: An elaborate ceremony took place at Mount Vernon with Vice
President Daniel D. Tompkins in attendance.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
Timothy Pickering publicly repeated the charge that John Adams had communicated to him on August 22,
1822, of Thomas Jefferson’s plagiarism of ideas placed in the Declaration of Independence.38

Hezikiah Prince Jr., in the small port town (for the coasting trade) of Thomaston, Maine, in his journal of 18221828 (published by the Maine Historical Society in 1965) described a July 4th celebration. He reported more
of a formal celebration this year than the previous one, but:39
There being considerable division, the parties divided and the
Federalists had this meetinghouse and the Republicans the Brick
Meetinghouse at the Meadow. I of course joined the Republicans.
The Brick Meetinghouse was very neatly and handsomely decorated.
The clerical services were performed by Rev. Job Washburn. The
Declaration of Independence was read by William Farley of
Waldoboro and an oration by John Ruggles, Esq. which was
received with universal applause. [Later] a company of about 300
took dinner with all the usual ceremonies. The party broke up
about four o’clock and every one retired to their homes, well
pleased with what they had seen, heard, and tasted.

38. COL. PICKERING’S OBSERVATIONS INTRODUCTORY TO READING THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, AT SALEM, JULY 4,
1823. Richard Henry Lee had already suggested that Jefferson had “copied from [John] Locke’s treatise on government.”
39. This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s, 19th birthday.
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Per the journal of Albert Gallatin’s son James as recorded in THE DIARY OF JAMES GALLATIN (edited by Count
Gallatin with an introduction by Viscount Bryce and published in London by William Heinemann in 1916):
A horrible day here [New-York]; the noise of the July 4
celebration intolerable. I have to rub my eyes to see if I am
awake, that it is true I am not in the Rue de l’Université. How
I regret it. Father is going alone to see the new house in
Western Virginia-also to Washington. I take mamma and Frances
to Baltimore to-morrow. We are stopping right in the country at
a nice old house which belongs to the Montgomery family. But the
difference in everything; only about three private coaches in
New York- no means of getting about. The streets absolutely
filthy and the heat horrible. I have been nearly every night for
a long walk. No roads-no paths. I never realized the absolutely
unfinished state of the American cities until I returned. The
horrible chewing of tobacco- the spitting; all too awful. We
have had a charming and hospitable reception, but all is so
crude.
In England, the suicide law sponsored by Sir James MacKintosh (4 George IV.c 52) was enacted by the House
of Commons. The new suicide arrangements decreed that bodies of suicides could in the future be interred in
churchyards or public burial places, so long as the interment took place within 24 hours of the coroner’s inquest
and certificate, was after 9PM and before midnight, and was bereft of any accompanying Christian religious
observance. (This law would be altered in 1882 to allow interment in churchyards at any time of day and to
allow the interment to be accompanied by a religious observance. Then, in 1961, suicide would be declared to
be no longer a criminal offence in England.) All goods and chattels still were of course forfeit to the Crown
(some things don’t change).
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August 30, Saturday: Giacomo Costantino Beltrami arrived back at Fort St. Anthony. He would continue
down the Mississippi River toward his original destination, New Orleans, Louisiana.

The recollection of John Adams was that the 5-person committee for the preparation of a Declaration of
Independence document (John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, Thomas Jefferson, Robert Livingston, and Roger
Sherman) had appointed Jefferson and him to produce a draft document. Jefferson wrote to James Madison on
this date, however, insisting that to the contrary, this 5-person committee actually had “unanimously pressed
on myself alone to undertake the draught.” Jefferson had always been willing to admit that, in promoting
himself as the sole author of the Declaration, he had not meant to give anybody the idea he had been in any
way original or creative: “I did not consider it as any part of my charge to invent new ideas altogether and to
offer no sentiment which had ever been expressed before,” he had communicated to Adams as early as 1819.40
The accusations that the principles contained within the Declaration had been previously voiced in Congress
and set into print by writers such as John Locke “may all be true,” he wrote to Madison at this point, but
“whether I had gathered my ideas from reading or reflection I do not know. I know only that I turned to neither
book or pamphlet while writing it.”41 (At some point in these early 1820s, R.H. Lee’s grandson and namesake
had struck a raw nerve with Jefferson concerning authorship of the Declaration of Independence by insisting
that a “small part of that memorable instrument” should be attributed to Jefferson,” since the remainder of it
“he stole from LOCKE'S ESSAYS.” Jefferson had attempted to explain in response that his goal had been “not
to find out new principles, or new arguments never before thought of, not merely to say things which had never
been said before; but to place before mankind the common sense of the subject, in terms so plain and firm as
to command their assent.... Neither aiming at originality of principles or sentiments, nor yet copied from any
particular or previous writing, it was intended to be an expression of the American mind.... All its authority
rests then on the harmonizing sentiments of the day, whether expressed in conversation, in letters, printed
essays, or the elementary books of public right, as Aristotle, Cicero, Locke.”)

40. Cappon, Lester J., ed. THE ADAMS-JEFFERSON LETTERS: THE COMPLETE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THOMAS JEFFERSON
AND JOHN AND ABIGAIL ADAMS. Chapel Hill NC: 1959, Volume II, pages 543-4
41. Smith, James Morton, ed. THE REPUBLIC OF LETTERS: THE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THOMAS JEFFERSON AND JAMES
MADISON, 1776-1826. NY: 1995, Volume III, pages 1875-6
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September 6, Saturday: James Madison responded reassuringly to Thomas Jefferson’s letter of August 30th,
assured him that “Nothing can be more absurd than the cavil that the Declaration contains known and not new
truths. The object was to assert not to discover truths, and to make them the basis of the Revolutionary Act.
The merit of the Draught,” Madison offered, “could consist only in a lucid communication of human rights, a
condensed enumeration of the reasons for such an exercise of them,” and prose “in a style and tone appropriate
to the great occasion, and to the spirit of the American people.”42
In Newport, Rhode Island, Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
7th day 6th of 9 M 1823 / In consequence of my being under
necessity of attending the Proprietors Meeting I could bot go
to aunt Martha Goulds [Aunt Patty} as early in the day as usual
but at 4 OC in the afternoon when the Meeting broke up [—]lled
in with a view to perform my daily labour & found her too low
to be moved. She seemed past notice of any thing but after a
little while revived & seemed in much distress & if she knew me
at all it was not long at a time. — I procured two good Watchers
for the night [—] Knowles & James Mitchells Wife, which was all
I could do for her
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS

42. Smith, James Morton, ed., THE REPUBLIC OF LETTERS: THE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THOMAS JEFFERSON AND JAMES
MADISON, 1776-1826. NY, 1995, Volume III, page 1877
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1825
The Italian count Carlo Vidua would note after touring America in this year that “the document [the
Declaration of Independence] has become a national memorial which is publicly read each year,” its “framed
facsimile is found in almost every home,” and its “author is regarded as the living Patriarch of the American
Republic.”43

THOMAS JEFFERSON
November 14, Monday: Thomas Jefferson gave to the husband of his all-white granddaughter, Ellen Wayles
Coolidge, the lap desk on which he had drafted the Declaration of Independence, emphasizing “the part it has
borne in history” and predicting that such objects might soon “acquire a superstitious value because of their
connection with particular persons.” “Mr. Coolidge must do for me the favor of accepting this,” he told Ellen.
“Its imaginary value will increase with the years, and if he lives to my age, or another half century, he may yet
see it carried in the procession of our nation’s birthday, as the relics of the saints are in those of the church.”44
This is as good a context as any, into which to introduce a correction of historical misinformation about what
Jefferson did and did not accomplish with his will. Jefferson did not as Rachel Findley believes leave his slaves
to his white daughter. As a standard element of probate law all one’s debts must be settled –in this case through
the sale of valuable assets such as slaves– before anything at all might become unencumbered and therefore
inheritable by any family inheritor such as his white daughter. In effect Jefferson by accumulating debt willed
his slaves not to his white daughter but to white creditors.

JOHN WOOLMAN AND THOMAS JEFFERSON,
per Rachel Findley <rafindley@EARTHLINK.NET>
Friend John Woolman, a generation or so earlier than Thomas
Jefferson, faced a related problem as a twenty-three year old:
his boss asked him, in his role as clerk, to write out a bill
of sale, selling the boss’s woman slave to another member of the
Society of Friends. Woolman, taken by surprise, complied
“through weakness,” though he did tell his boss and the Friend
that he believed slavekeeping to be inconsistent with
Christianity.
He refused all further requests to write instruments of sale or
wills that left slaves to others rather than freeing him. In so
doing, he faced the disapproval of respected members of his
community as well as the possible loss of his means of
livelihood.

43. Cometti, Elizabeth and Veleria Gennaro-Lerda. “The Presidential Tour of Virginia of Carlo Vidua with Letters on Virginia.”
Virginia Magazine of History and Biography LXXVII (1969):398
44. Betts, E.M. and J.A. Bear, eds. THE FAMILY LETTERS OF THOMAS JEFFERSON. Columbia MO, 1966, pages 461-2
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In later years he wrote a great deal about the practices that
made slavekeepers feel that they were trapped in slaveholding,
and that their children needed them to pass slaves on to them
when they died.
People through riches and power became accustomed to consuming
more than was necessary for a comfortable and convenient way of
living. Thus instead of everyone living in “sweetness and
satisfaction,” some lived in superfluity and others in poverty
or slavery.
The desire to pass on an unjust way of life to one’s children,
while understandable as an outgrowth of parental affection, was
inconsistent with universal love.
Woolman addressed himself directly to the Quaker slaveholders
of his day. I don’t know whether Jefferson ever heard of him or
read any of his essays or his JOURNAL. I believe that he would
have understood how Jefferson got caught by his intellectual
curiosity, desire for a gracious life, and preference for
leisure to do politics and philosophy rather than labor.
Jefferson failed to keep his expenses in line with his income,
and wound up in debt; by leaving his slaves to his white daughter
rather than freeing them, he chose to let the slaves bear the
burden of the debt.
Woolman wrote, “In our care for our children, should we give way
to partiality in things relating to what may be when we are gone,
yet after death we cannot look at partiality with pleasure. If
by our wealth we make them great without a full persuasion that
we could not bestow it better, and then give them power to deal
hardly with others more virtuous than they, it can, after death,
give us no more satisfaction than if by this treasure we had
raised these others above our own and given them power to oppress
ours. “...to be redeemed from all the remains of selfishness,
to have a universal regard to our fellow creatures, and love
them as our Heavenly Father loves them, we must constantly
attend to the influence of his Spirit.”
Both Woolman and Jefferson knew that slavery was evil. Jefferson
wrote, “I tremble for my country when I remember that God is
just, and that his justice will not sleep forever.” Woolman
chose to act from the heart of that knowledge. Jefferson did not.
It might be well for us to ask ourselves what we may be ensnared
in that will look as strange to those who come after us as
Jefferson’s actions do to us.
Another point that needs to be made in regard to this analysis by Rachel Findley would be that although
Jefferson did understand slavery as evil, he considered that this evil was something that was forced upon us by
the fact that there were Negroes in the world, inferior human beings with whom we were required to deal: one
way to fix this problem as perceived by Jefferson would be to create a world in which there were no Negroes,
or at least a world in which negritude had been so utterly diluted with white blood (such as his own) as to be
no longer detectable.
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1826
June 24: Chronic intestinal illness had so debilitated Thomas Jefferson by this point that he was begging his
personal physician, Dr. Robley Dunglison, to make a house call. Nevertheless on this day he was writing to
the Mayor of Washington DC, Roger C. Weightman, in response to an invitation to the city’s celebration of the
50th anniversary of American independence. He would most surely like to join “with the small band, the
remnant of that host of worthies,” that had bequeathed to the new nation through its Declaration of
Independence a legacy of liberty. He opinioned, thinking obviously in terms of some universe somewhere else
that happens to be made up all and only of white males of property, that “[T]he mass of mankind has not been
born with saddles on their backs, nor a favored few booted and spurred, ready to ride them legitimately, by the
grace of God.”45

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: Construction was initiated at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania on the
Main Line Canal.
The cornerstone was laid for the first lock of the Oswego Canal.
About noon, Stephen Collins Foster was born in Lawrenceville (Pittsburgh), Pennsylvania, the 9th child of
William Barclay Foster, a businessman, and Eliza Clayland Tomlinson, daughter of a fairly well-off farmer.
Giacomo Meyerbeer and Eugene Scribe met in Paris to discuss Robert le diable for perhaps the 1st time.
English newspapers picked up and translated, word for word, the hoax or invention that had appeared in the
Journal du Commerce de Lyon about an Englishman, one Roger Dodsworth, who had apparently been frozen
in a Mount Saint Gothard glacier since an avalanche in 1654, and had on July 4th been recovered and

45. Quoting without attribution an English opponent of the class system who had sought to eliminate the distinction between the
common people and the aristocracy, during the English civil war, Richard Rumbold. Because of the origin of the quotation, it

is clear that this comment does not mean “all men are created equal,” but means instead “those fine people who preen
as my superiors are no more worthy than me.” In other words, the force of the quotation is a leveling one, but only a
leveling down, not in any sense a leveling up. One of the things it unfortunately does not mean is “my inferiors are as
worthy of human consideration as I am.”
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reanimated “by the usual remedies” by a Dr. Hotham of Northumberland. Mary Godwin Wollstonecraft
Shelley read this newspaper account and by October would produce her THE REANIMATED MAN.

The newspapers of 1826 abounded with descriptions of solemn odes, processions, orations, toasts, and other
such commemoratives of July 4th, the 50th anniversary of the Declaration of Independence. One reflection of
the public conception of the Declaration was Royall Tyler’s “Country Song for the Fourth of July,” a poem
that describes a New England celebration of the Brother Jonathan type, where neighbors gather for food, fun,
and festivities. A clear view of just how the political ideals of the Declaration were received by the masses
shines through Tyler’s rhymed directions for the country dance. Here is how his dance appeared in an 1841
publication (although Tyler, who would die on August 26, 1826 from cancer of the face, could only have
composed this in a considerably earlier timeframe).
Squeak the fife and beat the drum,
Independence day is come!!
Let the roasting pig be bled,
Quick twist off the cockerel’s head.
Quickly rub the pewter platter.
Heap the nutcakes, fried in butter.
Set the cups, and beaker glass,
The Pumpkin and the apple sauce.
Send the keg to shop for brandy;
Maple sugar we have handy,
Independent, staggering Dick,
A noggin mix of swingeing thick,
Sal, put on your russet skirt,
Jotham, get your boughten shirt,
To-day we dance to tiddle diddle.
—Here comes Sambo with his fiddle;
Sambo, take a dram of whiskey,
And play up Yankee doodle frisky.
Moll, come leave your witched tricks,
And let us have a reel of six;
Father and mother shall make two;
Sal, Moll, and I, stand all a-row,
Sambo, play and dance with quality;
This is the day of blest equality,
Father and mother are but men,
And Sambo — is a citizen.
Come foot it, Sal, — Moll, figure in.
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And, mother, you dance up to him;
Now saw fast as e’er you can do
And father, you cross o’er to Sambo,
—Thus we dance, and thus we play,
On glorious Independence Day. —
[2 more verses in like manner]

In Salem, Massachusetts, 4th-of-July orator the Reverend Henry Root Colman delivered the necessary oration.
This would be printed by the town as AN ORATION DELIVERED IN SALEM, JULY 4, 1826, AT THE REQUEST OF
THE TOWN, ON THE COMPLETION OF A HALF CENTURY SINCE THE DECLARATION OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE. Meanwhile, elsewhere, 4th-of-July orator George Bancroft was alerting an audience to the
fact that his attitudes about government were coming to tend toward the democratic.
On this 50th anniversary of our American independence, which at the time we were referring to as our “Jubilee
of Freedom” event, on the 22d birthday of Nathaniel Hawthorne, both former President Thomas Jefferson
and former President John Adams died.46 This was taken at the time to constitute a sign of national favor from
Heaven, although why death ought to be regarded as a sign of favor remains untheorized — perhaps once again
we Americans were “pushing the envelope” of what it is to be a human being. At any rate, this coincidence
would become quite the topic for conversation in our American republic.
FAMOUS LAST WORDS: Jefferson: “Is it the 4th?” —Ah.” John Adams: “Thomas Jefferson still survives”
(actually Jefferson had died at 12:50PM and then Adams died at 5:30PM.)
Even before news of Jefferson’s demise had reached Washington DC, Mayor Roger C. Weightman was having
his final letter read aloud at that city’s Independence Day national-birthday festivities. The most stirring words
in that former president’s missive –his assertion that the mass of mankind had not been born “with saddles on
their backs” nor a favored few “booted and spurred” to “ride” them– had of course originated in the speech
delivered by the leveler Colonel Richard Rumbold on the scaffold moments before his execution for treason
against the English monarchy, at the conclusion of the English Civil War, in the Year of Our Lord 1685.47
Those who noticed that the former President had intentionally or unknowingly been borrowing sentiments did
not see fit to record that fact in writing.48

46. At any rate, this coincidence would become quite the topic for conversation in our American republic. Refer to L. H. Butterfield,
"The Jubilee of Independence, July 4, 1826," Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, LXI (1953), pages 135-38; Joseph J.
Ellis, Passionate Sage: The Character and Legacy of John Adams (NY, 1993), pages 210-16; Robert P. Hay, "The Glorious
Departure of the American Patriarchs: Contemporary Reactions to the Deaths of Jefferson and Adams," Journal of Southern
History, XXXV (1969), pages 543-55; Merrill D.Peterson, The Jefferson Image in the American Mind, 1960, pages 3-14.

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
Former president Jefferson’s death at Monticello (“All my wishes and where I hope my days will end — at
Monticello.”) would be followed shortly by the auction of his 90 black slaves over 12 years of age –along with
his 12 black slaves between 9-12 years of age, his 73 cows of unknown coloration, and his 27 horses also of
unknown coloration– for he had been living quite beyond his means, bringing back with him for instance from
France no fewer than 86 large crates of civilized goodies. Jefferson did, however, set free his mulatto blood
relatives. Jefferson, one might say, in allowing that after a certain number of crosses with white daddys, an
infant ought to be considered to be white, had “pushed the envelope” of what it meant to be a human being.
Yeah, right.

THOMAS JEFFERSON

JOHN ADAMS

Mary Moody Emerson entered into her Almanack a comment that this was the day on which her Country had
thrown the gage (thrown down the gauntlet, issued a challenge to a duel of honor):
tho’ the revolution gave me to slavery of poverty
& ignorance & long orphanship, — yet it gave my
fellow men liberty

HOLOGRAPHIC IMAGES
47. Macaulay’s HISTORY OF ENGLAND, Chapter V; Adair, Douglass. “Rumbold’s Dying Speech, 1685, and Jefferson’s Last Words
on Democracy, 1826,” William and Mary Quarterly, 3rd Series, IX (1952): pages 526, 530:

I never could believe that Providence had sent a few men into the world,
ready booted and spurred to ride, and millions ready saddled and bridled
to be ridden.
Rumbold was not merely being hanged but being hanged, drawn, and quartered — the penalty for an attempt upon the monarch.
This trope about horses, saddles, boots, and spurs was taken at the time to have been originated by Jefferson, in John A. Shaw’s
EULOGY, PRONOUNCED AT BRIDGEWATER, MASSACHUSETTS, AUGUST 2D, 1826 and in Henry Potter’s EULOGY, PRONOUNCED IN
FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH-CAROLINA, JULY 20TH, 1826 and in John Tyler’s EULOGY, PRONOUNCED AT RICHMOND, VIRGINIA, JULY
11, 1826 in A SELECTION OF EULOGIES, PRONOUNCED IN THE SEVERAL STATES, IN HONOR OF THOSE ILLUSTRIOUS PATRIOTS AND
STATESMEN, JOHN ADAMS AND THOMAS JEFFERSON (Hartford CT: 1826). See also THE LAST LETTER OF THE ILLUSTRIOUS
STATESMAN, THOMAS JEFFERSON, ESQ. AUTHOR OF THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE: BEING HIS ANSWER TO AN INVITATION
TO JOIN THE CITIZENS OF WASHINGTON IN CELEBRATING THE FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE: MONTICELLO,
JUNE 24, 1826 (Washington DC: 1826).
That 17th-Century incident was not the first one in our history to conform to the dictum “there must be none higher than us,
though of course there must always be some lower than us,” for in the 14th Century the Reverend John Ball had been hanged for
preaching against public toleration of privileged classes:

“When Adam dalf [digged] and Eve span,
Who was then a gentleman?”
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Isabella (Sojourner Truth), who would have been approximately 29 years old, had in this year borne another
daughter, whom she had named Sophia, who would need to grow up laboring as an indentured servant, by the
husband Thomas to whom she had been assigned by her master who would not admit that he was a husband.
She had once again increasing the prosperity of the master race! The remaining slaves of New York State were
to be freed one year from this date, and John Dumont had solemnly promised Isabella in some earlier period
that he would free her and her husband “a year early” and set them up in a nearby log cabin. So it had come
time for the white race to be true to its word. However, since the master had made that commitment to this
enslaved woman, she had carelessly chopped off one of her fingers while working for him –so he figured she
couldn’t work as productively with only nine fingers as she had with ten, and so –he figured she must still owe
him some work. Fair’s fair, right? No freedom, no cabin, not yet, instead work some more for nothing.
(But don’t lose heart, as maybe later I’ll be able to keep my solemn promise.)
TIMELINE OF ACCIDENTS

48. Note that we have here an American author who is establishing his claim to fame upon his being the author of the memorable
phrases of our foundational document, and who is attempting incautiously to do so by appropriating phrases originated by someone
else. Also, we have here an American public so stupid or so patriotic that it lets him get away with it. Witness John A. Shaw,
EULOGY, PRONOUNCED AT BRIDGEWATER, MASSACHUSETTS, AUGUST 2D, 1826 in A Selection of Eulogies, Pronounced in the
Several States, in Honor of Those Illustrious Patriots and Statesmen, John Adams and Thomas Jefferson (Hartford, Conn., 1826),
163; Henry Potter, “Eulogy, Pronounced in Fayetteville, North-Carolina, July 20th, 1826,” A Selection of Eulogies...., 130; John
Tyler, “Eulogy, Pronounced at Richmond, Virginia, July 11, 1826,” A Selection of Eulogies...., 7-8; National Intelligencer, July 4,
1826; Independent Chronicle and Boston Patriot, July 12, 1826; Philadelphia Gazette, July 5, 1826; Commercial Chronicle and
Baltimore Advertiser, July 11, 1826; The last letter of the illustrious statesman, Thomas Jefferson, Esq. author of the Declaration of
Independence: Being his answer to an invitation to join the citizens of Washington in celebrating the fiftieth anniversary of
American independence: Monticello, June 24, 1826 (Washington, D.C., 1826).
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In New Harmony, Indiana, Robert Dale Owen gave a speech he called his “Declaration of Mental
Independence.”
In Providence, Rhode Island, four of those who had participated in the capture of the British armed schooner
Gaspe during the Revolutionary War rode in a parade.
In Newport, Rhode Island, Major John Handy read the Declaration of Independence “on the identical spot
which he did 50 years ago,” in the presence of Isaac Barker of Middletown, “who was at his side in the same
place fifty years before.” Patriotic fun and games! Friend Stephen Wanton Gould protested to his journal:
3rd day 4th of 7th M 1826 / This is what is called Independence
Day - & an exceeding troublesome one it is to all sober Minded
people - The expence of this day given to the poor or
appropriated to public school would school all the poor children
in town for some time. — Last night, we were the whole night
greatly troubled & kept Awake, by the firing of squibs &
crackers, great Bonfire in the middle of the Parade & tar
Barrells, with various noises which were kept up all night &
consequently kept us & many others awake, to our great
discomfiture - in addition to which is the bitter reflection of
the discipation & corruption of habits & morals to which our
youth are exposed. — & today we have had numerous scenes of
drunkness both among the Aged & Youth, & many act of wickedness
-besides the pomp & vain show apparant in all parts of the Town
-This evening again we are troubled with noise & tumult & what
kind of a night we are to have cannot be told. RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS
In New-York, 4 gold medals had been ordered to be struck by the Common Council: 3 were for surviving
signers of the Declaration of Independence, and the 4th was given to the son of Robert Fulton as a memorial
of “genius in the application of steam.”
In a celebration at Lynchburg, Virginia, among the “aged patriots of ’76” were General John Smith and
Captain George Blakenmore.
At the South Meeting House of Worcester, Massachusetts, Isaiah Thomas stood on the spot from which he had
read the Declaration of Independence in 1776.
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The Frederick-Town Herald of Frederick, Maryland announced that it would no longer be publishing the usual
round of “generally dull, insipid” dinner toasts, “about which few feel any interest.”
In Salem, North Carolina, the Moravian Male Academy was dedicated.
In Quincy, Massachusetts, Miss Caroline Whitney delivered an address on the occasion of the presentation of
a flag to the Quincy Light Infantry.
In Arlington, Virginia, General Washington’s tent, the very same tent that the General had been using at the
heights of Dorchester in 1775, was re-erected near the banks of the Potomac River for purposes of celebration.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
August 2, Wednesday: Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
4th day 2 of 8 m 1826 / Rode rode to Portsmouth [from Newport]
this morning with my H to attend our Select Quarterly Meeting Stoped on the way at Uncle Stantons & after meeting dined at
Uncle Peter Lawtons, & in the Afternoon went to Benj Freeborns
to meet with the Trustees of O Browns Benevolent Fund, & then
to Benj Motts & took tea & was invited to sit with the Y Meeting
Committee who met there we Lodged at Uncle P Lawtons —
At Boston’s Faneuil Hall, the eulogy on former Presidents Thomas Jefferson and John Adams was delivered
by Daniel Webster (who of course rose to the occasion).49

The anonymous speech against the Declaration of Independence that Webster cited, and the speech in support
of it ascribed to John Adams, were not records that had been taken down at the time, but were recreations out
of the imagination of the orator after the manner of ancient historians.
This is an unaccustomed spectacle. For the first time, fellowcitizens, badges of mourning shroud the columns and overhang the
arches of this hall. These walls, which were consecrated, so
long ago, to the cause of American liberty, which witnessed her
infant struggles, and rung with the shouts of her earliest
victories, proclaim, now, that distinguished friends and
champions of that great cause have fallen. It is right that it
should be thus. The tears which flow, and the honors that are
paid, when the founders of the republic die, give hope that the
49. Edwin P. Whipple’s THE GREAT SPEECHES AND ORATIONS OF DANIEL WEBSTER WITH AN ESSAY ON DANIEL WEBSTER AS A
MASTER OF ENGLISH STYLE (Boston: Little, Brown, 1879).
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republic itself may be immortal. It is fit that, by public
assembly and solemn observance, by anthem and by eulogy, we
commemorate the services of national benefactors, extol their
virtues, and render thanks to God for eminent blessings, early
given and long continued, through their agency, to our favored
country.
ADAMS and JEFFERSON are no more; and we are assembled, fellowcitizens, the aged, the middle-aged, and the young, by the
spontaneous impulse of all, under the authority of the municipal
government, with the presence of the chief magistrate of the
Commonwealth, and others its official representatives, the
University, and the learned societies, to bear our part in those
manifestations of respect and gratitude which pervade the whole
land. ADAMS and JEFFERSON are no more. On our fiftieth
anniversary, the great day of national jubilee, in the very hour
of public rejoicing, in the midst of echoing and re-echoing
voices of thanksgiving, while their own names were on all
tongues, they took their flight together to the world of
spirits.
If it be true that no one can safely be pronounced happy while
he lives, if that event which terminates life can alone crown
its honors and its glory, what felicity is here! The great epic
of their lives, how happily concluded! Poetry itself has hardly
terminated illustrious lives, and finished the career of earthly
renown, by such a consummation. If we had the power, we could
not wish to reverse this dispensation of the Divine Providence.
The great objects of life were accomplished, the drama was ready
to be closed. It has closed; our patriots have fallen; but so
fallen, at such age, with such coincidence, on such a day, that
we cannot rationally lament that that end has come, which we
knew could not be long deferred.
Neither of these great men, fellow-citizens, could have died,
at any time, without leaving an immense void in our American
society. They have been so intimately, and for so long a time,
blended with the history of the country, and especially so
united, in our thoughts and recollections, with the events of
the Revolution, that the death of either would have touched the
chords of public sympathy. We should have felt that one great
link, connecting us with former times, was broken; that we had
lost something more, as it were, of the presence of the
Revolution itself, and of the act of independence, and were
driven on, by another great remove from the days of our country’s
early distinction, to meet posterity, and to mix with the
future. Like the mariner, whom the currents of the ocean and the
winds carry along, till he sees the stars which have directed
his course and lighted his pathless way descend, one by one,
beneath the rising horizon, we should have felt that the stream
of time had borne us onward till another great luminary, whose
light had cheered us and whose guidance we had followed, had
sunk away from our sight.
But the concurrence of their death on the anniversary of
Independence has naturally awakened stronger emotions. Both had
been Presidents, both had lived to great age, both were early
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patriots, and both were distinguished and ever honored by their
immediate agency in the act of independence. It cannot but seem
striking and extraordinary, that these two should live to see
the fiftieth year from the date of that act; that they should
complete that year; and that then, on the day which had fast
linked for ever their own fame with their country’s glory, the
heavens should open to receive them both at once. As their lives
themselves were the gifts of Providence, who is not willing to
recognize in their happy termination, as well as in their long
continuance, proofs that our country and its benefactors are
objects of His care?
ADAMS and JEFFERSON, I have said, are no more. As human beings,
indeed, they are no more. They are no more, as in 1776, bold and
fearless advocates of independence; no more, as at subsequent
periods, the head of the government; no more, as we have recently
seen them, aged and venerable objects of admiration and regard.
They are no more. They are dead. But how little is there of the
great and good which can die! To their country they yet live,
and live for ever. They live in all that perpetuates the
remembrance of men on earth; in the recorded proofs of their own
great actions, in the offspring of their intellect, in the deepengraved lines of public gratitude, and in the respect and
homage of mankind. They live in their example; and they live,
emphatically, and will live, in the influence which their lives
and efforts, their principles and opinions, now exercise, and
will continue to exercise, on the affairs of men, not only in
their own country, but throughout the civilized world. A
superior and commanding human intellect, a truly great man, when
Heaven vouchsafes so rare a gift, is not a temporary flame,
burning brightly for a while, and then giving place to returning
darkness. It is rather a spark of fervent heat, as well as
radiant light, with power to enkindle the common mass of human
mind; so that when it glimmers in its own decay, and finally
goes out in death, no night follows, but it leaves the world all
light, all on fire, from the potent contact of its own spirit.
Bacon died; but the human understanding, roused by the touch of
his miraculous wand to a perception of the true philosophy and
the just mode of inquiring after truth, has kept on its course
successfully and gloriously. Newton died; yet the courses of the
spheres are still known, and they yet move on by the laws which
he discovered, and in the orbits which he saw, and described for
them, in the infinity of space.
No two men now live, fellow-citizens, perhaps it may be doubted
whether any two men have ever lived in one age, who, more than
those we now commemorate, have impressed on mankind their own
sentiments in regard to politics and government, infused their
own opinions more deeply into the opinions of others, or given
a more lasting direction to the current of human thought. Their
work doth not perish with them. The tree which they assisted to
plant will flourish, although they water it and protect it no
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longer; for it has struck its roots deep, it has sent them to
the very centre; no storm, not of force to burst the orb, can
overturn it; its branches spread wide; they stretch their
protecting arms broader and broader, and its top is destined to
reach the heavens. We are not deceived. There is no delusion
here. No age will come in which the American Revolution will
appear less than it is, one of the greatest events in human
history. No age will come in which it shall cease to be seen and
felt, on either continent, that a mighty step, a great advance,
not only in American affairs, but in human affairs, was made on
the 4th of July, 1776. And no age will come, we trust, so
ignorant or so unjust as not to see and acknowledge the efficient
agency of those we now honor in producing that momentous event.
We are not assembled, therefore, fellow-citizens, as men
overwhelmed with calamity by the sudden disruption of the ties
of friendship or affection, or as in despair for the republic
by the untimely blighting of its hopes. Death has not surprised
us by an unseasonable blow. We have, indeed, seen the tomb close,
but it has closed only over mature years, over long-protracted
public service, over the weakness of age, and over life itself
only when the ends of living had been fulfilled. These suns, as
they rose slowly and steadily, amidst clouds and storms, in
their ascendant, so they have not rushed from their meridian to
sink suddenly in the west. Like the mildness, the serenity, the
continuing benignity of a summer’s day, they have gone down with
slow-descending, grateful, long-lingering light; and now that
they are beyond the visible margin of the world, good omens cheer
us from “the bright track of their fiery car”!
There were many points of similarity in the lives and fortunes
of these great men. They belonged to the same profession, and
had pursued its studies and its practice, for unequal lengths
of time indeed, but with diligence and effect. Both were learned
and
able
lawyers.
They
were
natives
and
inhabitants,
respectively, of those two of the Colonies which at the
Revolution were the largest and most powerful, and which
naturally had a lead in the political affairs of the times. When
the Colonies became in some degree united, by the assembling of
a general Congress, they were brought to act together in its
deliberations, not indeed at the same time, but both at early
periods. Each had already manifested his attachment to the cause
of the country, as well as his ability to maintain it, by printed
addresses, public speeches, extensive correspondence, and
whatever other mode could be adopted for the purpose of exposing
the encroachments of the British Parliament and animating the
people to a manly resistance. Both were not only decided, but
early, friends of Independence. While others yet doubted, they
were resolved; where others hesitated, they pressed forward.
They were both members of the committee for preparing the
Declaration of Independence, and they constituted the subcommittee appointed by the other members to make the draft. They
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left their seats in Congress, being called to other public
employments, at periods not remote from each other, although one
of them returned to it afterwards for a short time. Neither of
them was of the assembly of great men which formed the present
Constitution, and neither was at any time a member of Congress
under its provisions. Both have been public ministers abroad,
both Vice-Presidents and both Presidents of the United States.
These coincidences are now singularly crowned and completed.
They have died together; and they died on the anniversary of
liberty.
When many of us were last in this place, fellow-citizens, it was
on the day of that anniversary. We were met to enjoy the
festivities belonging to the occasion, and to manifest our
grateful homage to our political fathers. We did not, we could
not here, forget our venerable neighbor of Quincy. We knew that
we were standing, at a time of high and palmy prosperity, where
he had stood in the hour of utmost peril; that we saw nothing
but liberty and security, where he had met the frown of power;
that we were enjoying every thing, where he had hazarded every
thing; and just and sincere plaudits rose to his name, from the
crowds which filled this area, and hung over these galleries.
He whose grateful duty it was to speak to us [Hon. Josiah
Quincy], on that day, of the virtues of our fathers, had, indeed,
admonished us that time and years were about to level his
venerable frame with the dust. But he bade us hope that “the
sound of a nation’s joy, rushing from our cities, ringing from
our valleys, echoing from our hills, might yet break the silence
of his aged ear; that the rising blessings of grateful millions
might yet visit with glad light his decaying vision.” Alas! that
vision was then closing for ever. Alas! the silence which was
then settling on that aged ear was an everlasting silence! For,
lo! in the very moment of our festivities, his freed spirit
ascended to God who gave it! Human aid and human solace terminate
at the grave; or we would gladly have borne him upward, on a
nation’s outspread hands; we would have accompanied him, and
with the blessings of millions and the prayers of millions,
commended him to the Divine favor.
While still indulging our thoughts, on the coincidence of the
death of this venerable man with the anniversary of
Independence, we learn that Jefferson, too, has fallen; and that
these aged patriots, these illustrious fellow-laborers, have
left our world together. May not such events raise the
suggestion that they are not undesigned, and that Heaven does
so order things, as sometimes to attract strongly the attention
and excite the thoughts of men? The occurrence has added new
interest to our anniversary, and will be remembered in all time
to come.
The occasion, fellow-citizens, requires some account of the
lives and services of JOHN ADAMS and THOMAS JEFFERSON. This duty
must necessarily be performed with great brevity, and in the
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discharge of it I shall be obliged to confine myself,
principally, to those parts of their history and character which
belonged to them as public men.
JOHN ADAMS was born at Quincy, then part of the ancient town of
Braintree, on the 19th day of October (old style), 1735. He was
a descendant of the Puritans, his ancestors having early
emigrated
from
England,
and
settled
in
Massachusetts.
Discovering in childhood a strong love of reading and of
knowledge, together with marks of great strength and activity
of mind, proper care was taken by his worthy father to provide
for his education. He pursued his youthful studies in Braintree,
under Mr. Marsh, a teacher whose fortune it was that Josiah
Quincy, Jr., as well as the subject of these remarks, should
receive from him his instruction in the rudiments of classical
literature. Having been admitted, in 1751, a member of Harvard
College, Mr. Adams was graduated, in course, in 1755; and on the
catalogue of that institution, his name, at the time of his
death, was second among the living Alumni, being preceded only
by that of the venerable Holyoke. With what degree of reputation
he left the University is not now precisely known. We know only
that he was distinguished in a class which numbered Locke and
Hemmenway among its members. Choosing the law for his
profession, he commenced and prosecuted its studies at
Worcester, under the direction of Samuel Putnam, a gentleman
whom he has himself described as an acute man, an able and
learned lawyer, and as being in large professional practice at
that time. In 1758 he was admitted to the bar, and entered upon
the practice of the law in Braintree. He is understood to have
made his first considerable effort, or to have attained his
first signal success, at Plymouth, on one of those occasions
which furnish the earliest opportunity for distinction to many
young men of the profession, a jury trial, and a criminal cause.
His business naturally grew with his reputation, and his
residence in the vicinity afforded the opportunity, as his
growing eminence gave the power, of entering on a larger field
of practice in the capital. In 1766 he removed his residence to
Boston, still continuing his attendance on the neighboring
circuits, and not unfrequently called to remote parts of the
Province. In 1770 his professional firmness was brought to a
test of some severity, on the application of the British
officers and soldiers to undertake their defence, on the trial
of the indictments found against them on account of the
transactions of the memorable 5th of March. He seems to have
thought, on this occasion, that a man can no more abandon the
proper duties of his profession, than he can abandon other
duties. The event proved, that, as he judged well for his own
reputation, so, too, he judged well for the interest and
permanent fame of his country. The result of that trial proved,
that, notwithstanding the high degree of excitement then
existing in consequence of the measures of the British
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government, a jury of Massachusetts would not deprive the most
reckless enemies, even the officers of that standing army
quartered among them, which they so perfectly abhorred, of any
part of that protection which the law, in its mildest and most
indulgent interpretation, affords to persons accused of crimes.
Without following Mr. Adams’s professional course further,
suffice it to say, that on the first establishment of the
judicial tribunals under the authority of the State, in 1776,
he received an offer of the high and responsible station of Chief
Justice of the Supreme Court of Massachusetts. But he was
destined for another and a different career. From early life the
bent of his mind was toward politics; a propensity which the
state of the times, if it did not create, doubtless very much
strengthened. Public subjects must have occupied the thoughts
and filled up the conversation in the circles in which he then
moved; and the interesting questions at that time just arising
could not but seize on a mind like his, ardent, sanguine, and
patriotic. A letter, fortunately preserved, written by him at
Worcester, so early as the 12th of October, 1755, is a proof of
very comprehensive views, and uncommon depth of reflection, in
a young man not yet quite twenty. In this letter he predicted
the transfer of power, and the establishment of a new seat of
empire in America; he predicted, also, the increase of
population in the Colonies; and anticipated their naval
distinction, and foretold that all Europe combined could not
subdue them. All this is said, not on a public occasion or for
effect, but in the style of sober and friendly correspondence,
as the result of his own thoughts. “I sometimes retire,” said
he, at the close of the letter, “and, laying things together,
form some reflections pleasing to myself. The produce of one of
these reveries you have read above.” This prognostication so
early in his own life, so early in the history of the country,
of independence, of vast increase of numbers, of naval force,
of such augmented power as might defy all Europe, is remarkable.
It is more remarkable that its author should live to see
fulfilled to the letter what could have seemed to others, at the
time, but the extravagance of youthful fancy. His earliest
political feelings were thus strongly American, and from this
ardent attachment to his native soil he never departed.
While still living at Quincy, and at the age of twenty-four, Mr.
Adams was present, in this town, at the argument before the
Supreme Court respecting Writs of Assistance, and heard the
celebrated and patriotic speech of JAMES OTIS. Unquestionably,
that was a masterly performance. No flighty declamation about
liberty, no superficial discussion of popular topics, it was a
learned, penetrating, convincing, constitutional argument,
expressed in a strain of high and resolute patriotism. He
grasped the question then pending between England and her
Colonies with the strength of a lion; and if he sometimes
sported, it was only because the lion himself is sometimes
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playful. Its success appears to have been as great as its merits,
and its impression was widely felt. Mr. Adams himself seems
never to have lost the feeling it produced, and to have
entertained constantly the fullest conviction of its important
effects. “I do say,” he observes, “in the most solemn manner,
that Mr. Otis’s Oration against Writs of Assistance breathed
into this nation the breath of life.”50
In 1765 Mr. Adams laid before the public, anonymously, a series
of essays, afterwards collected in a volume in London, under the
title of “A Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal Law.”51 The
object of this work was to show that our New England ancestors,
in consenting to exile themselves from their native land, were
actuated mainly by the desire of delivering themselves from the
power of the hierarchy, and from the monarchical and
aristocratical systems of the other continent; and to make this
truth bear with effect on the politics of the times. Its tone
is uncommonly bold and animated for that period. He calls on the
people, not only to defend, but to study and understand, their
rights and privileges; urges earnestly the necessity of
diffusing general knowledge; invokes the clergy and the bar, the
colleges and academies, and all others who have the ability and
the means to expose the insidious designs of arbitrary power,
to resist its approaches, and to be persuaded that there is a
settled design on foot to enslave all America. “Be it
remembered,” says the author, “that liberty must, at all
hazards, be supported. We have a right to it, derived from our
Maker. But if we had not, our fathers have earned and bought it
for us, at the expense of their ease, their estates, their
pleasure, and their blood. And liberty cannot be preserved
without a general knowledge among the people, who have a right,
from the frame of their nature, to knowledge, as their great
Creator, who does nothing in vain, has given them understandings
and a desire to know. But, besides this, they have a right, an
indisputable unalienable, indefeasible, divine right, to that
most dreaded and envied kind of knowledge, I mean of the
characters and conduct of their rulers. Rulers are no more than
attorneys, agents, and trustees for the people; and if the
cause, the interest and trust, is insidiously betrayed, or
wantonly trifled away, the people have a right to revoke the
authority that they themselves have deputed, and to constitute
abler and better agents, attorneys, and trustees.”
The citizens of this town conferred on Mr. Adams his first
political distinction, and clothed him with his first political
trust, by electing him one of their representatives, in 1770.
Before this time he had become extensively known throughout the
50. Nearly all that was known of this celebrated argument, at the time the present Discourse was delivered, was derived from the
recollections of John Adams, as preserved in Minot’s History of Massachusetts, Vol. II. p. 91. See Life and Works of John Adams,
Vol. II. p. 124, published in the course of the past year (1850), in the Appendix to which, p. 521, will be found a paper hitherto
unpublished, containing notes of the argument of Otis, “which seem to be the foundation of the sketch published by Minot.” Tudor’s
Life of James Otis, p. 61.
51. See Life and Works of John Adams, Vol. II. p. 150, Vol. III. p. 447, and North American Review, Vol. LXXI. p. 430.
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Province, as well by the part he had acted in relation to public
affairs, as by the exercise of his professional ability. He was
among those who took the deepest interest in the controversy
with England, and, whether in or out of the legislature, his
time and talents were alike devoted to the cause. In the years
1773 and 1774 he was chosen a Councillor by the members of the
General Court, but rejected by Governor Hutchinson in the former
of those years, and by Governor Gage in the latter.
The time was now at hand, however, when the affairs of the
Colonies urgently demanded united counsels throughout the
country. An open rupture with the parent state appeared
inevitable, and it was but the dictate of prudence that those
who were united by a common interest and a common danger should
protect that interest and guard against that danger by united
efforts. A general Congress of Delegates from all the Colonies
having
been
proposed
and
agreed
to,
the
House
of
Representatives, on the 17th of June, 1774, elected James
Bowdoin, Thomas Cushing, Samuel Adams, John Adams, and Robert
Treat Paine, delegates from Massachusetts. This appointment was
made at Salem, where the General Court had been convened by
Governor Gage, in the last hour of the existence of a House of
Representatives under the Provincial Charter. While engaged in
this important business, the Governor, having been informed of
what was passing, sent his secretary with a message dissolving
the General Court. The secretary, finding the door locked,
directed the messenger to go in and inform the Speaker that the
secretary was at the door with a message from the Governor. The
messenger returned, and informed the secretary that the orders
of the House were that the doors should be kept fast; whereupon
the secretary soon after read upon the stairs a proclamation
dissolving the General Court. Thus terminated, for ever, the
actual exercise of the political power of England in or over
Massachusetts. The four last-named delegates accepted their
appointments, and took their seats in Congress the first day of
its meeting, the 5th of September, 1774, in Philadelphia.
The proceedings of the first Congress are well known, and have
been universally admired. It is in vain that we would look for
superior proofs of wisdom, talent, and patriotism. Lord Chatham
said, that, for himself, he must declare that he had studied and
admired the free states of antiquity, the master states of the
world, but that for solidity of reasoning, force of sagacity,
and wisdom of conclusion, no body of men could stand in
preference to this Congress. It is hardly inferior praise to
say, that no production of that great man himself can be
pronounced superior to several of the papers published as the
proceedings of this most able, most firm, most patriotic
assembly. There is, indeed, nothing superior to them in the
range of political disquisition. They not only embrace,
illustrate, and enforce every thing which political philosophy,
the love of liberty, and the spirit of free inquiry had
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antecedently produced, but they add new and striking views of
their own, and apply the whole, with irresistible force, in
support of the cause which had drawn them together.
Mr. Adams was a constant attendant on the deliberations of this
body, and bore an active part in its important measures. He was
of the committee to state the rights of the Colonies, and of
that also which reported the Address to the King.
As it was in the Continental Congress, fellow-citizens, that
those whose deaths have given rise to this occasion were first
brought together, and called upon to unite their industry and
their ability in the service of the country, let us now turn to
the other of these distinguished men, and take a brief notice
of his life up to the period when he appeared within the walls
of Congress.
THOMAS JEFFERSON, descended from ancestors who had been settled
in Virginia for some generations, was born near the spot on which
he died, in the county of Albemarle, on the 2d of April (old
style), 1743. His youthful studies were pursued in the
neighborhood of his father’s residence until he was removed to
the College of William and Mary, the highest honors of which he
in due time received. Having left the College with reputation,
he applied himself to the study of the law under the tuition of
George Wythe, one of the highest judicial names of which that
State can boast. At an early age he was elected a member of the
legislature, in which he had no sooner appeared than he
distinguished himself by knowledge, capacity, and promptitude.
Mr. Jefferson appears to have been imbued with an early love of
letters and science, and to have cherished a strong disposition
to pursue these objects. To the physical sciences, especially,
and to ancient classic literature, he is understood to have had
a warm attachment, and never entirely to have lost sight of them
in the midst of the busiest occupations. But the times were times
for action, rather than for contemplation. The country was to
be defended, and to be saved, before it could be enjoyed.
Philosophic leisure and literary pursuits, and even the objects
of professional attention, were all necessarily postponed to the
urgent calls of the public service. The exigency of the country
made the same demand on Mr. Jefferson that it made on others who
had the ability and the disposition to serve it; and he obeyed
the call; thinking and feeling in this respect with the great
Roman orator: “Quis enim est tam cupidus in perspicienda
cognoscendaque rerum natura, ut, si ei tractanti contemplantique
res cognitione dignissimas subito sit allatum periculum
discrimenque patriae, cui subvenire opitularique possit, non
illa omnia relinquat atque abjiciat, etiam si dinumerare se
stellas, aut metiri mundi magnitudinem posse arbitretur?”52
Entering with all his heart into the cause of liberty, his
ability, patriotism, and power with the pen naturally drew upon
him a large participation in the most important concerns.
52. Cicero de Officiis, Lib. I. § 43.
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Wherever he was, there was found a soul devoted to the cause,
power to defend and maintain it, and willingness to incur all
its hazards. In 1774 he published a “Summary View of the Rights
of British America,” a valuable production among those intended
to show the dangers which threatened the liberties of the
country, and to encourage the people in their defence. In June,
1775, he was elected a member of the Continental Congress, as
successor to Peyton Randolph, who had resigned his place on
account of ill health, and took his seat in that body on the
21st of the same month.
And now, fellow-citizens, without pursuing the biography of
these illustrious men further, for the present, let us turn our
attention to the most prominent act of their lives, their
participation in the DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE.
Preparatory to the introduction of that important measure, a
committee, at the head of which was Mr. Adams, had reported a
resolution, which Congress adopted on the 10th of May,
recommending, in substance, to all the Colonies which had not
already established governments suited to the exigencies of
their affairs, to adopt such government as would, in the opinion
of the representatives of the people, best conduce to the
happiness and safety of their constituents in particular, and
America in general.
This significant vote was soon followed by the direct
proposition which Richard Henry Lee had the honor to submit to
Congress, by resolution, on the 7th day of June. The published
journal does not expressly state it, but there is no doubt, I
suppose, that this resolution was in the same words, when
originally submitted by Mr. Lee, as when finally passed. Having
been discussed on Saturday, the 8th, and Monday, the 10th of
June, this resolution was on the last-mentioned day postponed
for further consideration to the first day of July; and at the
same time it was voted, that a committee be appointed to prepare
a Declaration to the effect of the resolution. This committee
was elected by ballot, on the following day, and consisted of
Thomas Jefferson, John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, Roger Sherman,
and Robert R. Livingston.
It is usual, when committees are elected by ballot, that their
members should be arranged in order, according to the number of
votes which each has received. Mr. Jefferson, therefore, had
received the highest, and Mr. Adams the next highest number of
votes. The difference is said to have been but of a single vote.
Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Adams, standing thus at the head of the
committee, were requested by the other members to act as a
subcommittee to prepare the draft; and Mr. Jefferson drew up the
paper. The original draft, as brought by him from his study, and
submitted to the other members of the committee, with
interlineations in the handwriting of Dr. Franklin, and others
in that of Mr. Adams, was in Mr. Jefferson’s possession at the
time of his death.53 The merit of this paper is Mr. Jefferson’s.
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Some changes were made in it at the suggestion of other members
of the committee, and others by Congress while it was under
discussion. But none of them altered the tone, the frame, the
arrangement, or the general character of the instrument. As a
composition, the Declaration is Mr. Jefferson’s. It is the
production of his mind, and the high honor of it belongs to him,
clearly and absolutely.
It has sometimes been said, as if it were a derogation from the
merits of this paper, that it contains nothing new; that it only
states grounds of proceeding, and presses topics of argument,
which had often been stated and pressed before. But it was not
the object of the Declaration to produce any thing new. It was
not to invent reasons for independence, but to state those which
governed the Congress. For great and sufficient causes, it was
proposed to declare independence; and the proper business of the
paper to be drawn was to set forth those causes, and justify the
authors of the measure, in any event of fortune, to the country
and to posterity. The cause of American independence, moreover,
was now to be presented to the world in such manner, if it might
so be, as to engage its sympathy, to command its respect, to
attract its admiration; and in an assembly of most able and
distinguished men, THOMAS JEFFERSON had the high honor of being
the selected advocate of this cause. To say that he performed
his great work well, would be doing him injustice. To say that
he did excellently well, admirably well, would be inadequate and
halting praise. Let us rather say, that he so discharged the
duty assigned him, that all Americans may well rejoice that the
work of drawing the title-deed of their liberties devolved upon
him.
With all its merits, there are those who have thought that there
was one thing in the Declaration to be regretted; and that is,
the asperity and apparent anger with which it speaks of the
person of the king; the industrious ability with which it
accumulates and charges upon him all the injuries which the
Colonies had suffered from the mother country. Possibly some
degree of injustice, now or hereafter, at home or abroad, may
be done to the character of Mr. Jefferson, if this part of the
Declaration be not placed in its proper light. Anger or
resentment, certainly much less personal reproach and invective,
could not properly find place in a composition of such high
dignity, and of such lofty and permanent character.
A single reflection on the original ground of dispute between
England and the Colonies is sufficient to remove any unfavorable
impression in this respect.
The inhabitants of all the Colonies, while Colonies, admitted
themselves bound by their allegiance to the king; but they
disclaimed altogether the authority of Parliament; holding
53. A facsimile of this ever-memorable state paper, as drafted by Mr. Jefferson, with the interlineations alluded to in the text, is
contained in Mr. Jefferson’s Writings, Vol. I. p. 146. See, also, in reference to the history of the Declaration, the Life and Works of
John Adams, Vol. II. p. 512 et seq.
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themselves, in this respect, to resemble the condition of
Scotland and Ireland before the respective unions of those
kingdoms with England, when they acknowledged allegiance to the
same king, but had each its separate legislature. The tie,
therefore, which our Revolution was to break did not subsist
between us and the British Parliament, or between us and the
British government in the aggregate, but directly between us and
the king himself. The Colonies had never admitted themselves
subject to Parliament. That was precisely the point of the
original controversy. They had uniformly denied that Parliament
had authority to make laws for them. There was, therefore, no
subjection to Parliament to be thrown off.54 But allegiance to
the king did exist, and had been uniformly acknowledged; and
down to 1775 the most solemn assurances had been given that it
was not intended to break that allegiance, or to throw it off.
Therefore, as the direct object and only effect of the
Declaration, according to the principles on which the
controversy had been maintained on our part, were to sever the
tie of allegiance which bound us to the king, it was properly
and necessarily founded on acts of the crown itself, as its
justifying causes. Parliament is not so much as mentioned in the
whole instrument. When odious and oppressive acts are referred
to, it is done by charging the king with confederating with
others “in pretended acts of legislation”; the object being
constantly to hold the king himself directly responsible for
those measures which were the grounds of separation. Even the
precedent of the English Revolution was not overlooked, and in
this case, as well as in that, occasion was found to say that
the king had abdicated the government. Consistency with the
principles upon which resistance began, and with all the
previous state papers issued by Congress, required that the
Declaration should be bottomed on the misgovernment of the king;
and therefore it was properly framed with that aim and to that
end. The king was known, indeed, to have acted, as in other
cases, by his ministers, and with his Parliament; but as our
ancestors had never admitted themselves subject either to
ministers or to Parliament, there were no reasons to be given
for now refusing obedience to their authority. This clear and
obvious necessity of founding the Declaration on the misconduct
of the king himself, gives to that instrument its personal
application, and its character of direct and pointed accusation.
The Declaration having been reported to Congress by the
committee, the resolution itself was taken up and debated on the
54. This question, of the power of Parliament over the Colonies, was discussed, with singular ability, by Governor Hutchinson on
the one side, and the House of Representatives of Massachusetts on the other, in 1773. The argument of the House is in the form of
an answer to the Governor’s Message, and was reported by Mr. Samuel Adams, Mr. Hancock, Mr. Hawley, Mr. Bowers, Mr. Hobson,
Mr. Foster, Mr. Phillips, and Mr. Thayer. As the power of the Parliament had been acknowledged, so far at least as to affect us by
laws of trade, it was not easy to settle the line of distinction. It was thought, however, to be very clear, that the charters of the
Colonies had exempted them from the general legislation of the British Parliament. See Massachusetts State Papers, p. 351. The
important assistance rendered by John Adams in the preparation of the answer of the House to the Message of the Governor may
be learned from the Life and Works of John Adams, Vol. II. p. 311 et seq.
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first day of July, and again on the second, on which last day
it was agreed to and adopted, in these words:—
“Resolved, That these united Colonies are, and of right ought
to be, free and independent States; that they are absolved from
all allegiance to the British crown, and that all political
connection between them and the state of Great Britain is, and
ought to be, totally dissolved.”
Having thus passed the main resolution, Congress proceeded to
consider the reported draught of the Declaration. It was
discussed on the second, and third, and FOURTH days of the month,
in committee of the whole; and on the last of those days, being
reported from that committee, it received the final approbation
and sanction of Congress. It was ordered, at the same time, that
copies be sent to the several States, and that it be proclaimed
at the head of the army. The Declaration thus published did not
bear the names of the members, for as yet it had not been signed
by them. It was authenticated, like other papers of the
Congress, by the signatures of the President and Secretary. On
the 19th of July, as appears by the secret journal, Congress
“Resolved, That the Declaration, passed on the fourth, be fairly
engrossed on parchment, with the title and style of ‘THE
UNANIMOUS DECLARATION OF THE THIRTEEN UNITED STATES OF AMERICA’;
and that the same, when engrossed, be signed by every member of
Congress.” And on the SECOND DAY OF AUGUST following, “the
Declaration, being engrossed and compared at the table, was
signed by the members.” So that it happens, fellow-citizens,
that we pay these honors to their memory on the anniversary of
that day (2d of August) on which these great men actually signed
their names to the Declaration. The Declaration was thus made,
that is, it passed and was adopted as an act of Congress, on the
fourth of July; it was then signed, and certified by the
President and Secretary, like other acts. The FOURTH OF JULY,
therefore, is the ANNIVERSARY OF THE DECLARATION. But the
signatures of the members present were made to it, being then
engrossed on parchment, on the second day of August. Absent
members afterwards signed, as they came in; and indeed it bears
the names of some who were not chosen members of Congress until
after the fourth of July. The interest belonging to the subject
will be sufficient, I hope, to justify these details.55
The Congress of the Revolution, fellow-citizens, sat with closed
doors, and no report of its debates was ever made. The
discussion, therefore, which accompanied this great measure, has
never been preserved, except in memory and by tradition. But it
is, I believe, doing no injustice to others to say, that the
general opinion was, and uniformly has been, that in debate, on
the side of independence, JOHN ADAMS had no equal. The great
author of the Declaration himself has expressed that opinion
uniformly and strongly. “JOHN ADAMS,” said he, in the hearing
of him who has now the honor to address you, “JOHN ADAMS was our

55. The official copy of the Declaration, as engrossed and signed by the members of Congress, is framed and preserved in the Hall
over the Patent-Office at Washington.
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colossus on the floor. Not graceful, not elegant, not always
fluent, in his public addresses, he yet came out with a power,
both of thought and of expression, which moved us from our
seats.”
For the part which he was here to perform, Mr. Adams doubtless
was eminently fitted. He possessed a bold spirit, which
disregarded danger, and a sanguine reliance on the goodness of
the cause, and the virtues of the people, which led him to
overlook all obstacles. His character, too, had been formed in
troubled times. He had been rocked in the early storms of the
controversy, and had acquired a decision and a hardihood
proportioned to the severity of the discipline which he had
undergone.
He not only loved the American cause devoutly, but had studied
and understood it. It was all familiar to him. He had tried his
powers on the questions which it involved, often and in various
ways; and had brought to their consideration whatever of
argument or illustration the history of his own country, the
history of England, or the stores of ancient or of legal
learning, could furnish. Every grievance enumerated in the long
catalogue of the Declaration had been the subject of his
discussion, and the object of his remonstrance and reprobation.
From 1760, the Colonies, the rights of the Colonies, the
liberties of the Colonies, and the wrongs inflicted on the
Colonies, had engaged his constant attention; and it has
surprised those who have had the opportunity of witnessing it,
with what full remembrance and with what prompt recollection he
could refer, in his extreme old age, to every act of Parliament
affecting the Colonies, distinguishing and stating their
respective titles, sections, and provisions; and to all the
Colonial memorials, remonstrances, and petitions, with whatever
else belonged to the intimate and exact history of the times
from that year to 1775. It was, in his own judgment, between
these years that the American people came to a full
understanding and thorough knowledge of their rights, and to a
fixed resolution of maintaining them; and bearing himself an
active part in all important transactions, the controversy with
England being then in effect the business of his life, facts,
dates, and particulars made an impression which was never
effaced. He was prepared, therefore, by education and
discipline, as well as by natural talent and natural
temperament, for the part which he was now to act.
The eloquence of Mr. Adams resembled his general character, and
formed, indeed, a part of it. It was bold, manly, and energetic;
and such the crisis required. When public bodies are to be
addressed on momentous occasions, when great interests are at
stake, and strong passions excited, nothing is valuable in
speech farther than as it is connected with high intellectual
and moral endowments. Clearness, force, and earnestness are the
qualities which produce conviction. True eloquence, indeed, does
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not consist in speech. It cannot be brought from far. Labor and
learning may toil for it, but they will toil in vain. Words and
phrases may be marshalled in every way, but they cannot compass
it. It must exist in the man, in the subject, and in the
occasion. Affected passion, intense expression, the pomp of
declamation, all may aspire to it; they cannot reach it. It
comes, if it come at all, like the outbreaking of a fountain
from the earth, or the bursting forth of volcanic fires, with
spontaneous, original, native force. The graces taught in the
schools, the costly ornaments and studied contrivances of
speech, shock and disgust men, when their own lives, and the
fate of their wives, their children, and their country, hang on
the decision of the hour. Then words have lost their power,
rhetoric is vain, and all elaborate oratory contemptible. Even
genius itself then feels rebuked and subdued, as in the presence
of higher qualities. Then patriotism is eloquent; then selfdevotion is eloquent. The clear conception, outrunning the
deductions of logic, the high purpose, the firm resolve, the
dauntless spirit, speaking on the tongue, beaming from the eye,
informing every feature, and urging the whole man onward, right
onward to his object,—this, this is eloquence; or rather, it is
something greater and higher than all eloquence,—it is action,
noble, sublime, godlike action.
In July, 1776, the controversy had passed the stage of argument.
An appeal had been made to force, and opposing armies were in
the field. Congress, then, was to decide whether the tie which
had so long bound us to the parent state was to be severed at
once, and severed for ever. All the Colonies had signified their
resolution to abide by this decision, and the people looked for
it with the most intense anxiety. And surely, fellow-citizens,
never, never were men called to a more important political
deliberation. If we contemplate it from the point where they
then stood, no question could be more full of interest; if we
look at it now, and judge of its importance by its effects, it
appears of still greater magnitude.
Let us, then, bring before us the assembly, which was about to
decide a question thus big with the fate of empire. Let us open
their doors and look in upon their deliberations. Let us survey
the anxious and careworn countenances, let us hear the firmtoned voices, of this band of patriots.
HANCOCK presides over the solemn sitting; and one of those not
yet prepared to pronounce for absolute independence is on the
floor, and is urging his reasons for dissenting from the
Declaration.
“Let us pause! This step, once taken, cannot be retraced. This
resolution,
once
passed,
will
cut
off
all
hope
of
reconciliation. If success attend the arms of England, we shall
then be no longer Colonies, with charters and with privileges;
these will all be forfeited by this act; and we shall be in the
condition of other conquered people, at the mercy of the
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conquerors. For ourselves, we may be ready to run the hazard;
but are we ready to carry the country to that length? Is success
so probable as to justify it? Where is the military, where the
naval power, by which we are to resist the whole strength of the
arm of England,—for she will exert that strength to the utmost?
Can we rely on the constancy and perseverance of the people? or
will they not act as the people of other countries have acted,
and, wearied with a long war, submit, in the end, to a worse
oppression? While we stand on our old ground, and insist on
redress of grievances, we know we are right, and are not
answerable for consequences. Nothing, then, can be imputed to
us. But if we now change our object, carry our pretensions
farther, and set up for absolute independence, we shall lose the
sympathy of mankind. We shall no longer be defending what we
possess, but struggling for something which we never did
possess, and which we have solemnly and uniformly disclaimed all
intention of pursuing, from the very outset of the troubles.
Abandoning thus our old ground, of resistance only to arbitrary
acts of oppression, the nations will believe the whole to have
been mere pretence, and they will look on us, not as injured,
but as ambitious subjects. I shudder before this responsibility.
It will be on us, if, relinquishing the ground on which we have
stood so long, and stood so safely, we now proclaim
independence, and carry on the war for that object, while these
cities burn, these pleasant fields whiten and bleach with the
bones of their owners, and these streams run blood. It will be
upon us, it will be upon us, if, failing to maintain this
unseasonable and ill-judged declaration, a sterner despotism,
maintained by military power, shall be established over our
posterity, when we ourselves, given up by an exhausted, a
harassed, a misled people, shall have expiated our rashness and
atoned for our presumption on the scaffold.”
It was for Mr. Adams to reply to arguments like these. We know
his opinions, and we know his character. He would commence with
his accustomed directness and earnestness.
“Sink or swim, live or die, survive or perish, I give my hand
and my heart to this vote. It is true, indeed, that in the
beginning we aimed not at independence. But there’s a Divinity
which shapes our ends. The injustice of England has driven us
to arms; and, blinded to her own interest for our good, she has
obstinately persisted, till independence is now within our
grasp. We have but to reach forth to it, and it is ours. Why,
then, should we defer the Declaration? Is any man so weak as now
to hope for a reconciliation with England, which shall leave
either safety to the country and its liberties, or safety to his
own life and his own honor? Are not you, Sir, who sit in that
chair,—is not he, our venerable colleague near you,—are you not
both already the proscribed and predestined objects of
punishment and of vengeance? Cut off from all hope of royal
clemency, what are you, what can you be, while the power of
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England remains, but outlaws? If we postpone independence, do
we mean to carry on, or to give up, the war? Do we mean to submit
to the measures of Parliament, Boston Port Bill and all? Do we
mean to submit, and consent that we ourselves shall be ground
to powder, and our country and its rights trodden down in the
dust? I know we do not mean to submit. We never shall submit.
Do we intend to violate that most solemn obligation ever entered
into by men, that plighting, before God, of our sacred honor to
Washington, when, putting him forth to incur the dangers of war,
as well as the political hazards of the times, we promised to
adhere to him, in every extremity, with our fortunes and our
lives? I know there is not a man here, who would not rather see
a general conflagration sweep over the land, or an earthquake
sink it, than one jot or tittle of that plighted faith fall to
the ground. For myself, having, twelve months ago, in this
place, moved you, that George Washington be appointed commander
of the forces raised, or to be raised, for defence of American
liberty,56 may my right hand forget her cunning, and my tongue
cleave to the roof of my mouth, if I hesitate or waver in the
support I give him.
“The war, then, must go on. We must fight it through. And if the
war must go on, why put off longer the Declaration of
Independence? That measure will strengthen us. It will give us
character abroad. The nations will then treat with us, which
they never can do while we acknowledge ourselves subjects, in
arms against our sovereign. Nay, I maintain that England herself
will sooner treat for peace with us on the footing of
independence, than consent, by repealing her acts, to
acknowledge that her whole conduct towards us has been a course
of injustice and oppression. Her pride will be less wounded by
submitting to that course of things which now predestinates our
independence, than by yielding the points in controversy to her
rebellious subjects. The former she would regard as the result
of fortune; the latter she would feel as her own deep disgrace.
Why, then, why then, Sir, do we not as soon as possible change
this from a civil to a national war? And since we must fight it
through, why not put ourselves in a state to enjoy all the
benefits of victory, if we gain the victory?
“If we fail, it can be no worse for us. But we shall not fail.
The cause will raise up armies; the cause will create navies.
The people, the people, if we are true to them, will carry us,
and will carry themselves, gloriously, through this struggle. I
care not how fickle other people have been found. I know the
people of these Colonies, and I know that resistance to British
aggression is deep and settled in their hearts and cannot be
eradicated. Every Colony, indeed, has expressed its willingness
to follow, if we but take the lead. Sir, the Declaration will
inspire the people with increased courage. Instead of a long and
bloody war for the restoration of privileges, for redress of
56. See Life and Works of John Adams, Vol. II. p. 417 et seq.

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

grievances, for chartered immunities, held under a British king,
set before them the glorious object of entire independence, and
it will breathe into them anew the breath of life. Read this
Declaration at the head of the army; every sword will be drawn
from its scabbard, and the solemn vow uttered, to maintain it,
or to perish on the bed of honor. Publish it from the pulpit;
religion will approve it, and the love of religious liberty will
cling round it, resolved to stand with it, or fall with it. Send
it to the public halls; proclaim it there; let them hear it who
heard the first roar of the enemy’s cannon; let them see it who
saw their brothers and their sons fall on the field of Bunker
Hill, and in the streets of Lexington and Concord, and the very
walls will cry out in its support.
“Sir, I know the uncertainty of human affairs, but I see, I see
clearly, through this day’s business. You and I, indeed, may rue
it. We may not live to the time when this Declaration shall be
made good. We may die; die colonists; die slaves; die, it may
be, ignominiously and on the scaffold. Be it so. Be it so. If
it be the pleasure of Heaven that my country shall require the
poor offering of my life, the victim shall be ready, at the
appointed hour of sacrifice, come when that hour may. But while
I do live, let me have a country, or at least the hope of a
country, and that a free country.
“But whatever may be our fate, be assured, be assured
that this Declaration will stand. It may cost treasure,
and it may cost blood; but it will stand, and it will
richly compensate for both. Through the thick gloom of
the present, I see the brightness of the future, as the
sun in heaven. We shall make this a glorious, an
immortal day. When we are in our graves, our children
will honor it. They will celebrate it with thanksgiving,
with festivity, with bonfires, and illuminations. On
its annual return they will shed tears, copious, gushing
tears, not of subjection and slavery, not of agony and
distress, but of exultation, of gratitude, and of joy.
Sir, before God, I believe the hour is come. My judgment
approves this measure, and my whole heart is in it. All
that I have, and all that I am, and all that I hope, in
this life, I am now ready here to stake upon it; and I
leave off as I begun, that live or die, survive or
perish, I am for the Declaration. It is my living
sentiment, and by the blessing of God it shall be my
dying sentiment, Independence now, and INDEPENDENCE FOR
EVER.”
And so that day shall be honored, illustrious prophet and
patriot! so that day shall be honored, and as often as it
returns, thy renown shall come along with it, and the glory of
thy life, like the day of thy death, shall not fail from the
remembrance of men.
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It would be unjust, fellow-citizens, on this occasion, while we
express our veneration for him who is the immediate subject of
these remarks, were we to omit a most respectful, affectionate,
and grateful mention of those other great men, his colleagues,
who stood with him, and with the same spirit, the same devotion,
took part in the interesting transaction. HANCOCK, the
proscribed HANCOCK, exiled from his home by a military governor,
cut off by proclamation from the mercy of the crown,—Heaven
reserved for him the distinguished honor of putting this great
question to the vote, and of writing his own name first, and
most conspicuously, on that parchment which spoke defiance to
the power of the crown of England. There, too, is the name of
that other proscribed patriot, SAMUEL ADAMS, a man who hungered
and thirsted for the independence of his country, who thought
the Declaration halted and lingered, being himself not only
ready, but eager, for it, long before it was proposed; a man of
the deepest sagacity, the clearest foresight, and the
profoundest judgment in men. And there is GERRY, himself among
the earliest and the foremost of the patriots, found, when the
battle of Lexington summoned them to common counsels, by the
side of WARREN; a man who lived to serve his country at home and
abroad, and to die in the second place in the government. There,
too, is the inflexible, the upright, the Spartan character,
ROBERT TREAT PAINE. He also lived to serve his country through
the struggle, and then withdrew from her councils, only that he
might give his labors and his life to his native State, in
another relation. These names, fellow-citizens, are the
treasures of the Commonwealth; and they are treasures which grow
brighter by time.
It is now necessary to resume the narrative, and to finish with
great brevity the notice of the lives of those whose virtues and
services we have met to commemorate.
Mr. Adams remained in Congress from its first meeting till
November, 1777, when he was appointed Minister to France. He
proceeded on that service in the February following, embarking
in the frigate Boston, from the shore of his native town, at the
foot of Mount Wollaston. The year following, he was appointed
commissioner to treat of peace with England. Returning to the
United States, he was a delegate from Braintree in the
Convention for framing the Constitution of this Commonwealth,
in 1780.57 At the latter end of the same year, he again went
abroad in the diplomatic service of the country, and was
employed at various courts, and occupied with various
negotiations, until 1788. The particulars of these interesting
and important services this occasion does not allow time to
relate. In 1782 he concluded our first treaty with Holland. His
negotiations with that republic, his efforts to persuade the
States-General to recognize our independence, his incessant and
indefatigable exertions to represent the American cause
57. In this Convention he served as chairman of the committee for preparing the draft of a Constitution.
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favorably on the Continent, and to counteract the designs of its
enemies, open and secret, and his successful undertaking to
obtain loans on the credit of a nation yet new and unknown, are
among his most arduous, most useful, most honorable services.
It was his fortune to bear a part in the negotiation for peace
with England, and in something more than six years from the
Declaration which he had so strenuously supported, he had the
satisfaction of seeing the minister plenipotentiary of the crown
subscribe his name to the instrument which declared that his
“Britannic Majesty acknowledged the United States to be free,
sovereign, and independent.” In these important transactions,
Mr. Adams’s conduct received the marked approbation of Congress
and of the country.
While abroad, in 1787, he published his “Defence of the American
Constitutions”; a work of merit and ability, though composed
with haste, on the spur of a particular occasion, in the midst
of other occupations, and under circumstances not admitting of
careful revision. The immediate object of the work was to
counteract the weight of opinions advanced by several popular
European writers of that day, M. Turgot, the Abbé de Mably, and
Dr. Price, at a time when the people of the United States were
employed in forming and revising their systems of government.
Returning to the United States in 1788, he found the new
government about going into operation, and was himself elected
the first Vice-President, a situation which he filled with
reputation for eight years, at the expiration of which he was
raised to the Presidential chair, as immediate successor to the
immortal Washington. In this high station he was succeeded by
Mr. Jefferson, after a memorable controversy between their
respective friends, in 1801; and from that period his manner of
life has been known to all who hear me. He has lived, for fiveand-twenty years, with every enjoyment that could render old age
happy. Not inattentive to the occurrences of the times,
political cares have yet not materially, or for any long time,
disturbed his repose. In 1820 he acted as Elector of President
and Vice-President, and in the same year we saw him, then at the
age of eighty-five, a member of the Convention of this
Commonwealth called to revise the Constitution. Forty years
before, he had been one of those who formed that Constitution;
and he had now the pleasure of witnessing that there was little
which the people desired to change.58 Possessing all his
faculties to the end of his long life, with an unabated love of
reading and contemplation, in the centre of interesting circles
of friendship and affection, he was blessed in his retirement
with whatever of repose and felicity the condition of man
allows. He had, also, other enjoyments. He saw around him that
58. Upon the organization of this body, 15th November, 1820, John Adams was elected its President; an office which the infirmities
of age compelled him to decline. For the interesting proceedings of the Convention on this occasion, the address of Chief Justice
Parker, and the reply of Mr. Adams, see Journal of Debates and Proceedings in the Convention of Delegates chosen to revise the
Constitution of Massachusetts, p. 8 et seq.
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prosperity and general happiness which had been the object of
his public cares and labors. No man ever beheld more clearly,
and for a longer time, the great and beneficial effects of the
services rendered by himself to his country. That liberty which
he so early defended, that independence of which he was so able
an advocate and supporter, he saw, we trust, firmly and securely
established. The population of the country thickened around him
faster, and extended wider, than his own sanguine predictions
had anticipated; and the wealth, respectability, and power of
the nation sprang up to a magnitude which it is quite impossible
he could have expected to witness in his day. He lived also to
behold those principles of civil freedom which had been
developed, established, and practically applied in America,
attract attention, command respect, and awaken imitation, in
other regions of the globe; and well might, and well did, he
exclaim, “Where will the consequences of the American Revolution
end?”
If any thing yet remain to fill this cup of happiness, let it
be added, that he lived to see a great and intelligent people
bestow the highest honor in their gift where he had bestowed his
own kindest parental affections and lodged his fondest hopes.
Thus honored in life, thus happy at death, he saw the JUBILEE,
and he died; and with the last prayers which trembled on his
lips was the fervent supplication for his country, “Independence
for ever!”59
Mr. Jefferson, having been occupied in the years 1778 and 1779
in the important service of revising the laws of Virginia, was
elected Governor of that State, as successor to Patrick Henry,
and held the situation when the State was invaded by the British
arms. In 1781 he published his Notes on Virginia, a work which
attracted attention in Europe as well as America, dispelled many
misconceptions respecting this continent, and gave its author a
place among men distinguished for science. In November, 1783,
he again took his seat in the Continental Congress, but in the
May following was appointed Minister Plenipotentiary, to act
abroad, in the negotiation of commercial treaties, with Dr.
Franklin and Mr. Adams. He proceeded to France, in execution of
this mission, embarking at Boston; and that was the only
occasion on which he ever visited this place. In 1785 he was
appointed Minister to France, the duties of which situation he
continued to perform until October, 1789, when he obtained leave
to retire, just on the eve of that tremendous revolution which
has so much agitated the world in our times. Mr. Jefferson’s
discharge of his diplomatic duties was marked by great ability,
diligence, and patriotism; and while he resided at Paris, in one
of the most interesting periods, his character for intelligence,
his love of knowledge and of the society of learned men,
distinguished him in the highest circles of the French capital.
No court in Europe had at that time in Paris a representative
59. For an account of Mr. Webster’s last interview with Mr. Adams, see March’s Reminiscences of Congress, p. 62.

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

commanding or enjoying higher regard, for political knowledge
or for general attainments, than the minister of this then
infant republic. Immediately on his return to his native
country, at the organization of the government under the present
Constitution, his talents and experience recommended him to
President Washington for the first office in his gift. He was
placed at the head of the Department of State. In this situation,
also, he manifested conspicuous ability. His correspondence with
the ministers of other powers residing here, and his
instructions to our own diplomatic agents abroad, are among our
ablest state papers. A thorough knowledge of the laws and usages
of nations, perfect acquaintance with the immediate subject
before him, great felicity, and still greater facility, in
writing, show themselves in whatever effort his official
situation called on him to make. It is believed by competent
judges, that the diplomatic intercourse of the government of the
United States, from the first meeting of the Continental
Congress in 1774 to the present time, taken together, would not
suffer, in respect to the talent with which it has been
conducted, by comparison with any thing which other and older
governments can produce; and to the attainment of this
respectability and distinction Mr. Jefferson has contributed his
full part.
On the retirement of General Washington from the Presidency, and
the election of Mr. Adams to that office in 1797, he was chosen
Vice-President. While presiding in this capacity over the
deliberations of the Senate, he compiled and published a Manual
of Parliamentary Practice, a work of more labor and more merit
than is indicated by its size. It is now received as the general
standard by which proceedings are regulated, not only in both
Houses of Congress, but in most of the other legislative bodies
in the country. In 1801 he was elected President, in opposition
to Mr. Adams, and re-elected in 1805, by a vote approaching
towards unanimity.
From the time of his final retirement from public life, in 1809,
Mr. Jefferson lived as became a wise man. Surrounded by
affectionate friends, his ardor in the pursuit of knowledge
undiminished, with uncommon health and unbroken spirits, he was
able to enjoy largely the rational pleasures of life, and to
partake in that public prosperity which he had so much
contributed to produce. His kindness and hospitality, the charm
of his conversation, the ease of his manners, the extent of his
acquirements, and, especially, the full store of Revolutionary
incidents which he had treasured in his memory, and which he
knew when and how to dispense, rendered his abode in a high
degree attractive to his admiring countrymen, while his high
public and scientific character drew towards him every
intelligent and educated traveller from abroad. Both Mr. Adams
and Mr. Jefferson had the pleasure of knowing that the respect
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which they so largely received was not paid to their official
stations. They were not men made great by office; but great men,
on whom the country for its own benefit had conferred office.
There was that in them which office did not give, and which the
relinquishment of office did not, and could not, take away. In
their retirement, in the midst of their fellow-citizens,
themselves private citizens, they enjoyed as high regard and
esteem as when filling the most important places of public
trust.
There remained to Mr. Jefferson yet one other work of patriotism
and beneficence, the establishment of a university in his native
State. To this object he devoted years of incessant and anxious
attention, and by the enlightened liberality of the Legislature
of Virginia, and the co-operation of other able and zealous
friends, he lived to see it accomplished. May all success attend
this infant seminary; and may those who enjoy its advantages,
as often as their eyes shall rest on the neighboring height,
recollect what they owe to their disinterested and indefatigable
benefactor; and may letters honor him who thus labored in the
cause of letters!60
Thus useful, and thus respected, passed the old age of Thomas
Jefferson. But time was on its ever-ceaseless wing, and was now
bringing the last hour of this illustrious man. He saw its
approach with undisturbed serenity. He counted the moments as
they passed, and beheld that his last sands were falling. That
day, too, was at hand which he had helped to make immortal. One
wish, one hope, if it were not presumptuous, beat in his fainting
breast. Could it be so, might it please God, he would desire
once more to see the sun, once more to look abroad on the scene
around him, on the great day of liberty. Heaven, in its mercy,
fulfilled that prayer. He saw that sun, he enjoyed its sacred
light, he thanked God for this mercy, and bowed his aged head
to the grave. “Felix, non vitae tantum claritate, sed etiam
opportunitate mortis.”
The last public labor of Mr. Jefferson naturally suggests the
expression of the high praise which is due, both to him and to
Mr. Adams, for their uniform and zealous attachment to learning,
and to the cause of general knowledge. Of the advantages of
learning, indeed, and of literary accomplishments, their own
characters were striking recommendations and illustrations.
They were scholars, ripe and good scholars; widely acquainted
with ancient, as well as modern literature, and not altogether
uninstructed in the deeper sciences. Their acquirements,
doubtless, were different, and so were the particular objects
of their literary pursuits; as their tastes and characters, in
60. Mr. Jefferson himself considered his services in establishing the University of Virginia as among the most important rendered
by him to the country. In Mr. Wirt’s Eulogy, it is stated that a private memorandum was found among his papers, containing the
following inscription to be placed on his monument.— “Here was buried Thomas Jefferson, Author of the Declaration of
Independence, of the Statutes of Virginia for Religious Freedom, and Father of the University of Virginia.” Eulogies on Adams and
Jefferson, p. 426.
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these respects, differed like those of other men. Being, also,
men of busy lives, with great objects requiring action
constantly before them, their attainments in letters did not
become showy or obtrusive. Yet I would hazard the opinion, that,
if we could now ascertain all the causes which gave them eminence
and distinction in the midst of the great men with whom they
acted, we should find not among the least their early
acquisitions in literature, the resources which it furnished,
the promptitude and facility which it communicated, and the wide
field it opened for analogy and illustration; giving them thus,
on every subject, a larger view and a broader range, as well for
discussion as for the government of their own conduct.
Literature sometimes disgusts, and pretension to it much oftener
disgusts, by appearing to hang loosely on the character, like
something foreign or extraneous, not a part, but an ill-adjusted
appendage; or by seeming to overload and weigh it down by its
unsightly bulk, like the productions of bad taste in
architecture, where there is massy and cumbrous ornament without
strength or solidity of column. This has exposed learning, and
especially classical learning, to reproach. Men have seen that
it might exist without mental superiority, without vigor,
without good taste, and without utility. But in such cases
classical learning has only not inspired natural talent; or, at
most, it has but made original feebleness of intellect, and
natural bluntness of perception, something more conspicuous. The
question, after all, if it be a question, is, whether
literature, ancient as well as modern, does not assist a good
understanding, improve natural good taste, add polished armor
to native strength, and render its possessor, not only more
capable of deriving private happiness from contemplation and
reflection, but more accomplished also for action in the affairs
of life, and especially for public action. Those whose memories
we now honor were learned men; but their learning was kept in
its proper place, and made subservient to the uses and objects
of life. They were scholars, not common nor superficial; but
their scholarship was so in keeping with their character, so
blended and inwrought, that careless observers, or bad judges,
not seeing an ostentatious display of it, might infer that it
did not exist; forgetting, or not knowing, that classical
learning in men who act in conspicuous public stations, perform
duties which exercise the faculty of writing, or address
popular, deliberative, or judicial bodies, is often felt where
it is little seen, and sometimes felt more effectually because
it is not seen at all.
But the cause of knowledge, in a more enlarged sense, the cause
of general knowledge and of popular education, had no warmer
friends, nor more powerful advocates, than Mr. Adams and Mr.
Jefferson. On this foundation they knew the whole republican
system rested; and this great and all-important truth they
strove to impress, by all the means in their power. In the early
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publication already referred to, Mr. Adams expresses the strong
and just sentiment, that the education of the poor is more
important, even to the rich themselves, than all their own
riches. On this great truth, indeed, is founded that unrivalled,
that invaluable political and moral institution, our own
blessing and the glory of our fathers, the New England system
of free schools.
As the promotion of knowledge had been the object of their regard
through life, so these great men made it the subject of their
testamentary bounty. Mr. Jefferson is understood to have
bequeathed his library to the University of Virginia, and that
of Mr. Adams is bestowed on the inhabitants of Quincy.
Mr. Adams and Mr. Jefferson, fellow-citizens, were successively
Presidents of the United States. The comparative merits of their
respective administrations for a long time agitated and divided
public opinion. They were rivals, each supported by numerous and
powerful portions of the people, for the highest office. This
contest, partly the cause and partly the consequence of the long
existence of two great political parties in the country, is now
part of the history of our government. We may naturally regret
that any thing should have occurred to create difference and
discord between those who had acted harmoniously and efficiently
in the great concerns of the Revolution. But this is not the
time, nor this the occasion, for entering into the grounds of
that difference, or for attempting to discuss the merits of the
questions which it involves. As practical questions, they were
canvassed when the measures which they regarded were acted on
and adopted; and as belonging to history, the time has not come
for their consideration.
It is, perhaps, not wonderful, that, when the Constitution of
the United States first went into operation, different opinions
should be entertained as to the extent of the powers conferred
by it. Here was a natural source of diversity of sentiment. It
is still less wonderful, that that event, nearly contemporary
with our government under the present Constitution, which so
entirely shocked all Europe, and disturbed our relations with
her leading powers, should be thought, by different men, to have
different bearings on our own prosperity; and that the early
measures adopted by the government of the United States, in
consequence of this new state of things, should be seen in
opposite lights. It is for the future historian, when what now
remains of prejudice and misconception shall have passed away,
to state these different opinions, and pronounce impartial
judgment. In the mean time, all good men rejoice, and well may
rejoice, that the sharpest differences sprung out of measures
which, whether right or wrong, have ceased with the exigencies
that gave them birth, and have left no permanent effect, either
on the Constitution or on the general prosperity of the country.
This remark, I am aware, may be supposed to have its exception
in one measure, the alteration of the Constitution as to the
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mode of choosing President; but it is true in its general
application. Thus the course of policy pursued towards France
in 1798, on the one hand, and the measures of commercial
restriction commenced in 1807, on the other, both subjects of
warm and severe opposition, have passed away and left nothing
behind them. They were temporary, and, whether wise or unwise,
their consequences were limited to their respective occasions.
It is equally clear, at the same time, and it is equally
gratifying, that those measures of both administrations which
were of durable importance, and which drew after them momentous
and long remaining consequences, have received general
approbation. Such was the organization, or rather the creation,
of the navy, in the administration of Mr. Adams; such the
acquisition of Louisiana in that of Mr. Jefferson. The country,
it may safely be added, is not likely to be willing either to
approve, or to reprobate, indiscriminately, and in the
aggregate,
all
the
measures
of
either,
or
of
any,
administration. The dictate of reason and of justice is, that,
holding each one his own sentiments on the points of difference,
we imitate the great men themselves in the forbearance and
moderation which they have cherished, and in the mutual respect
and kindness which they have been so much inclined to feel and
to reciprocate.
No men, fellow-citizens, ever served their country with more
entire exemption from every imputation of selfish and mercenary
motives, than those to whose memory we are paying these proofs
of respect. A suspicion of any disposition to enrich themselves
or to profit by their public employments, never rested on
either. No sordid motive approached them. The inheritance which
they have left to their children is of their character and their
fame.
Fellow-citizens, I will detain you no longer by this faint and
feeble tribute to the memory of the illustrious dead. Even in
other hands, adequate justice could not be done to them, within
the limits of this occasion. Their highest, their best praise,
is your deep conviction of their merits, your affectionate
gratitude for their labors and their services. It is not my
voice, it is this cessation of ordinary pursuits, this arresting
of all attention, these solemn ceremonies, and this crowded
house, which speak their eulogy. Their fame, indeed, is safe.
That is now treasured up beyond the reach of accident. Although
no sculptured marble should rise to their memory, nor engraved
stone bear record of their deeds, yet will their remembrance be
as lasting as the land they honored. Marble columns may, indeed,
moulder into dust, time may erase all impress from the crumbling
stone, but their fame remains; for with AMERICAN LIBERTY it
rose, and with AMERICAN LIBERTY ONLY can it perish. It was the
last swelling peal of yonder choir, “THEIR BODIES ARE BURIED IN
PEACE, BUT THEIR NAME LIVETH EVERMORE.” I catch that solemn
song, I echo that lofty strain of funeral triumph, “THEIR NAME
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LIVETH EVERMORE.”
Of the illustrious signers of the Declaration of Independence
there now remains only CHARLES CARROLL. He seems an aged oak,
standing alone on the plain, which time has spared a little
longer after all its contemporaries have been levelled with the
dust. Venerable object! we delight to gather round its trunk,
while yet it stands, and to dwell beneath its shadow. Sole
survivor of an assembly of as great men as the world has
witnessed, in a transaction one of the most important that
history records, what thoughts, what interesting reflections,
must fill his elevated and devout soul! If he dwell on the past,
how touching its recollections; if he survey the present, how
happy, how joyous, how full of the fruition of that hope which
his ardent patriotism indulged; if he glance at the future, how
does the prospect of his country’s advancement almost bewilder
his weakened conception! Fortunate, distinguished patriot!
Interesting relic of the past! Let him know that, while we honor
the dead, we do not forget the living; and that there is not a
heart here which does not fervently pray that Heaven may keep
him yet back from the society of his companions.
And now, fellow-citizens, let us not retire from this occasion
without a deep and solemn conviction of the duties which have
devolved upon us. This lovely land, this glorious liberty, these
benign institutions, the dear purchase of our fathers, are ours;
ours to enjoy, ours to preserve, ours to transmit. Generations
past and generations to come hold us responsible for this sacred
trust. Our fathers, from behind, admonish us, with their anxious
paternal voices; posterity calls out to us, from the bosom of
the future; the world turns hither its solicitous eyes; all, all
conjure us to act wisely, and faithfully, in the relation which
we sustain. We can never, indeed, pay the debt which is upon us;
but by virtue, by morality, by religion, by the cultivation of
every good principle and every good habit, we may hope to enjoy
the blessing, through our day, and to leave it unimpaired to our
children. Let us feel deeply how much of what we are and of what
we possess we owe to this liberty, and to these institutions of
government. Nature has, indeed, given us a soil which yields
bounteously to the hand of industry, the mighty and fruitful
ocean is before us, and the skies over our heads shed health and
vigor. But what are lands, and seas, and skies, to civilized
man, without society, without knowledge, without morals, without
religious culture; and how can these be enjoyed, in all their
extent and all their excellence, but under the protection of
wise institutions and a free government? Fellow-citizens, there
is not one of us, there is not one of us here present, who does
not, at this moment, and at every moment, experience, in his own
condition, and in the condition of those most near and dear to
him, the influence and the benefits of this liberty and these
institutions. Let us then acknowledge the blessing, let us feel
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it deeply and powerfully, let us cherish a strong affection for
it, and resolve to maintain and perpetuate it. The blood of our
fathers, let it not have been shed in vain; the great hope of
posterity, let it not be blasted.
The striking attitude, too, in which we stand to the world around
us, a topic to which, I fear, I advert too often, and dwell on
too long, cannot be altogether omitted here. Neither individuals
nor nations can perform their part well, until they understand
and feel its importance, and comprehend and justly appreciate
all the duties belonging to it. It is not to inflate national
vanity, nor to swell a light and empty feeling of selfimportance, but it is that we may judge justly of our situation,
and of our own duties, that I earnestly urge upon you this
consideration of our position and our character among the
nations of the earth. It cannot be denied, but by those who would
dispute against the sun, that with America, and in America, a
new era commences in human affairs. This era is distinguished
by free representative governments, by entire religious liberty,
by improved systems of national intercourse, by a newly awakened
and an unconquerable spirit of free inquiry, and by a diffusion
of knowledge through the community, such as has been before
altogether unknown and unheard of. America, America, our
country, fellow-citizens, our own dear and native land, is
inseparably connected, fast bound up, in fortune and by fate,
with these great interests. If they fall, we fall with them; if
they stand, it will be because we have maintained them. Let us
contemplate, then, this connection, which binds the prosperity
of others to our own; and let us manfully discharge all the
duties which it imposes. If we cherish the virtues and the
principles of our fathers, Heaven will assist us to carry on the
work of human liberty and human happiness. Auspicious omens
cheer us. Great examples are before us. Our own firmament now
shines brightly upon our path. WASHINGTON is in the clear, upper
sky. These other stars have now joined the American
constellation; they circle round their centre, and the heavens
beam with new light. Beneath this illumination let us walk the
course of life, and at its close devoutly commend our beloved
country, the common parent of us all, to the Divine Benignity.
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August 29, Tuesday: George Frisbie Hoar was born, son of the attorney Samuel Hoar61 and Sarah Sherman
Hoar, who was a daughter of the Roger Sherman whose name appears on our Declaration of Independence:
my own grandfather from whom I inherited the love of
Liberty and my opinions as to the rights of men and of
nations.
He would become, as we see above, proud of his ancestry, or, at least, proud of the ancestry about which he
was willing to talk in public. (Proud of his ancestry as he was, for one reason or another he wouldn’t ever get
around to mentioning to anyone that his great-grandfather Daniel Hoar had been a mass race murderer of
innocents, who had been saved from being hanged on Boston Common only by way of his importance and his
connections.) However, contrary to what his biographer Welch says, this politician George Frisbie Hoar was
not born in Concord, Massachusetts, the “shrine of the Revolution and the acknowledged capital of ‘simple
living and high thinking,’” but born instead in Worcester, a manufacturing center famous –if it has ever been
famous for anything– for its railroad connections to elsewhere. The Hoars, be it said once and for all –with the
possible single exception of the daughter Elizabeth Hoar– in Concord the acknowledged capital of “simple
living and high thinking” — managed to undertake to obey that injunction almost completely backward,
making themselves into past masters of the art of swell living and simplistic thinking.

61. It was in this year that Samuel Hoar was becoming a Massachusetts senator. (In politics, Hoar began as a Federalist, became a
Whig, and would continue as a Whig until the nomination of the slavemaster Zachary Taylor for president.)
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On this day, also, at Harvard College, the new building of the Divinity School was being dedicated. (About
this period Dr. Follen was providing instruction in the school, in the department of Ethics.)
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1827
July 5, Thursday, New York Emancipation Day: Slavery had been “abolished” at midnight, in the state of
New York. Austin Steward gave Rochester’s New York Emancipation Day Speech.

Actually, only those born before 1799 were manumitted — those born between 1799 and 1827 would be
required to continue with their slave labor for a few more years. However, since James McCune Smith had at
this point attained the age of 14, his lot fell among those freed rather than among those forced to continue under
the category of indentured servant.
But the Emancipation Bill had been passed, and the colored
people felt it to be a time fit for rejoicing. They met in
different places and determined to evince their gratitude by a
general celebration. In Rochester they convened in large
numbers, and resolved to celebrate the glorious day of freedom
at Johnson’s Square, on the fifth day of July. This arrangement
was made so as not to interfere with the white population who
were everywhere celebrating the day of their independence — “the
Glorious Fourth,” — for amid the general and joyous shout of
liberty, prejudice had sneeringly raised the finger of scorn at
the poor African, whose iron bands were loosed, not only from
English oppression, but the more cruel and oppressive power of
Slavery.
They met according to previous appointment, Mr. A.H----, having
been chosen president, Mr. H.E----, marshal, and Mr. H.D----,
reader of the “Act of Emancipation,” and “The Declaration of
Independence.” A large audience of both white and colored people
assembled, and the day which had been ushered in by the booming
cannon, passed by in the joyous realization that we were indeed
free men. To the music of the band the large procession marched
from the square to the hotel, where ample provision was made for

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
dinner, after listening to the following oration, which I had
been requested to deliver.
I must not omit to mention that on the morning of that happy
day, a committee of colored men waited upon the Hon. Matthew
Brown, and in behalf of the citizens of Monroe County, presented
their thanks for his noble exertions in the Legislature, in
favor of the Act by which thousands were made free men.
Here is how the events of the day would be presented by the Rochester Daily Advertiser:

ABOLITION OF SLAVERY.
The extinction of that curse by the laws of our State,
was marked with appropriate rejoicings on the part of
the African race in this neighborhood. A procession of
considerable
length
and
respectable
appearance,
preceded by a band of music, moved from Brown’s Island
through the principal streets to the public square,
yesterday forenoon, where a stage and seats were
erected, for the speakers and audience. The throne of
Grace was addressed by the Rev. Mr. Allen, a colored
clergyman. The act declaring all slaves free in this
State, on the fourth day of July, 1827, was read, which
was succeeded by the reading of the Declaration of
Independence and delivery of an oration by Mr. Steward.
We have heard but one opinion from several gentlemen who
were present, and that was highly complimentary to the
composition and delivery of the same.
The exercises were concluded by a short discourse from
the Rev. Mr. Allen, and the procession moved off to
partake of an entertainment prepared for the occasion.
The thing was got up in good order, and passed off
remarkably well. The conduct of the emancipated race was
exemplary throughout, and if their future enjoyment of
freedom
be
tinctured
with
the
prudence
that
characterised their celebration of its attainment, the
country will have no reason to mourn the philanthropy
that set them free.
— And here, then, is Austin Steward’s New York Emancipation Day Speech in Rochester, at least as he later
remembered and chose to make record of it:
The age in which we live is characterised in no ordinary degree,
by a certain boldness and rapidity in the march of intellectual
and political improvements. Inventions the most surprising;
revolutions the most extraordinary, are springing forth, and
passing in quick succession before us, — all tending most
clearly to the advancement of mankind towards that state of
earthly perfection and happiness, from which they are yet so far
distant, but of which their nature and that of the world they
inhabit, are most certainly capable. It is at all times pleasing
and instructive to look backward by the light of history, and
forward by the light of analogical reasoning, to behold the
gradual advancement of man from barbarism to civilization, from
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civilization toward the higher perfections of his nature; and
to hope — nay, confidently believe, that the time is not far
distant when liberty and equal rights being everywhere
established, morality and the religion of the gospel everywhere
diffused, — man shall no longer lift his hand for the oppression
of his fellow man; but all, mutually assisting and assisted,
shall move onward throughout the journey of human life, like the
peaceful caravan across the burning sands of Arabia. And never,
on this glorious anniversary, so often and so deservedly
celebrated by millions of free men, but which we are to-day for
the first time called to celebrate — never before, has the eye
been able to survey the past with so much satisfaction, or the
future with hopes and expectations so brilliant and so
flattering; it is to us a day of two-fold joy. We are men, though
the strong hand of prejudice and oppression is upon us; we can,
and we will rejoice in the advancement of the rapidly increasing
happiness of mankind, and especially of our own race. We can,
and we will rejoice in the growing power and glory of the country
we inhabit. Although Almighty God has not permitted us to remain
in the land of our forefathers and our own, the glories of
national independence, and the sweets of civil and religious
liberty, to their full extent; but the strong hand of the spoiler
has borne us into a strange land, yet has He of His great
goodness given us to behold those best and noblest of his gifts
to man, in their fairest and loveliest forms; and not only have
we beheld them, but we have already felt much of their benignant
influence. Most of us have hitherto enjoyed many, very many of
the dearest rights of freemen. Our lives and personal liberties
have been held as sacred and inviolable; the rights of property
have been extended to us, in this land of freedom; our industry
has been, and still is, liberally rewarded; and so long as we
live under a free and happy government which denies us not the
protection of its laws, why should we fret and vex ourselves
because we have had no part in framing them, nor anything to do
with their administration. When the fruits of the earth are
fully afforded us, we do not wantonly refuse them, nor
ungratefully repine because we have done nothing towards the
cultivation of the tree which produces them. No, we accept them
with lively gratitude; and their sweetness is not embittered by
reflecting upon the manner in which they were obtained. It is
the dictate of sound wisdom, then, to enjoy without repining,
the freedom, privileges, and immunities which wise and equal
laws have awarded us — nay, proudly to rejoice and glory in their
production, and stand ready at all times to defend them at the
hazard of our lives, and of all that is most dear to us.
But are we alone shut out and excluded from any share in the
administration of government? Are not the clergy, a class of men
equally ineligible to office? A class of men almost idolized by
their countrymen, ineligible to office! And are we alone
excluded from what the world chooses to denominate polite
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society? And are not a vast majority of the polar race excluded?
I know not why, but mankind of every age, nation, and complexion
have had lower classes; and, as a distinction, they have chosen
to arrange themselves in the grand spectacle of human life, like
seats in a theater — rank above rank, with intervals between
them. But if any suppose that happiness or contentment is
confined to any single class, or that the high or more splendid
order possesses any substantial advantage in those respects over
their more lowly brethren, they must be wholly ignorant of all
rational enjoyment. For what though the more humble orders
cannot mingle with the higher on terms of equality. This, if
rightly considered, is not a curse but a blessing. Look around
you, my friends: what rational enjoyment is not within your
reach? Your homes are in the noblest country in the world, and
all of that country which your real happiness requires, may at
any time be yours. Your industry can purchase it; and its
righteous laws will secure you in its possession. But, to what,
my friends, do you owe all these blessings? Let not the truth
be concealed. You owe them to that curse, that bitter scourge
of Africa, whose partial abolishment you are this day convened
to celebrate. Slavery has been your curse, but it shall become
your rejoicing. Like the people of God in Egypt, you have been
afflicted; but like them too, you have been redeemed. You are
henceforth free as the mountain winds. Why should we, on this
day of congratulation and joy, turn our view upon the origin of
African Slavery? Why should we harrow up our minds by dwelling
on the deceit, the forcible fraud and treachery that have been
so long practised on your hospitable and unsuspecting
countrymen? Why speak of fathers torn from the bosom of their
families, wives from the embraces of their husbands, children
from the protection of their parents; in fine, of all the tender
and endearing relations of life dissolved and trampled under
foot, by the accursed traffic in human flesh? Why should we
remember, in joy and exultation, the thousands of our countrymen
who are to-day, in this land of gospel light, this boasted land
of civil and religious liberty, writhing under the lash and
groaning beneath the grinding weight of Slavery’s chain? I ask,
Almighty God, are they who do such things thy chosen and favorite
people? But, away with such thoughts as these; we will rejoice,
though sobs interrupt the songs of our rejoicing, and tears
mingle in the cup we pledge to Freedom; our harps though they
have long hung neglected upon the willows, shall this day be
strung full high to the notes of gladness. On this day, in one
member at least of this mighty Republic, the Slavery of our race
has ceased forever! No more shall the insolent voice of a master
be the main-spring of our actions, the sole guide of our conduct;
no more shall their hands labor in degrading and profitless
servitude. Their toils will henceforth be voluntary, and be
crowned with the never failing reward of industry. Honors and
dignities may perhaps never be ours; but wealth, virtue, and
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happiness are all within the compass of our moderate exertions.
And how shall we employ a few moments better than in reflecting
upon the means by which these are to be obtained. For what can
be more proper and more profitable to one who has just gained
an invaluable treasure, than to consider how he may use it to
the best possible advantage? And here I need not tell you that
a strict observance to all the precepts of the gospel ought to
be your first and highest aim; for small will be the value of
all that the present world can bestow, if the interests of the
world to come are neglected and despised. None of you can be
ignorant of what the gospel teaches. Bibles may easily be
obtained; nor can there be a greater disgrace, or a more shameful
neglect of duty than for a person of mature age, and much more,
for any father of a family to be without that most precious of
all books — the BIBLE. If, therefore, any of you are destitute
of a BIBLE, hasten to procure one. Will any of you say that it
can be of no use to you, or that you cannot read it? Look then
to that noblest of all remedies for this evil, the Sunday School
— that most useful of all institutions. There you may learn
without loss of time or money, that of which none should be
ignorant — to read.
Let me exhort you with earnestness to give your most sincere
attention to this matter. It is of the utmost importance to every
one of you. Let your next object be to obtain as soon as may be,
a competency of the good things of this world; immense wealth
is not necessary for you, and would but diminish your real
happiness. Abject poverty is and ought to be regarded as the
greatest, most terrible of all possible evils. It should be
shunned as a most deadly and damning sin. What then are the means
by which so dreadful a calamity may be avoided? I will tell you,
my friends, in these simple words — hear and ponder on them;
write them upon the tablets of your memory; they are worthy to
be inscribed in letters of gold upon every door-post —
“industry, prudence, and economy.” Oh! they are words of power
to guide you to respectability and happiness. Attend, then, to
some of the laws which industry impose, while you have health
and strength. Let not the rising sun behold you sleeping or
indolently lying upon your beds. Rise ever with the morning
light; and, till sun-set, give not an hour to idleness. Say not
human nature cannot endure it. It can — it almost requires it.
Sober, diligent, and moderate labor does not diminish it, but
on the contrary, greatly adds to the health, vigor, and duration
of the human frame. Thousands of the human race have died
prematurely of disease engendered by indolence and inactivity.
Few, very few indeed, have suffered by the too long continuance
of bodily exertion. As you give the day to labor, so devote the
night to rest; for who that has drunk and reveled all night at
a tippling shop, or wandered about in search of impious and
stolen pleasures, has not by so doing not only committed a most
heinous and damning sin in the sight of Heaven, but rendered
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himself wholly unfit for the proper discharge of the duties of
the coming day. Nor think that industry or true happiness do not
go hand in hand; and to him who is engaged in some useful
avocation, time flies delightfully and rapidly away. He does
not, like the idle and indolent man, number the slow hours with
sighs — cursing both himself and them for the tardiness of their
flight. Ah, my friends, it is utterly impossible for him who
wastes time in idleness, ever to know anything of true
happiness. Indolence, poverty, wretchedness, are inseparable
companions, — fly them, shun idleness, as from eminent and
inevitable destruction. In vain will you labor unless prudence
and economy preside over and direct all your exertions. Remember
at all times that money even in your own hands, is power; with
it you may direct as you will the actions of your pale, proud
brethren. Seek after and amass it then, by just and honorable
means; and once in your hand never part with it but for a full
and fair equivalent; nor let that equivalent be something which
you do not want, and for which you cannot obtain more than it
cost you. Be watchful and diligent and let your mind be fruitful
in devises for the honest advancement of your worldly interest.
So shall you continually rise in respectability, in rank and
standing in this so late and so long the land of your captivity.
Above all things refrain from the excessive use of ardent
spirits. There is no evil whose progress is so imperceptible;
and at the same time so sure and deadly, as that of intemperance;
and by slow degrees it undermines health, wealth, and happiness,
till all at length tumble into one dreadful mass of ruin. If God
has given you children, he has in so doing imposed upon you a
most fearful responsibility; believe me, friends, you will
answer to God for every misfortune suffered, and every crime
committed by them which right education and example could have
taught them to avoid. Teach them reverence and obedience to the
laws both of God and man. Teach them sobriety, temperance,
justice, and truth. Let their minds be rightly instructed —
imbued with kindness and brotherly love, charity, and
benevolence. Let them possess at least so much learning as is
to be acquired in the common schools of the country. In short,
let their welfare be dearer to you than any earthly enjoyment;
so shall they be the richest of earthly blessings.
My countrymen, let us henceforth remember that we are men. Let
us as one man, on this day resolve that henceforth, by continual
endeavors to do good to all mankind, we will claim for ourselves
the attention and respect which as men we should possess. So
shall every good that can be the portion of man, be ours — this
life shall be happy, and the life to come, glorious.
Friend Stephen Wanton Gould wrote in his journal:
5th day 5th of 7 M 1827 / Our Meeting small & hevy to me, & I
am quite inclined to believe there was but very little life among
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us. — Yet as Wm Flanner on[c]e said in our Meeting “My not being
able to feel the life doses [does] not prove that none of the
rest are favoured with it. —
Had a comfortable letter from John this Morning. —
RELIGIOUS SOCIETY OF FRIENDS

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

1828

Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s, or Hathorne’s, 24th birthday.
Waldo Emerson went to McLean’s Asylum in Charlestown MA to see how his brother Edward Bliss Emerson
was getting along, but the person in charge turned him away, insisting that it would not be good for the patient
to be visited at this point (one wonders what was going on).
At 4:30PM, Sam Patch again leaped the Passaic Falls, this time before a crowd estimated at 3,000 to 5,000:
“One thing can be done as well as another.”

CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY
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That evening Timothy Crane was staging a tickets-only display of fireworks at his Forest Garden, across his
new toll bridge on the far side of the Passaic Falls, “where the refinements of taste and art combined with the
varied and romantic beauties of nature, to afford pleasure and satisfaction to the numerous company present.”
(It is to be noted that this was the first 4th-of-July celebration at Paterson NJ to feature such advertised
commercial attractions, as in the previous year the fireworks display had been paid for by the municipality and
had been free to all.)
Returning to Boston harbor from a cruise, the frigate Constitution fired “a salute in honor of the day.”
President John Quincy Adams officiated at the ground-breaking ceremony of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal
north of Georgetown, with Benjamin Wright as Chief Engineer. Nathan Roberts was appointed to the board of
engineers. (The C&O Canal would turn out to require 22 years.)
The last surviving signatory to the Declaration of Independence, Charles Carroll, keynoted the beginning of
construction on the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad west from Baltimore which had been chartered in the
previous year, by symbolically laying the 1st stone. (This B&O would become the 1st railroad in the US to
carry passengers as well as freight.)62

At the end of his 6-month contract, William Lloyd Garrison resigned from the National Philanthropist.

62. This 1st stone would be recovered in 1898, and would at that point have been buried by successive fills over the years, some six
feet down. It is now relocated to the B&O company museum that has been opened in 1952. (The parking lot for this museum is over
the site of the original 1830 station, and it is a replacement station, built in 1851, which serves as this exhibit’s entrance hall.)
—Things change, they really change.
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1829
James Madison was proposing a modest proposal before the Virginia Constitutional Convention,
which consisted of slavemasters and race bigots, that the institution of human chattel bondage be abolished
peacefully through reimbursement of all former slavemasters for property interest thus abandoned.63
SLAVERY

“It is simply crazy that there should ever have come
into being a world with such a sin in it, in which a man
is set apart because of his color — the superficial fact
about a human being. Who could want such a world? For
an American fighting for his love of country, that the
last hope of earth should from its beginning have
swallowed slavery, is an irony so withering, a justice
so intimate in its rebuke of pride, as to measure only
with God.”
— Stanley Cavell, MUST WE MEAN WHAT WE SAY?
1976, page 141
Speaking of Virginia slavemasters in need of help: Thomas Jefferson’s 1821 autobiography,64 containing his
assertion of his authorship of the Declaration of Independence, made its first public appearance during this
year as part of his all-white grandson65 Thomas Jefferson Randolph’s THE MEMOIRS, CORRESPONDENCE AND
PRIVATE PAPERS OF THOMAS JEFFERSON.

Meanwhile, the Methodist David Walker was speaking with frankness, in his APPEAL, of the last resort to
which it might be necessary to descend in order to destroy the peculiar institution of human chattel bondage:
“[O]ne good black man can put to death six white men.”

63. For some strange reason nobody was proposing a modest proposal that the institution of human chattel bondage be abolished
peacefully through reimbursement of all former slaves for the personal abuses and loss of wage income which they had endured.
Since this would have been a very real-world compensation and fairness issue, one wonders why no-one brought it up!
64. “Autobiography.” Peterson, Merrill D., ed. THOMAS JEFFERSON: WRITINGS. NY, 1984
65. Yes indeed, Jefferson had some children who were 100% white.
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The Reverend Charles A. Goodrich’s hagiographic and chauvinist LIVES OF THE SIGNERS
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE, part of a developing American genre. All hail our DWM
“Founding Fathers” who could do no ill:66

TO THE

The events leading to the declaration of independence ... have
brought us to the more particular notice of those distinguished men,
who signed their names to that instrument, and thus identified
themselves with the glory of this American republic. If the world
has seldom witnessed a train of events of a more novel and
interesting character, than those which led to the declaration of
American independence, it has, perhaps, never seen a body of men,
placed in a more difficult and responsible situation, than were the
signers of that instrument. And certainly, the world has never
witnessed a more brilliant exhibition of political wisdom, or a
brighter example of firmness and courage. The first instant the
American
colonies
gave
promise
of
future
importance
and
respectability, the jealousy of Great Britain was excited, and the
counsels of her statesmen were employed to keep them in humble
subjection. This was the object, when royalty grasped at their
charters; when restrictions were laid upon their commerce and
manufactures; when, by taxation, their resources were attempted to
be withdrawn, and the doctrine inculcated, that it was rebellion for
them to think and act for themselves. It was fortunate for the
Americans, that they understood their own rights, and had the
courage to assert them. But even at the time of the declaration of
independence, just ash was the cause of the colonies, it was
doubtful how the contests would terminate. The chance of eventual
success was against them. Less than three millions of people
constituted their population, and these were scattered over a widely
extended territory. They were divided into colonies, which had no
political character, and no other bond of union than common
sufferings, common danger, and common necessities. They had no
veteran army, no navy, no arsenals filled with the munitions of war,
and no fortifications on their extended coast. They had no
overflowing treasuries; but in the outset, were to depend upon
loans, taxation, and voluntary contributions. Thus circumstanced,
could success in such a contest be reasonably anticipated? Could
they hope to compete with the parent country, whose strength was
consolidated by the lapse of centuries, and to whose wealth and
power so many millions contributed? That country directed, in a
great measure, the destinies of Europe: her influence extended to
every quarter of the world. Her armies were trained to the art of
war; her navy rode in triumph on every sea; her statesmen were subtle
and sagacious; her generals skilful and practised. And more than
all, her pride was aroused by the fact, that all Europe was an
interested spectator of the scene, and was urging her forward to
vindicate the policy she had adopted, and the principles which she
had advanced. But what will not union and firmness, valour and
patriotism, accomplish? What will not faith accomplish? The colonies
were, indeed, aware of the crisis at which they had arrived. They
66. Notice that according to Francis Jennings’s THE CREATION OF AMERICA: THROUGH REVOLUTION TO EMPIRE (NY: Cambridge
UP, 2000), this John Hancock fellow had decidedly mixed motives in fleeing from the army in Lexington and opting to become one
of the rebels: had the British import taxes been collectable, his business as the most active smuggler in Boston would have been
destroyed.
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saw the precipice upon which they stood. National existence was at
stake. Life, and liberty, and peace, were at hazard; not only of
this generation which then existed, but of the unnumbered millions
which were yet to be born. To heaven they could, with pious
confidence, make their solemn appeal. They trusted in the arm of
HIM, who had planted their fathers in this distant land, and
besought HIM to guide the men, who in his providence were called to
preside over their public councils. It was fortunate for them, and
equally fortunate for the cause of rational liberty, that the
delegates to the congress of 1776, were adequate to the great work
which devolved upon them. They were not popular favourites, brought
into notice during a season of tumult and violence; nor men chosen
in times of tranquillity, when nothing is to be apprehended from a
mistaken selection. “But they were men to whom others might cling
in times of peril, and look up to in the revolution of empires; men
whose countenances in marble, as on canvass, may be dwelt upon by
after ages, as the history of the times. “They were legislators and
senators by birth, raised up by heaven for the accomplishment of a
special and important object; to rescue a people groaning under
oppression; and with the aid of their illustrious compeers, destined
to establish rational liberty on a new basis, in an American
republic. They, too, well knew the responsibility of their station,
and the fate which awaited themselves, if not their country, should
their experiment fail. They came, therefore, to the question of a
declaration of independence, like men who had counted the cost;
prepared to rejoice, without any unholy triumph, should God smile
upon the transaction; prepared also, if defeat should follow, to
lead in the way to martyrdom. A signature to the declaration of
independence, without reference to general views, was, to each
individual, a personal consideration of the most momentous import.
It would be regarded in England as treason, and expose any man to
the halter or the block. The only signature, which exhibits
indications of a trembling hand, is that of Stephen Hopkins, who had
been afflicted with the palsy. In this work of treason, John Hancock
led the way, as president of the congress, and by the force with
which he wrote, he seems to have determined that his name should
never be erased. This gentleman, who, from his conspicuous station
in the continental congress of 1776, claims our first notice, was
born in the town of Quincy, in the state of Massachusetts, in the
year 1737. Both his father and grandfather were clergy-men,
distinguished for great devotion to the duties of their profession,
and for the happy influence which they exercised over those to whom
they ministered. Of his father it is recorded, that he evinced no
common devotion to learning, to which cause he rendered essential
service, by the patronage that he gave to the literary institutions
of his native state. Of so judicious a counsellor, young Hancock was
deprived, while yet a child, but happily he was adopted by a paternal
uncle, Thomas Hancock, the most opulent merchant in Boston, and the
most enterprising in New-England. Mr. Thomas Hancock was a man of
enlarged views; and was distinguished by his liberality to several
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institutions, especially to Harvard College, in which he founded a
professorship, and in whose library his name is still conspicuous
as a principal benefactor.
Under the patronage of the uncle, the he received a liberal
education in the above university, where he was graduated in 1754.
During his collegiate course, though respectable as a scholar, he
was in no wise distinguished, and at that time, gave little promise
of the eminence to which he afterwards arrived. On leaving college,
he was entered as a clerk in the counting house of his uncle, where
he continued till 1760; at which time he visited England, both for
the purposes of acquiring information, and of becoming personally
acquainted with the distinguished correspondents of his patron. In
1764, he returned to America; shortly after which his uncle died,
leaving to his nephew his extensive mercantile concerns, and his
princely fortune, then the largest estate in the province. To a
young man, only twenty-seven, this sudden possession of wealth was
full of danger; and to not a few would have proved their ruin. But
Hancock became neither giddy, arrogant, nor profligate; and he
continued his former course of regularity, industry, and moderation.
Many depended upon him, as they had done upon his uncle, for
employment. To these he was kind and liberal; while in his more
extended and complicated commercial transactions, he maintained a
high reputation for honour and integrity. The possession of wealth,
added to the upright and honourable character which he sustained,
naturally gave him influence in the community, and rendered him even
popular. In the legislature of Massachusetts, and this event seems
to have given a direction to his future career. He thus became
associated with such individuals as Otis, Cushing, and Sam Adams,
men of great political distinction, acute discrimination, and
patriotic feeling. In such an atmosphere, the genius of John Hancock
brightened rapidly, and he soon became conspicuous among his
distinguished colleagues. It has, indeed, been asserted, that in
force of genius, he was inferior to many of his contemporaries; but
honourable testimony was given, both to the purity of his
principles, and the excellence of his abilities, by his frequent
nomination to committees, whose deliberations deeply involved the
welfare of the community. The arrival of a vessel belonging to Mr.
Hancock, in the year 1768, which was said to be loaded contrary to
the revenue laws, has already been noticed in our introduction. This
vessel was seized by the custom-house officers, and placed under the
guns of the Romney, at that time in the harbour, for security. The
seizure of this vessel greatly exasperated the people, and in their
excitement, they assaulted the revenue officers with violence, and
compelled them to seek their safety on board the armed vessel, or
in a neighboring castle. The boat of the collector was destroyed,
and several houses belonging to his partisans were razed to their
foundation. In these proceedings, Mr. Hancock himself was in no wise
engaged; and he probably condemned them as rash and unwarrantable.
But the transaction contributed greatly to bring him into notice,
and to increase his popularity. This, and several similar
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occurrences, served as a pretext to the governor to introduce into
Boston, not long after, several regiments of British troops; a
measure which was fitted more than all others to irritate the
inhabitants. Frequent collisions, as might be expected, soon
happened between the soldiers and the citizens, the former of whom
were insolent, and the latter independent. These contentions not
long after broke out into acts of violence. An unhappy instance of
this violence occurred on the evening of the 5th of March, 1770, at
which time, a small party of British soldiers was assailed by
several of the citizens, with balls of snow, and other weapons. The
citizens were fired upon by order of the commanding officer: a few
were killed, and several others were wounded. Although the
provocation was given by the citizens, the whole town was
simultaneously aroused to seek redress. At the instigation of Samuel
Adams, and Mr. Hancock, an assembly of the citizens was convened the
following day, and these two gentlemen, with some others, were
appointed a committee to demand of the governor the removal of the
troops. Of this committees Mr. Hancock was the chairman.
A few days after the above affray, which is usually termed “the
Boston massacre,” the bodies of the slain were buried with suitable
demonstrations of public grief In commemoration of the event, Mr.
John Hancock was appointed to deliver as address. After speaking of
his attachment to a righteous government, and of his enmity to
tyranny, he proceeded in the following animated strain: “The town
of Boston, ever faithful to the British crown, has been invested by
a British fleet; the troops of George the third have crossed the
Atlantic, not to engage an enemy, but to assist a band of traitors
in trampling on the rights and liberties of his most loyal subjects;
those rights and liberties, which, as a father, he ought ever to
regard, and as a king, he is bound in honour to defend from
violation, even at the risk of his own life. These troops, upon their
first arrival, took possession of our senate house, pointed their
cannon against the judgment hall, and even continued them there,
whilst the supreme court of the province was actually sitting to
decide upon the lives and fortunes of the king’s subjects. Our
streets nightly resounded with the noise of their riot and
debauchery; our peaceful citizens were hourly exposed to shameful
insults, and often felt the effects of their violence and outrage.
But this was not all; as though they thought it not enough to violate
our civil rights, they endeavoured to deprive us of the enjoyment
of our religious privileges; to vitiate our morals, and thereby
render us deserving of destruction. Hence the rude din of arms,
which broke in upon your solemn devotions in your temples, on that
day hallowed by heaven, and set apart by God himself for his peculiar
worship. Hence, impious oaths and blasphemies, so often tortured
your unaccustomed ear. Hence, all the arts which idleness and luxury
could invent, were used to betray our youth of one sex into
extravagance and effeminacy, and of the other to infamy and ruin;
and have they not succeeded but too well? Has not a reverence for
religion sensibly decayed? Have not our infants almost learned to
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lisp curses, before they knew their horrid import? Have not our
youth forgotten they were Americans, and regardless of the
admonitions of the wise and aged, copied, with a servile imitation,
the frivolity and vices of their tyrants? And must I be compelled
to acknowledge, that even the noblest, fairest part of all creation,
have not entirely escaped their cruel snares? — or why have I seen
an honest father clothed with shame; why a virtuous mother drowned
in tears? “But I forbear, and come reluctantly to the transactions
of that dismal night, when in such quick succession we felt the
extremes of grief, astonishment, and rage; when heaven in anger, for
a dreadful moment suffered hell to take the reins when Satan, with
his chosen band, opened the sluices of New-England’s blood, and
sacrilegiously polluted our land with the dead bodies of her
guiltless sons. “Let this sad tale of death never be told, without
a tear; let not the heaving bosom cease to burn with a manly
indignation at the relation of it, through the long tracks of future
time; let every parent tell the shameful story to his listening
children, till tears of pity glisten in their eyes, or boiling
passion shakes their tender frames. “Dark and designing knaves,
murderers, parricides! How dare you tread upon the earth, which has
drunk the blood or slaughtered innocence shed by your hands? How
dare you breathe that air, which wafted to the ear of heaven the
groans of those who fell a sacrifice to your accursed ambition? —
But if the labouring earth doth not expand her jaws; if the air you
breathe is not commissioned to be the minister of death; yet, hear
it, and tremble! The eye of heaven penetrates the darkest chambers
of the soul; and you, though screened from human observation, must
be arraigned, must lift your hands, red with the blood of those whose
death you have procured, at the tremendous bar of God. “But I gladly
quit this theme of death — I would not dwell too long upon the horrid
effects, which have already followed, from quartering regular troops
in this town; let our misfortunes instruct posterity to guard
against these evils. Standing armies are sometimes, (I would by no
means say generally, much less universally,) composed of persons who
have rendered themselves unfit to live in civil society; who are
equally indifferent to the glory of a George, or a Louis; who for
the addition of one penny a day to their wages, would desert from
the Christian cross, and fight under the crescent of the Turkish
sultan; from such men as these what has not a state to fear? With
such as these, usurping Caesar passed the Rubicon; with such as
these he humbled mighty Rome, and forced the mistress of the world
to own a master in a traitor. These are the men whom sceptred robbers
now employ to frustrate the designs of God, and render vain the
bounties which his gracious hand pours indiscriminately upon his
creatures.” Previously to this address, doubts had been entertained
by some, as to the perfect patriotism of Mr. John Hancock. It was
said that the governor of the province had, either by studied
civilities, or by direct overtures, endeavoured to attach him to the
royal cause. For a time insinuations of this derogatory character
were circulated abroad, highly detrimental to his name. The manners
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and habits of Mr. Hancock had, not a little, contributed to
countenance the malicious imputations. His fortune was princely. His
mansion displayed the magnificence of a courtier, rather than the
simplicity of a republican. Gold and silver embroidery adorned his
garments and on public occasions, his carriage and horses, and
servants. Livery, emulated the splendour of the English nobility.
The eye of envy saw not this magnificence with indifference; nor was
it strange that reports unfriendly to his patriotic integrity should
have been circulated abroad; especially as from his wealth and
fashionable intercourse, he had more connection with the governor
and his party than many others. The sentiments, however, expressed
by Hancock in the above address, were so explicit and so patriotic,
as to convince the most incredulous; and a renovation of his
popularity was the consequence. Hancock, from this time, became as
odious to the royal governor as his adherents, as he was dear to the
republican party. It now became an object of some importance to the
royal governor, to get possession of the persons of Mr. Hancock and
Samuel Adams; and this is said to have been intended in the
expedition to Concord, which led to the memorable battle of
Lexington,
the
opening
scene
of
the
revolutionary
war.
Notwithstanding the secrecy with which that expedition was planned,
these patriots, who were at the time members of the provincial
congress at Concord, fortunately made their escape; but it was only
at the moment the British troops entered the house where they
lodged.
Following
this
battle,
Governor
Gage
issued
his
proclamation, offering a general pardon to all who should manifest
a proper penitence for their opposition to the royal authority,
excepting the above two gentlemen, whose guilt placed them beyond
the reach of the royal clemency. In October, 1774, Hancock was
unanimously elected to the presidential chair of the provincial
congress of Massachusetts. The following year, the still higher
honour of the presidency of the continental congress was conferred
upon him. In this body, were men of superior genius, and of still
greater experience than Hancock. There were Franklin, and Jefferson,
and Dickinson, and many others, men of pre-eminent abilities and
superior political sagacity; but the recent proclamation of Governor
Gage, proscribing Hancock and Adams, had given those gentlemen great
popularity, and presented a sufficient reason to the continental
congress, to express their respect for them, by the election of the
former to the presidential chair. In this distinguished station John
Hancock continued till October 1777; at which time, in consequence
of infirm health, induced by an unremitted application to business,
he resigned his office, and, with a popularity seldom enjoyed by any
individual, retired to his native province. Of the convention,
which, about this time, was appointed to frame a constitution for
the state of Massachusetts, Hancock was a member. Under this
constitution, in 1780, he was the first governor of the
commonwealth, to which office he was annually elected, until the
year 1785, when he resigned. After an interval of two years, he was
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re-elected to the same office, in which he was continued to the time
of his death, which took place on the 8th of October, 1793, and in
the 55th year of his age. Of the character of Mr. Hancock, the limits
which we have prescribed to ourselves, will permit us to say but
little more. It was an honourable trait in that character, that
while possessed a superfluity of wealth, to the unrestrained
enjoyment of which he came at an unguarded period of life, he avoided
excessive indulgence and dissipation. His habits, through life, were
uniformly on the side of virtue. In his disposition and manners, he
was kind and courteous. He claimed no superiority from his
advantages, and manifested no arrogance on account of his wealth.
His enemies accused him of an excessive fondness for popularity; to
which fondness, envy and malice were not backward in ascribing his
liberality on various occasions. Whatever may have been the justice
of such an imputations many examples of the generosity of his
character are recorded. Hundreds of families, it is said, in times
of distress, were daily fed from his munificence. In promoting the
liberties of his country, no one, perhaps, actually expended more
wealth, or was willing to make greater sacrifices. An instance of
his public spirit, in 1775, is recorded, much to his praise. At that
time, the American army was besieging Boston, to expel the British,
who held possession of the town. To accomplish this object, the
entire destruction of the city was proposed by the American
officers. By the execution of such a plan, the whole fortune of Mr.
Hancock would have been sacrificed. Yet he immediately acceded to
the measure, declaring his readiness to surrender his all, whenever
the liberties of his country should require it.
It is not less honourable to the character of Mr. Hancock, that while
wealth and independence powerfully tempted him to a life of
indolence, he devoted himself for many years, almost without
intermission, to the most laborious service of his country.
Malevolence, during some periods of his public life, aspersed his
character, and imputed to him motives of conduct to which he was a
stranger. Full justice was done to his memory at his death, in the
expressions of grief and affection which were offered over his
remains, by the multitudes who thronged his house while his body lay
in state, and who followed his remains to the grave.

*

*

*

Among those who signed the Declaration of Independence, and were
conspicuous in the revolution, there existed, of course, a great
diversity of intellectual endowments; nor did all render to their
country, in those perilous days, the same important services. Like
the luminaries of heavens each contributed his portion of influence;
but, like them, they differed, as star differeth from star in glory.
But in the constellation of great men, which adorned that era, few
shone with more brilliancy, or exercised a more powerful influence
than Sam Adams. This gentleman was born at Quincy, in Massachusetts,
September 22d, 1722, in the neighbourhood afterwards rendered
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memorable as the birth place of John Hancock, and as the residence
of the distinguished family which has given two presidents to the
United States. His descent was from a respectable family, which
emigrated to America with the first settlers of the land. In the
year 1736, he became a member of Harvard College, where he was
distinguished for an uncommon attention to all his collegiate
exercises, and for his classical and scientific attainments. On
taking the degree of master, in 1743, he proposed the following
question, “Whether it be lawful to resist the supreme magistrate,
if the commonwealth cannot be otherwise preserved?” He maintained
the affirmative; and in this collegiate exercise furnished no
dubious evidence of his attachment to the liberties of the people.
On leaving the university, he began the study of law, for which
profession his father designed him; but at the solicitation of his
mother, this pursuit was relinquished, and he became a clerk in the
counting house of Thomas Cushing, at that time a distinguished
merchant. But his genius was not adapted to mercantile pursuits; and
in a short time after commencing business for himself, partly owing
to the failure in business of a friend, and partly to injudicious
management, he lost the entire capital which had been given him by
his father. The genius of Adams was naturally bent on politics. It
was with him an all engrossing subject. From his earliest youth, he
had felt its inspiration. It occupied his thoughts, enlivened his
conversation, and employed his pen. In respect to his private
business, this was an unfortunate trait of character; but most
fortunate for his country, since he thus acquired an extensive
knowledge of those principles of national liberty, which he
afterwards asserted with so much energy, in opposition to the
arbitrary conduct of the British government. In 1763 it was
announced, that the British ministry had it in view to “tax the
colonies, for the purpose of raising a revenue, which was to be
placed at the disposal of the crown.” This news filled the colonies
with alarm. In Massachusetts, a committee was appointed by the
people of Boston to express the public sentiment in relation to this
contemplated measure, for the guidance of the representatives to the
general court. The instructions of this committee were drawn by Mr.
Adams. They formed, in truth, a powerful remonstrance against the
injustice of the contemplated system of taxation; and they merit the
more particular notice, as they were the first recorded public
document, which denied the right of taxation to the British
parliament. They also contained the first suggestion of the
propriety of that mutual understanding and correspondence among the
colonies, which laid the foundation of their future confederacy. Ill
these instructions, after alluding to the evils which had resulted
from the acts of the British parliament, relating to trade, Mr.
Adams observes: — “If our trade may be taxed, why not our lands? Why
not the produce of our lands, and every thing we possess, or use?
This we conceive annihilates our charter rights to govern and tax
ourselves. It strikes at our British privileges, which, as we have
never forfeited, we hold in common with our fellow subjects, who are
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natives of Britain. If tastes are laid upon us in any shape, without
our having a legal representation, where they are laid, we are
reduced from the character of free subjects, to the state of
tributary slaves. We, therefore, earnestly recommend it to you, to
use your utmost endeavours to obtain from the general court, all
necessary advice and instruction to our agent, at this most critical
Juncture.” “We also desire you to use your endeavours, that the
other colonies, having the same interests and rights with us, may
add their weight to that of this province; that by united
application of all who are agreed, all may obtain redress!” The deep
interest which Mr. Adams felt and manifested for the rights of the
colonies, soon brought him into favour with the patriotic party. He
became a leader in their popular assemblies, and was bold in
denouncing the unjust acts of the British ministry. In 1765 he was
elected a representative to the general court of Massachusetts, from
the town of Boston. From this period, during the whole revolutionary
struggle, he was the bold, persevering, and efficient supporter of
the rights of his oppressed country. As a member of the court, he
soon became conspicuous, and was honoured with the office of clerk
to that body. In the legislature, he was characterized for the same
activity and boldness which he had manifested in the town. He was
appointed upon almost every committee, assisted in drawing nearly
every report, and exercised a large share of influence, in almost
every meeting, which had for its object the counteraction of the
unjust plans of the administration. But it was not in his
legislative capacity alone, that Mr. Adams exhibited his hostility
to the British government, and his regard for rational freedom.
Several able essays on these subjects were published by him; and he
was the author of several plans for opposing, more successfully, the
unjust de-signs of the mother country. He has the honour of having
suggested the first congress at New-York, which prepared the way for
a Continental Congress, ten years after; and at length for the union
and confederacy of the colonies. The injudicious management of his
private affairs, already alluded to, rendered Mr. Adams poor. When
this was known in England, the partisans of the ministry proposed
to bribe him, by the gift of some lucrative office. A suggestion of
this kind was accordingly made to Governor Hutchinson, to which he
replied in a manner highly complimentary to the integrity of Mr.
Adams.” Such is the obstinacy and inflexible disposition of the man,
that he never can be conciliated by any office or gift whatever.”
The offer, however, it is reported, was actually made to Mr. Adams,
but neither the allurements of fortune or power could for a moment
tempt Him to abandon the cause of truth, or to hazard the liberties
of the people. He was indeed poor; but he could be tempted neither
by British gold, nor by the honours or profits of any office within
the gift of the royal governor. Such patriotism has not been common
in the world; but in America it was to be found in many a bosom,
during the revolutionary struggle. The knowledge of facts like this,
greatly diminishes the wonder, which has sometimes been expressed,
that America should have successfully contended with Great Britain.
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Her physical strength was comparatively weak; but the moral courage
of her statesmen, and her soldiers, was to her instead of numbers,
of wealth, and fortifications.
Allusion has been made, both in our introduction, and in our notice
of John Hancock, to the Boston massacre, in 1770, an event which
will long remain memorable in the annals of the revolution, not only
as it was the first instance of bloodshed between the British and
the Americans, but as it conduced to increase the irritation, and
to widen the breach between the two countries. Our limits forbid a
more particular account of this tragical affair; and it is again
alluded to only for the purpose of bringing more distinctly into
view, the intrepid and decisive conduct of Samuel Adams on that
occasion. On the morning following this night of bloodshed, a
meeting of the citizens of Boston was called. Mingled emotions of
horror and indignation pervaded the assembly. Samuel Adams first
arose to address the listening multitude. Few men could harangue a
popular assembly with greater energy or exercise a more absolute
control over their passions and affections. On that occasion, a
Demosthenes, or a Chatham, could scarcely have addressed the
assembled multitude with a more impressive eloquence, or have
represented in a more just and emphatic manner, the fearful crisis
to which the affairs of the colonies were fast tending. A committee
was unanimously chosen to wait upon Governor Hutchinson, with a
request that the troops might be immediately removed from the town.
To the request of this committees the governor, with his usual
prevarication, replied, that the troops were not subject to his
order. Mr. Adams, who was one of this committee, strongly
represented to the governor the danger of retaining the troops
longer in the capital. His indignation was aroused, and in a tone
of lofty independence, he declared, that the removal of the troops
would alone satisfy his insulted and indignant townsmen; it was,
therefore, at the governor’s peril, that they were continued in the
town, and that he alone must be answerable for the fatal
consequences, which it required no gift of prophecy to predict must
ensue. It was now dark. The meeting of the citizens was still
undissolved. The greatest anxiety pervaded the assembly find
scarcely were they restrained from going in a body to the governor,
to learn his determination. Aware of the critical posture of
affairs, aware of the personal hazard which he encountered by
refusing a compliance, the governor at length gave his consent to
the removal of the troops, and stipulated that the necessary
preparations should commence on the following morning. Thus, through
the decisive and spirited conduct of Samuel Adams, and a few other
kindred spirits, the obstinacy of a royal governor was subdued, and
further hostilities were for a still longer time suspended. The
popularity and influence of Mr. Adams were rapidly increasing, and
the importance of his being detached from the popular party became
every day more manifest. We have already noticed the suggestion to
Governor Hutchinson to effect this, by the gift of some lucrative
office. Other offers of a similar kind, it is reported, were made
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to him, at different times, by the royal authorities, but with the
same ill success. About the year 1773, Governor Gage renewed the
experiment. At that time Colonel Fenton was requested to wait upon
Mr. Adams, with the assurance of Governor Gage, that any benefits
would be conferred upon him which he should demand, on the condition
of his ceasing to oppose the measures of the royal government. At
the same time, it was not obscurely hinted, that such a measure was
necessary, on personal considerations. He had incurred the royal
displeasure, and already, such had been his conduct, that it was in
the power of the governor to send him to England for trial, on a
charge of treason. It was suggested that a change in his political
conduct, might save him from this disgrace, and even from a severer
fate; and might elevate him, moreover, from his circumstances of
indigence, to the enjoyment of affluence. To this proposal, Mr.
Adams listened with attention; but as Col. Fenton concluded his
communication, with all the spirit of a man of honour, with all the
integrity of the most incorrupted and incorruptible patriotism, he
replied; “Go tell Governor Gage, that my peace has long since been
made with the King of kings, and that it is the advice of Samuel
Adams to him, no longer to insult the feelings of an already
exasperated people.” The independence and sterling integrity of Mr.
Adams might well have secured to him the respect, and even
confidence of Governor Gage; but with far different feelings did he
regard the noble conduct of this high minded patriot. Under the
irritation excited by the failure of a favourite plan, Governor Gage
issued a proclamation, which comprehended the following language:
“I do hereby,” he said, “in his majesty’s name, offer and promise
his most gracious pardon to all persons, who shall forthwith lay
down their arms, and return to the duties of peaceable subjects:
excepting only from the benefits of such pardon, Samuel Adams, and
John Hancock, whose offenses are of too flagitious a nature to admit
of any other consideration but that of condign punishment.” Thus
these independent men were singled out as the objects of peculiar
vengeance, and even their lives endangered, for honourably resisting
a temptation, to which, had they yielded, they would have merited
the reproach of their countrymen, and the scorn of the world. Mr.
Adams was a member of the first Continental Congress which assembled
in Philadelphia on the 5th of September, 1774; and continued a
member of that body until the year 1781. During this period, no
delegate acted a more conspicuous or manly part. No one exhibited a
more indefatigable zeal, or a firmer tone of character. He early saw
that the contest would probably not be decided without bloodshed.
He was himself prepared for every extremity, and was willing that
such measures should be adopted, as should lead to an early issue
of the controversy. He was accordingly among the warmest advocates
for the declaration of American independence. In his view, the die
was cast, and a further friendly connection with the parent country
was impossible. “I am perfectly satisfied,” said he, in a letter
written from Philadelphia, to a friend in Massachusetts, in April,
1776, “of the necessity of a public and explicit declaration of

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
independence. I cannot conceive what good reason can be assigned
against it. Will it widen the breach? This would be a strange
question, after we have raised armies, and fought battles with the
British troops; set up an American navy; permitted the inhabitants
of these colonies to fit out armed vessels, to capture the ships,
&c. belonging to any of the inhabitants of Great Britain; declaring
them the enemies of the United Colonies; and torn into shivers their
acts of trade, by allowing commerce, subject to regulations to be
made by ourselves, with the people of all countries, except such as
are subject to the British king. It cannot surely, after all this,
be imagined that we consider ourselves, or mean to be considered by
others, in any other state, than that of independence.” The
independence of America was at length declared, and gave a new
political character, and an immediate dignity to the cause of the
colonies. But notwithstanding this measure might itself bear the
aspect of victory, a formidable contest yet awaited the Americans.
The year following the declaration of independence, the situation
of the colonies was extremely gloomy. The stoutest hearts trembled
within them, and even doubts were expressed, whether the measures
which
had
been
adopted,
particularly
the
declaration
of
independence,
were
not
precipitate.
The
neighbourhood
of
Philadelphia became the seat of war; congress, now reduced to only
twenty-eight members, had resolved to remove their session to
Lancaster. At this critical period, Mr. Adams accidentally fell in
company with several other members, by whom the subject of the state
of the country was freely and confidentially discussed. Gloomy
forebodings seemed to pervade their minds, and the greatest anxiety
was expressed as to the issue of the contest. To this conversation,
Mr. Adams listened with silent attention. At length he expressed his
surprise, that such desponding feelings should have settled upon
their hearts, and such desponding language should be even
confidentially uttered by their lips. To this it was answered, “The
chance is desperate.” “Indeed, indeed, it is desperate,” said Mr.
Adams, “if this be our language. If we wear long faces, others will
do so too; if we despair, let us not expect that others will hope;
or that they will persevere in a contest, from which their leaders
shrink. But let not such feelings, let not such language, be ours.”
Thus, while the hearts of others were ready to faint, Samuel Adams
maintained his usual firmness. His unshaken courage, and his calm
reliance upon the aid and protection of heaven, contributed in an
eminent degree to inspire his countrymen with a confidence of their
final success. A higher encomium could not have been bestowed on any
member of the Continental Congress, than is expressed in relation
to Mr. Adams by Mr. Galloway, in his historical and political
reflections on the rise and progress of the American rebellion,
published in Great Britain, 1780. “He eats little,” says the author,
“drinks little, sleeps little, thinks much, and is most
indefatigable in the pursuit of his object. It was this man, who by
his superior application, managed at once the factions in congress
at Philadelphia, and the factions of New-England.” In 1781, Mr.
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Adams retired from congress; but it was to receive from his native
state, additional proofs of her high estimation of his services, and
of the confidence which she reposed in his talents and integrity He
had already been an active member of the convention that formed her
constitution; and after it went into effect, he was placed in the
senate of the state, and for several years presided over that body.
In 1789, he was elected lieutenant governor, and held that office
till 1794; when, upon the death of John Hancock, he was chosen
governor, and was annually re-elected till 1797, when he retired
from public life. This retirement, however, he did not long enjoy,
as his death occurred on October 2d, 1803, at the advanced age of
82. From the foregoing sketches of Mr. Adams, it will not be
difficult for the reader to form a tolerably correct opinion of his
character and disposition. In his person, he is said to have been
only of the middle size, but his countenance indicated a noble
genius within, and a more than ordinary inflexibility of character
and purpose. Great sincerity and simplicity marked his manners and
deportment. In his conversation, he was at once interesting and
instructive; and those who shared his friendship had seldom any
reason to doubt his affection and constancy. His writings were
voluminous, but unfortunately, as they generally related to the
temporary politics of the day, most of them are lost. Those which
remain furnish abundant proof of his superiority as a writer, of the
soundness of his political creed, and of the piety and sincerity of
his character. As an orator, he was eminently fitted for the stormy
times in which he lived. His elocution was concise and impressive,
partaking more of the logical than the figurative, and rather
calculated to enlighten the understanding, than to excite the
feelings. Yet no man could address himself more powerfully to the
passions, than he did, on certain occasions. As a statesman, his
views were broad and enlightened; what his judgment had once
matured, he pursued with inflexible firmness, and patriotic ardour.
While others desponded, he was full of hope; where others hesitated,
he was resolute; where others were supine, he was eager for action.
His circumstances of indigence led him to habits of simplicity and
frugality; but beyond this, he was naturally averse to parade and
ostentation. “Mr. Adams was a Christian. His mind was early imbued
with piety, as well as cultivated by science. He early approached
the table of the Lord Jesus, and the purity of his life witnessed
the sincerity of his profession. On the Christian Sabbath, he
constantly went to the temple, and the morning and evening devotions
in his family proved, that his seasons of retirement from the world.
The last production of his pen was in favour of Christian truth. He
died in the faith of the gospel.” In his opposition to British
tyranny, no man was more conscientious; he detested royalty, and
despised the ostentation and contemptible servility of the royal
agents; his patriotism was of a pure and lofty character. For his
country he laboured both by night and by day, with a zeal which was
scarcely interrupted, and with an energy that knew no fatigue.
Although enthusiastic, he was still prudent. He would persuade,

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
petition, and remonstrate, where these would accomplish his object;
but when these failed, he was ready to resist even unto blood, and
would sooner have sacrificed his life than yielded with dishonour.
“Had he lived in any country or epoch,” says his biographer, “when
abuses of power were to be resisted, he would have been one of the
reformers. He would hare suffered excommunication, rather than have
bowed to papal infallibility, or paid tribute to St. Peter; he would
have gone to the stake, rather than submit to the prelatic
ordinances of Laud; he would have mounted the scaffold, sooner than
pay a shilling of illegal shipmoney; he would have fled to a desert,
rather than endure the profligate tyranny of a Stuart; he was
proscribed, and could sooner have been condemned as a traitor, than
assent to an illegal tax, if it had been only a sixpenny stamp or
an insignificant duty on tea; and there appeared to be no species
of corruption by which this inflexibility could have been
destroyed.” In the delegation of political power, he may be said to
have been too cautious, since our constitutions, as he would have
modeled them, would not have had sufficient inherent force for their
own preservation. One of his colleagues thus honourably described
him: “Samuel Adams would have the state of Massachusetts govern the
union; the town of Boston govern Massachusetts; and that he should
govern the town of Boston, and then the whole would not be
intentionally ill governed.” With some apparent austerity there was
nothing of the spirit of gloom or arrogance about hind In his
demeanour, he combined mildness with firmness, and dignity with
condescension. If sometimes an advocate for measures which might be
thought too strong, it was, perhaps, because his comprehension
extended beyond ordinary minds, and he had more energy to effect his
purposes, than attaches to common men. In addition to these
qualities, he manifested an uncommon indifference to pecuniary
considerations; he was poor while he lived, and had not the death
of an only son relieved his latter day poverty, Samuel Adams,
notwithstanding his virtues, his patriotism, his unwearied zeal, and
his acknowledged usefulness, while he lived, would have had to claim
a burial at the hand of charity, or at the public expense.

*

*

*

Robert Treat Paine was a native of Boston, where he was born, in the
year 1731. His parents were pious and respectable. His father was
for some years the settled pastor of a church in Weymouth MA, in the
vicinity of Boston. His health failing him, however, he removed with
his family to the latter place; where he entered into mercantile
pursuits. His mother was the grand-daughter of Governor Treat of
Connecticut.
At the early age of fourteen, he became a member of Harvard College;
but of his collegiate course, little has been recorded. On leaving
the university, he was engaged for some time in a public school. As
the fortune of his father had, from various circumstances, become
much reduced, the support of his parents, with some other relations,
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seemed to devolve upon himself. In the acquisition of more ample
means for their maintenance, he made a voyage to Europe. It was an
honorable trait in his character, thus in the morning of life to
exhibit such filial affection; a kindness of disposition, which he
continued to manifest during his father’s life.
Previously to his commencing the study of laws he devoted some time
to the subject of theology, which tended to enlarge his views of
Christianity, and to confirm his belief of its truth. In 1755, he
served as chaplain to the troops of the province at the northward,
and afterwards preached a few times in other places.
At length he directed his attention to the study of law, during which
period, having no pecuniary assistance, he was obliged to resort
again to the keeping of a school for his support. By most persons
such a course would be deemed a serious evil; but experience has
shown, that those who are obliged to depend upon their own energies
for the means of education, generally enter upon their profession,
if not with higher attainments, with more courage to encounter the
difficulties with which almost every one meets, and they are more
likely to attain to a high elevation, than those whose resources are
abundant.
On being qualified for the practice of law, Mr. Robert Treat Paine
established himself at Taunton, in the county of Bristol, where he
resided for many years. We necessarily pass over several years of
his life, during which we meet no occurrences of sufficient
importance to merit a notice in these pages. It may be remarked,
however, that at an early period, he took a deep interest in the
various disputes which arose between the colonies and the British
government. He was a delegate from Taunton, to a convention called
by leading men of Boston, in 1768, in consequence of the abrupt
dissolution of the general court by Governor Bernard. This
convention the governor attempted to break up, but it continued in
session several days, and adopted many spirited resolutions,
designed to awaken in the people a greater attention to their
rights, and to show to the ministry of England, that if those rights
were violated, the provincial assembly would act independently of
the governor.
Mr. Paine was engaged in the celebrated trial of Captain Preston,
and his men, for the part they acted in the well known “Boston
massacre” of 1770. On this occasion, in the absence of the attorney
general, he conducted the prosecution on the part of the crown.
Although only a fragment of his address to the jury, at this time,
has been preserved, it appears that he managed the cause with the
highest reputation to himself, both in regard to his honour as a
faithful advocate, and at the same time as a friend to the just
rights of those against whom he acted as council.
From this time, Mr. Paine appeared still more conspicuously was
erected a representative to the general assembly from the town of
Taunton. It was now becoming a period of great alarm in the colonies.
Men of principle and talent were selected to guard the ancient
rights of the colonies, and to point to those measures which, in the
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approaching crisis, it was proper to pursue. It was a high honour,
therefore, for any one to be elected a representative of the people.
The rights, the liberties, and even the lives of their constituents
were placed in their hands; it was of the utmost importance that
they should be men of sagacity, patriotism, and principle. Such,
fortunately for the colonies, were the men who represented them in
their provincial assemblies, and in the Continental Congress. Of
this latter body, Mr. Robert Treat Paine was elected a member in
1774. A general account of the proceedings of this assembly has
already been given. At that time a separation from the parent
country was not generally contemplated, although to more discerning
minds, such an event appeared not improbable, and that at no distant
day. The Congress of 1774, were appointed mainly to deliberate and
determine upon the measures proper to be pursued, to secure the
enjoyment and exercise of rights guaranteed to the colonies by their
charters, and for the restitution of union find harmony between the
two countries, which was still desired by all. Accordingly they
proceeded no farther at that time, than to address the people of
America, petition the King, state their grievances, assert their
rights, and recommend the suspension of importations from Great
Britain into the colonies.
The assembling of such a body, and for objects of so questionable a
character, was a bold step; and bold must have been the men, who
could thus openly appear on the side of the colonies, in opposition
to the British ministry, and the royal power. In concluding their
session, in October of the same year, they presented a solemn appeal
to the world, stating that innovation was not their object, but only
the preservation and maintenance of the rights which, as subjects
of Great Britain, had been granted to them by their ancient
charters. “Had we been permitted,” say they, “to enjoy in quiet the
inheritance left us by our fathers, we should, at this time, have
been peaceably, cheerfully, and usefully employed in recommending
ourselves, by every testimony of devotion to his majesty, and of
veneration to the state from which we derive our origin. Though now
exposed to unexpected and unnatural scenes of distress, by a
contention with that nation whose general guidance, on all important
occasions, we have hitherto with filial reverence constantly
trusted, and therefore can derive no instruction, in our present
unhappy and perplexing circumstances, from any former experience;
yet we doubt not, the purity of our intentions, and the integrity
of our conduct, will justify us at that great tribunal, before which
all mankind must submit to judgment. We ask but for peace, liberty,
and safety. We wish not a diminution of the royal prerogatives; nor
do we solicit the grant of any new right in our favour.”
To the Continental Congress, which met at Philadelphia in May, 1775,
Mr. Robert Treat Paine was again a delegate from Massachusetts. At
that time, the colonies were greatly in want of gunpowder. The
manufacture of salt petre one of its constituents, was but
imperfectly understood. Congress appointed a committee, of which Mr.
Paine was chairman, to introduce the manufacture of it. In this
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particular, he rendered essential service to his country, by making
extensive inquiries into the subject, and by inducing persons in
various parts of the provinces to engage in the manufacture of the
article. The following is among the letters which he wrote on this
subject, which, while it shows his indefatigable attention to the
subject, will convey to the present generation some idea of the
multiform duties of the patriots of the revolution. Mr. Paine also
rendered himself highly useful, as a member of a committee for the
encouragement of the manufacture of cannon, and other implements of
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war.
Philadelphia, June 10th, 1775.
My very dear Sir,
I cannot express to you the surprise and uneasiness I
received on hearing the congress express respecting the
want of gunpowder; it was always a matter that lay heavy
on any mind; but the observation I made of your
attention to it, find your alertness and perseverance
in everything you undertake, and your repeatedly
expressing it as your opinion that we had probably
enough for this summer’s campaign, made me quite easy.
I rely upon it that measures are taken in your parts of
the continent to supply this defect. The design of your
express will be zealously attended to, I think. I have
seen one of the powder mills here, where they make
excellent powder, but have worked up all the nitre; one
of our members is concerned in a powder mill at NewYork, and has a man at work making nitre. I have taken
pains to inquire into the methods Dr. Franklin has seen
salt-petre works at Hanover and Paris; and it strikes
me to be as unnecessary, after a certain time, to send
abroad for gunpowder, as for bread; provided people
will make use of common understanding and industry; but
for the present we must import from abroad. Major
Foster told me, at Hartford, he suspected he had some
land that would yield nitre; pray converse with him
about it. Dr. Franklin’s account is much the same as is
mentioned in one of the first of the American
magazines; the sweeping of the streets, and rubbish of
old buildings, are made into mortar, and built into
walls, exposed to the air, and once in about two months
scraped and lixiviated, and evaporated; when I can
describe the method more minutely I will write you;
meanwhile, give me leave to condole with you the loss
of Colonel Lee. Pray remember me to Colonel Orne, and
all other our worthy friends. Pray take care of your
important health, that you may be able to stand stiff
as a pillar in our new government.
I must now subscribe, with great respect and affection,
Your humble servant,
R.T. Paine.
Of the congress of 1776, Mr. Robert Treat Paine was also a member;
and to the Declaration of Independence, which that body published
to the world, he gave his vote, and affixed his name. In the December
following, the situation of Congress be came justly alarming. The
British army were, at this time, making rapid advances through NewJersey, towards Philadelphia. The troops of Washington, amounting
to scarcely one third of the British force, it was thought would not
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be able to resist their progress, or prevent their taking possession
of Philadelphia. During the alarm excited by an approaching foe,
Congress adjourned to Baltimore. Of the state of Congress, at this
time, the following letter of Mr. Paine gives an interesting
account.
“Our public affairs have been exceedingly agitated since I wrote you
last. The loss of fort Washington made way for that of fort Lee; and
the dissolution of our army happening at the same time, threw us
into a most disagreeable situation. The interception of an express
gave the enemy full assurance of what they must have had some
knowledge of before, the state of our army; and they took the
advantage of it. In two days after the possession of fort Lee, on
the 9th of November, where we lost much baggage, and the chief of
our battering cannon, then marched to the Hackensack, and thence to
Newark, driving General Washington before them, with his 3000 men
thence to Elizabethtown. General Washington supposed, from the best
information he could get, that they were 10,000 strong; marching
with a large body of horse in front, and a very large train of
artillery. We began to be apprehensive they were intended for
Philadelphia; and Congress sat all Sunday in determining proper
measures on the occasion. I cannot describe to you the situation of
this city. The prospect was really alarming. Monday, 9th; yesterday,
General Washington crossed the Delaware, and the enemy arrived at
Trenton on this side, thirty miles from this place; close quarters
for Congress! It obliges us to move; we have resolved to go to
Baltimore.”
For the years 1777 and 1778, Mr. Robert Treat Paine was a member of
Congress, during the intervals of whose sessions, he filled several
important offices in the state of Massachusetts. In 1780, he was
called to take a part in the deliberations of the convention, which
met for the purpose of forming a constitution for the commonwealth.
Of the committee which framed that excellent instrument, he was a
conspicuous member. Under the government organized according to this
constitution, he was appointed attorney general, an office which he
continued to hold until 1790, when he was transferred to a seat on
the bench of the supreme judicial court. In this situation he
remained till the year 1804, at which time he had attained to the
advanced age of 73 years. As a lawyer, Mr. Paine ranked high among
his professional brethren. His legal attainments were extensive. In
the discharge of his duties as attorney general, he had the
reputation of unnecessary severity; but fidelity in that station
generally provokes the censure of the lawless and licentious.
Towards the abandoned and incorrigible he was indeed severe, and was
willing that the law in all its penalties should be visited upon
them. But where crime was followed by repentance, he could be moved
to tenderness; and while, in the discharge of his official duty, he
took care that the law should not fall into disrespect through his
inefficiency, he at the same time was ever ready to recommend such
as might deserve it to executive clemency.
The important duties of a judge, he discharged with honour and great
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impartiality for the space of fourteen years. During the latter part
of this time, he was affected with a deafness, which, in a measure,
impaired his usefulness on the bench. Few men have rendered more
important services to the literary and religious institutions of a
country, than did Judge Paine. He gave them all the support and
influence of his office, by urging upon grand jurors the faithful
execution of the laws, the support of schools, and the preservation
of strict morality.
The death of Judge Robert Treat Paine occurred on the eleventh of
May, 1814, having attained to the age of 84 years. Until near the
close of life, the vigour of his mental faculties continued
unimpaired.
In
quickness
of
apprehension,
liveliness
of
imagination, and general intelligence, he had few superiors. His
memory was of the most retentive character, and he was highly
distinguished for a sprightly and agreeable turn in conversation. A
witty severity sometimes excited the temporary; disquietude of a
friend; but if he was sometimes inclined to indulge in pleasant
raillery, he was willing to be the subject of it in his turn.
As a scholar, he ranked high among literary men, and was
distinguished for his patronage of all the useful institutions of
the country. He was a founder of the American Academy established
in Massachusetts in 1780, and active in its service until his death.
The honorary degree of doctor of laws was conferred upon him by
Harvard College.
Judge Robert Treat Paine was a firm believer in the divine origin
of the Christian religion. He gave full credence to the scriptures,
as a revelation from God, designed to instruct mankind in a
knowledge of their duty, and to guide them in the way to eternal
happiness.

*

*

*

Elbridge Gerry was born at Marblehead, in the state of
Massachusetts, on the seventeenth day of July, 1744. His father was
a native of Newton, of respectable parentage and connections. He
emigrated to America in 1730, soon after which, he established
himself as a merchant in Marblehead, where he continued to reside
until his death, in 1774. He was much esteemed and respected, as a
man of judgment and discretion. Of the early habits or manners of
young Elbridge, little is known. He became a member of Harvard
College before he had completed his fourteenth year; and of course
was too young at the university to acquire any decided character.
Mr. Gerry was originally destined to the profession of medicine, to
which his own inclination strongly attached him. But soon after
leaving college, he engaged in commercial affairs under the
direction of his father, and for some years followed the routine of
mercantile business in his native town. Great success attended his
commercial enterprise and within a few years, he found himself in
the enjoyment of a competent fortune. It is natural to suppose that
the superior education of Mr. Gerry, added to the respectable
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character he sustained, as a man of probity and judgment, gave him
influence over the people among whom he resided. In May, 1772, the
people of Marblehead manifested their respect and confidence by
sending him a representative to the general court of the province
of Massachusetts. In May of the following year, Mr. Gerry was reelected to the same office. During the session of the general court
that year, Mr. Samuel Adams introduced his celebrated motion for the
appointment of a standing committee of correspondence and inquiry.
In accordance with this motion, committees of correspondence were
appointed throughout the province, by means of which intelligence
was as freely circulated abroad, and a Spirit of patriotism was
infused through all parts of the country. Though one of the youngest
members, Mr. Gerry was appointed by the House of Representatives, a
member of this committee; in all the proceedings of which, he took
an active and prominent part. In the month of June, the celebrated
letters of Governor Hutchinson to persons in England, were laid
before the house by Mr. Adams. The object of these letters, as
noticed in a preceding page, was to encourage the British
administration in maintaining their arbitrary measures. In the
debates which ensued on the disclosure of these letters, Mr. Gerry
distinguished himself, and was indefatigably engaged through the
year, in forwarding the resolute measures, which combined to
overthrow the royal government of the province. He was also
particularly active in the scenes which marked the year 1774. He
united in the opposition to the importation of tea, and to the Boston
port bill; and heartily concurred in the establishment of a system
of non-intercourse with the parent country. In the month of August,
Governor Gage issued his precepts to the several towns, to choose
representatives to meet at Salem, the first week in October. Before
the arrival of that day, the governor had countermanded their
meeting. Notwithstanding this prohibition, delegates assembled at
Salem on the seventh of October. There having formed themselves into
a provincial congress, they adjourned to Concord, and proceeded to
business. Of this congress Mr. Gerry was an active and efficient
member. On the organization of the assembly, a committee was
appointed to consider the state of the province. Fourteen of the
most distinguished members of the congress, among whom was Mr.
Gerry, composed this committee. They published a bold and energetic
appeal, which, in the form of an address to Governor Gage, was
calculated to justify the authority they had assumed, to awaken
their constituents to a sense of the dangers they feared, and the
injuries they had sustained. They next appointed a committee of
safety, and adopted measures to obtain a supply of arms and
ammunition; of which the province was lamentably deficient. they reorganized the militia, appointed general officers, and took such
other measures as the approaching crisis seemed to render necessary.
In February, 1775, a new provincial congress, of which Mr. Gerry was
a member, assembled in Cambridge. This congress, like the former
one, published an appeal to the Peoples designed to excite and
regulate that patriotic spirit, which a the emergency required. A
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general apprehension prevailed, that a pacific termination of the
existing troubles was not to be expected. They avowed their
abhorrence of actual hostilities, but still maintained their right
to arm in defence of their country, and to prepare themselves to
resist with the sword. In the spring of 1775, the prospect of open
war every day increased. A strong apprehension prevailed, that an
attempt would be made by the royal governor to destroy such military
stores as had been collected, particularly at Concord and Worcester.
The committee of safety, in their solicitude on this subject,
stationed a watch at each of these places, to give an alarm to the
surrounding country should such an attempt be made. A short period
only elapsed, before the apprehensions of the people proved not to
be without foundation. The expedition to Concord, and the bloody
scenes which occurred both there and at Lexington, ushered in the
long expected contest. “Among the objects of this expedition,”
observes Mr. Austin, in his life of Mr. Gerry, “one was to seize the
persons of some of the influential members of Congress, and to hold
them as hostages for the moderation of their colleagues, or send
them to England for trial as traitors, and thus strike dismay and
terror into the minds of their associates and friends.” A committee
of Congress, among whom were Mr. Gerry, Colonel Orne, and Colonel
John Hancock, had been in session on the day preceding the march of
the troops, in the village of Menotomy, then part of the township
of Cambridge, on the road to Lexington. The latter gentleman after
the session was over, had gone to Lexington. Mr. Gerry and Mr. Orne
remained at the village, the other members of the committee had
dispersed. “Some officers of the royal army had been sent out in
advance, who passed through the villages just before dusk, in the
afternoon of the 18th of April, and although the appearance of
similar detachments was not uncommon, these so far attracted the
attention of Mr. Gerry, that he despatched an express to Colonel
Hancock. who, with Samuel Adams, was at Lexington. The messenger
passed the officers, by taking a by-path, and delivered his letter.
The idea of personal danger does not seem to have made any strong
impression on either of these gentlemen. Mr. Hancock’s answer to Mr.
Gerry bears marks of the haste with which it was written, while it
discovers that habitual politeness on the part of the writer, which
neither haste or danger could impair.
Lexington, April 18th, 1775.
I am much obliged for your notice. It is said the officers are
gone to Concord, and I will send word thither. I am full with
you, that we ought to be serious, and I hope your decision will
be effectual. I intend doing myself the pleasure of being with
you to-morrow. My respects to the committee.
I am your real friend,
JOHN HANCOCK.
Mr. Gerry and Colonel Orne retired to rest, without taking the least
precaution against personal exposure, and they remained quietly in
their beds, until the British advance were within view of the
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dwelling house. It was a fine moon-light night, and they quietly
marked the glittering of its beams, on the polished arms of the
soldiers, as the troops moved with the silence and regularity of
accomplished discipline. The front passed on. When the centre were
opposite to the house, occupied by the committee, an officer and
file of men were detached by signal, and marched towards it. It was
not until this moment they entertained any apprehension of danger.
While the officer was posting his files, the gentlemen found means,
by their better knowledge of the premises, to escape, half dressed
as they were, into- an adjoining cornfield, where they remained
concealed for more than an hour, until the troops were withdrawn.
Every apartment of the house was searched ‘for the members of the
rebel congress;’ even the beds in which they had lain were examined.
But their property, and among other things, a valuable watch of Mr.
Gerry’s, which was under his pillows was not disturbed.” A few days
after the skirmishes at Lexington and Concord, the Provincial
Congress re-assembled. It was now apparent that the controversy must
be decided by force of arms. At this time, it was found that almost
every article of a military kind was yet to be procured. The province
possessed no magazines of arms, and had little ammunition. No
contracts for provision or clothing had yet been made. To meet these
exigencies, a committee, at the head of which was Mr. Gerry, was
immediately appointed, and clothed with the proper power. The
article most needed was that of gun-powder, to procure which, Mr.
Gerry was specially commissioned by the committee. In the discharge
of this duty, he wrote many letters to gentlemen in different party
of the country, from whom he received others in reply. One of these
will be found in the life of Robert Treat Paine, in a preceding page.
Mr. Gerry did more: in many cases he hesitated not to advance his
own funds, where immediate payment was required. In the progress of
the war, the evidence of these payments was lost, or mislaid, and
their final settlement was attended with heavy pecuniary loss. On
the 17th day of June, was fought the celebrated battle of Bunker
Hill. The Provincial Congress was at that time in session, at
Watertown MA. Before the battle, Dr. Joseph Warren, president of the
Congress, who was the companion and room mate of Mr. Gerry,
communicated to the latter his intention of mingling in the expected
contest. The night preceding the doctor’s departure for Bunker Hill,
he lodged, it is said, in the same bed with Mr. Gerry. In the
morning, in reply to the admonitions of his friend, as he was about
to leave him, he uttered the well known words, “Dulce et decorum
est, pro patria mori.” [It is sweet and glorious to lay down life
for one’s country] Mr. Gerry, on that day, attended the Provincial
Congress. His brave friend, as is well known, followed where his
duty called him, to the memorable “heights of Bunker,” where he fell
fighting for the cause of liberty and his country. At an early period
in 1775, Mr. Gerry submitted a proposal in the Provincial Congress
of Massachusetts, for a law to encourage the fitting out of armed
vessels, and to provide for the adjudication of prizes. This was a
step of no small importance. To grant letters of marque and of
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reprisal, is the prerogative of the sovereign. For a colony to
authorize such an act, was rebellious, if not treasonable. The
proposal was sustained, though not without opposition. Mr. Gerry was
chairman of the committee appointed to prepare the act to authorize
privateering, and to establish admiralty courts. Governor Sullivan
was another member of it; and on these two gentlemen devolved the
task of drawing the act, which they executed in a small room under
the belfry of the Watertown MA meeting house, in which the
Provincial Congress was holding its session. This law, John Adams
pronounced one of the most important measures of the Revolution.
Under the sanction of it, the Massachusetts cruisers captured many
of the enemy’s vessels, the cargoes of which furnished various
articles of necessity to the colonies. Of the court of admiralty,
established in pursuance of the law proposed by Mr. Gerry, that
gentleman himself was appointed a judge, for the counties of
Suffolk, Middlesex, and Essex. This honour, however, he declined,
from a determination to devote himself to more active duties. To
such duties, he was not long after called, by the suffrages of his
fellow citizens, who elected him a delegate from Massachusetts to
the Continental Congress, in which body he took his seat, on the 9th
of February, 1776. For this distinguished station he was eminently
fitted; and of this body he continued a member with few intervals,
until September, 1785. Our limits preclude a minute notice of the
various duties which he there discharged on various occasions he was
appointed to serve on committees, whose business required great
labour, and whose results involved the highest interests of the
country. He assisted in arranging the plan of a general hospital,
and of introducing a better discipline into the army; and regulating
the commissary’s departments. In several instances, he was
appointed, with others, to visit the army, to examine the state of
the money and finances of the country, and to expedite the
settlement of public accounts. In the exercise of his various
official functions, no man exhibited more fidelity, or a more
unwearied zeal. He sustained the character of an active and resolute
statesman, and retired from the councils of the confederacy, with
all the honours which patriotism, integrity, and talents, could
acquire in the service of the state. Before leaving New-York, he
married a respectable lady, who had been educated in Europe, with
whom he now returned to Massachusetts, and fixed his residence at
Cambridge, a few miles from Boston. From the quiet of retirement,
Mr. Gerry was again summoned in 1787, by his native state, as one
of its representatives to a convention, called for the “sole and
express purpose of revising the articles of confederation, and
reporting to congress, and to the several legislatures, such
alterations and provisions as shall render the federal constitution
adequate to the exigencies of government, and the preservation of
the union.” On the meeting of this convention, little difference of
opinion prevailed, as to the great principles which should form the
basis of the constitution; but on reducing these principles to a
system, perfect harmony did exist. To Mr. Gerry, as well as others,
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there appeared strong objections to the constitution, and he
declined affixing his signature to the instrument. These objections
he immediately set forth, in a letter addressed to his constituents,
in which he observes: My principal objections to the plan are, that
there is no adequate provision for a representation of the people;
that they have no security for the right of election; that some of
the powers of the legislature are ambiguous, and others indefinite
and dangerous; that the executive is blended with, and will have an
undue influence over, the legislature; that the judicial department
will be oppressive; that treaties of the highest importance may be
formed by the president, with the advice of two thirds of a quorum
of the senate; and that the system is without the security of a bill
of rights. These are objections which are not local, but apply
equally to all the states. “As the convention was called for ‘the
sole and express purpose of revising the articles of confederation,
and reporting to congress and to the several legislatures, such
alterations and provisions as shall render the federal constitution
adequate to the exigencies of government, and the preservation of
the union,’ I did not conceive that these powers extended to the
formation of the plan proposed; but the convention being of a
different opinion, I acquiesced in it; being fully convinced, that
to preserve the union, an efficient government was indispensably
necessary; and that it would be difficult to make proper amendments
to the articles of confederation.” “The constitution proposed has
few, if any, federal features, but is rather a system of national
government; nevertheless, in many respects I think it has great
merit, and, by proper amendments, may be adapted to ‘the exigencies
of government,’ and the preservation of liberty.” When the
constitution was submitted to the state convention of Massachusetts,
of three hundred and sixty members of which that body consisted, a
majority of nineteen only were in favour of its ratification.
Although so many coincided with Mr. Gerry in his views of the
constitution, he was highly censured by its advocates, who, under
the excitement of party feelings, imputed to him motives by which
he, probably, was not actuated. Under the new constitution, Mr.
Gerry was chosen by the inhabitants of the district in which he
resided them representative to congress. In this station he served
his constituents for four years; and, although he had formerly
opposed the adoption of the constitution, he now cheerfully united
in carrying it into effect, since it had received the sanction of
his country. Indeed, he took occasion on the floor of congress, not
long after taking his seat in that body, to declare, “that the
federal constitution having become the supreme law of the land, he
conceived the salvation of the country depended on its being carried
into effect.” At the expiration of the above period, although again
proposed as a delegate to Congress, he declined a re-election, and
again retired to his family at Cambridge. On the fourth of March,
1797, Mr. Adams, who had previously been elected to succeed General
Washington in the presidency, entered upon that office. France had
already commenced her aggressions on the rights and commerce of the

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
United States, and General Pinckney had been dispatched to that
country,
to
adjust
existing
differences.
Immediately
upon
succeeding to the presidency, Mr. Adams received intelligence that
the French republic had announced to General Pinckney its
determination “not to receive another minister from the United
States, until after the redress of grievances.” In this state of
things, the president convened congress by proclamation, on the
fifteenth of June. Although keenly sensible of the indignity offered
to the country by the French government, Mr. Adams, in his speech
to Congress, informed that body, “that as he believed neither the
honour, nor the interests of the United States, absolutely forbade
the repetition of advances for securing peace and friendship with
France, he should institute a fresh attempt at negociation [sic].”
Upon his recommendation, therefore, three envoys extraordinary, Mr.
Gerry, General Pinckney, and Mr. Marshall, were dispatched to carry
into effect the pacific dispositions of the United States. On their
arrival at Paris, the French directory, under various pretexts,
delayed to acknowledge them in their official capacity. In the mean
time, the tools of that government addressed them, demanding, in
explicit terms, a large sum of money, as the condition of any
negotiation. This being refused, an attempt was next made to excite
their fears for themselves, and their country. In the spring of
1798, two of the envoys, Messrs. Pinckney and Marshall, were ordered
to quit the territories of France, while Mr. Gerry was invited to
remain, and resume the negotiation which had been suspended.
Although Mr. Gerry accepted the invitation to remain, yet he
uniformly and resolutely refused to resume the negotiation. His
object in remaining in France was to prevent an immediate rupture
with that country, which, it was apprehended, would result from his
departure. Although he was censured, at the time, for the course he
took, his continuance seems to have resulted in the good of his
country. “He finally saved the peace of the nation,” said the late
President Adams, “for he alone discovered and furnished the evidence
that X. Y. and Z. were employed by Talleyrand; and he alone brought
home the direct, formal, and official assurances upon which the
subsequent commission proceeded, and peace was made.”
On his return to America, in October, 1798, Mr. Gerry was solicited,
by the republican party in Massachusetts, to become their candidate
for the office of governor. At that period much excitement prevailed
on the subject of politics throughout the country. Although at first
unsuccessful, his party, in 1805, for the first time, obtained the
governor of their choice. In the following year, Mr. Gerry retired.
But in 1810, he was again chosen chief magistrate of that
commonwealth, in which office he was continued for the two following
years. In 1812, he was recommended to the people of the United
States, by the republican members of Congress, to fill the office
of vice president. To a letter addressed to him, by a committee
announcing his nominations he replied, “The question respecting the
acceptance, or non-acceptance of this proposition, involved many
considerations of great weight, in my mind; as they related to the
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nation, to this state, and to my domestic concerns. But it is neither
expedient or necessary to state the points, since one was paramount
to the rest, that ‘in a republic, the service of each citizen is due
to the state, even in profound peace, and much more so when the
nation stands on the threshold of war.’ I have the honour frankly
to acknowledge this distinguished testimony of confidence, on the
part of my congressional friends and fellow citizens, gratefully to
accept their proffer, and freely to assure them of every exertion
in my power, for meriting in office, the approbation of themselves
and of the public.” The nomination of Mr. Gerry, thus made, was
followed by his election, and on the fourth of March, 1813, he was
inaugurated vice president of the United States. Providence,
however, had not destined him to the long enjoyment of the dignified
station which he now held. While attending to his duties, at
Washington, he was suddenly summoned from the scene of his earthly
labours. A beautiful monument, erected at the national expense,
covers his remains and records the date and circumstances of his
death.
THE TOMB OF ELBRIDGE GERRY, Vice President of the United States,
died suddenly, in this city, on his way to the Capitol as President
of the Senate; November 23rd, 1814 Aged 70.

*

*

*

Stephen Hopkins was a native of that part of Providence which is now
called Scituate, where he was born on the 7th of March, 1707. His
parentage was very respectable, being a descendant of Benedict
Arnold, the first governor of Rhode Island. His early education was
limited, being confined to the instruction imparted in the common
schools of the country. Yet it is recorded of him, that he excelled
in a knowledge of penmanship, and in the practical branches of
mathematics, particularly surveying. For several years he followed
the profession of a farmer. At an early period, he was elected town
clerk of Scituate, and some time after was chosen a representative
from that town to the general assembly. He was subsequently
appointed a justice of the peace, and a justice of one of the courts
of common pleas. In 1733, he became chief justice of that court. In
1742, he disposed of his estate in Scituate, and removed to
Providence, where he erected a house, in which he continued to
reside till his death. In this latter place he entered into
mercantile business, and was extensively engaged in building and
fitting out vessels. When a representative from Scituate, he was
elected speaker of the house of representatives. To this latter
office he was again chosen after his removal to Providence, and
continued to occupy the station for several successive year, being
a representative from the latter town. In 1751, he was chosen chief
justice of the superior court, in which office he continued till the
year 1754. In this latter year he was appointed a commissioner from
Rhode Island, to the celebrated convention which met at Albany;
which had for its object the securing of the friendship of the five
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nations of Indians, in the approaching French war, and an union
between the several colonies of America. In 1756, he was elected
chief magistrate of the colony of Rhode Island, which office he
continued to hold, with but few intervals, until the year 1767. In
the discharge of the duties of this responsible station, he acted
with dignity and decision. The prosperity of his country lay near
his heart, nor did he hesitate to propose and support the measures,
which appeared the best calculated to promote the interests of the
colonies in opposition to the encroachments of British power. At an
early period of the difficulties between the colonies and Great
Britain, he took an active and decided part in favor of the former.
In a pamphlet, entitled, “The rights of colonies examined,” he
exposed the injustice of the stamp act, and various other acts of
the British government. This pamphlet was published by order of the
general assembly, in 1765. The siege of fort William Henry, by the
Marquis de Montcalm, 1767, and its surrender to the force under that
general, with the subsequent cruel outrages and murders committed
by the savages of the French army, are too well known to need a
recital in this place. It is necessary only to state, that the
greatest excitement prevailed throughout all the colonies. In this
excitement, the inhabitants of Rhode Island largely participated.
An agreement was entered into by a volunteer corps, couched in the
following terms: “Whereas the British colonies in America are
invaded by a large army of French and Indian enemies, who have
already possessed themselves of fort William Henry, and are now on
their march to penetrate further into the country, and from whom we
have nothing to expect, should they succeed in their enterprise, but
death and devastation; and as his majesty’s principal officers in
the parts invaded, have in the most pressing and moving manner,
called on all his majesty’s faithful subjects, for assistance to
defend the country: — Therefore, we, whose names are underwritten,
thinking it our duty to do every thing in our power, for the defence
[sic] of our liberties, families, and property, are willing, and
have agreed to enter voluntarily into the service of our country,
and go in a warlike manner against the common enemy; and hereby call
upon, and invite all our neighbours, who have families and property
to defend, to join with us in this undertaking, promising to march
as soon as we are two hundred and fifty in number, recommending
ourselves and our cause to the favourable protection of Almighty
God.” To this agreement, Mr. Hopkins was the first to affix his name,
and was chosen to command the company thus raised, which consisted
of some of the most distinguished men in Providence. Preparations
for a speedy departure for the field of action were made, but on the
eve of their march, intelligence arrived, that their services were
no longer necessary, as the progress of hostilities towards the
south was not to be expected.
In 1774, Mr. Hopkins received the appointment of a delegate from
Rhode Island to the celebrated congress, which met at Philadelphia
that year. In this assembly he took his seat on the first day of the
session, where he became one of the most zealous advocates of the
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measures adopted by that illustrious body of men. In the year 1775
and 1776, he again represented Rhode Island in the continental
congress. In this latter year be had the honor of affixing his name
to the imperishable instrument, which declared the colonies to be
free, sovereign, and independent states. He recorded his name with
a trembling hand, the only instance in which a tremulous band is
visible among the fifty-six patriots who then wrote their names. But
it was in this case only that the flesh was weak. Mr. Hopkins had
for some time been afflicted with a paralytic affection, which
compelled him, when he wrote, to guide his right hand with his left.
The spirit of the man knew no fear, in a case where life and liberty
were at hazard. In 1778, Mr. Hopkins was a delegate to congress for
the last time. But in several subsequent years, he was a member of
the general assembly of Rhode Island. The last year in which he thus
served, was that of 1779, at which time he was seventy-two years of
age. Mr. Hopkins lived to the 13th of July, 1785, when he closed his
long, and honorable and useful life, at the advanced age of 78. His
last illness was long, but to the period of his dissolution, he
retained the full possession of his faculties. A vast assemblage of
persons, consisting of judges of the courts, the president,
professors and students of the college, together with the citizens
of the town, and inhabitants of the state, followed the remains of
this eminent man to his resting place in the grave. Although the
early education of Mr. Hopkins was limited, as has already been
observed, the vigor of his understanding enabled him to surmount his
early deficiencies, and an assiduous application to the pursuit of
knowledge, at length, placed him among the distinguished literary
characters of the day. He delighted in literature and science. He
was attentive to books, and a close observer of mankind; thus he
went on improving, until the period of his death. As a public
speaker, he was always clear, precise, pertinent, and powerful. As
a mathematician, Mr. Hopkins greatly excelled. Till in advanced age,
he was extensively employed in surveying lands. He was distinguished
for great exactness in his calculations, and an unusual knowledge
of his business. As a statesman and a patriot, he was not less
distinguished. He was well instructed in the science of politics;
had an extensive knowledge of the rights of his country, and proved
himself, through a longer life than falls to the lot of most men,
an unshaken friend of his country, and an enemy to civil and
religious intolerance. He went to his grave honored as a skillful
legislator, a righteous judge, an able representative, a ignited and
upright governor. Charity was an inmate of his habitation. To the
cry of suffering his ear was ever open, and in the relief of
affliction he ever delighted.

*

*

*

*

*

*

John Adams

William Ellery
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1831
The apothecary James Turner Barclay of Charlottesville, Virginia purchased the mansion at Monticello and
218 of its surrounding acres for $7,000 (versus the asking price of the entire 5,682-acre estate, which had been
$70,000). Barclay’s intent was to turn the place into a mulberry farm for silk production, and one of the things
he did was dump Thomas Jefferson’s bust of Marie Arouet de Voltaire in a field (Voltaire having been an
Antichrist). During this period the limestone tombstone at Jefferson’s grave was being chipped away by
visitors until eventually nothing would remain but a faceless stone, which would need to be replaced by the
grave marker which now bears the famous inscription.67

HERE WAS BURIED

THOMAS JEFFERSON
AUTHOR OF THE

DECLARATION
OF

AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE
OF THE

STATUTE OF VIRGINIA
FOR
67. After his death, a family member had found a sketch prepared by Jefferson, containing instructions for his tombstone. Jefferson
had desired that his grave be marked by an obelisk inscribed with the three accomplishments for which he most wished to be
remembered, “and not a word more.” The original tombstone is now on Francis Quadrangle at the University of Missouri. It is of
limestone and about 3 feet high. No inscription which had been carved on it is any longer legible. A question of interest is, what
was the inscription if any on this original tombstone? Another question of interest is, in precisely what year was the present tall
celebratory “grave marker” installed?
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RELIGIOUS FREEDOM
AND FATHER OF THE

UNIVERSITY OF VIRGINIA
___
BECAUSE OF THESE, AS TESTIMONIALS THAT I HAVE LIVED, I WISH MOST TO BE
REMEMBERED

___
BORN APRIL 3, 1743 O. S.
DIED JULY 4, 1826
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1832
The rich American naval lieutenant Uriah Phillips Levy gave a commission to a fashionable French sculptor,

Pierre-Jean David D’Anger, for a 7 ' 6'' erection in the memory of Thomas Jefferson (in life, Jefferson had stood
every bit as tall as our William Jefferson Clinton, at 6 ' 21/2''). The statuary was to hold a quill pen in its right
hand and the Declaration of Independence in its left, and stand before the White House as the epitome of
everything a Founding Father needed to be. So that the Paris sculptor could model this deceased subject
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without a sitter, Levy borrowed an 1821 Thomas Sully portrait of Jefferson from the Marquis de Lafayette.
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Table of Altitudes
Yoda

2 ' 0 ''

Lavinia Warren

2 ' 8 ''

Tom Thumb, Jr.

3 ' 4 ''

Lucy (Australopithecus Afarensis)

3 ' 8 ''

Hervé Villechaize (“Fantasy Island”)

3 ' 11''

Charles Proteus Steinmetz

4 ' 0 ''

Mary Moody Emerson per FBS (1)

4 ' 3 ''

Alexander Pope

4 ' 6 ''

Benjamin Lay

4 ' 7 ''

Gary Coleman (“Arnold Jackson”)

4 ' 8 ''

Queen Victoria with osteoporosis

4 ' 8 ''

Queen Victoria as adult

4 ' 10 ''

Margaret Mitchell

4 ' 10 ''

length of newer military musket

4 ' 10''

Charlotte Brontë

4 ' 10-11''

Harriet Beecher Stowe

4 ' 11''

Laura Ingalls Wilder

4 ' 11''

a rather tall adult Pygmy male

4 ' 11''

John Keats

5 ' 0 ''

Clara Barton

5 ' 0 ''

Isambard Kingdom Brunel

5 ' 0 ''

Andrew Carnegie

5 ' 0 ''

Thomas de Quincey

5 ' 0 ''

Stephen A. Douglas

5 ' 0 ''

Danny DeVito

5 ' 0 ''

Immanuel Kant

5 ' 0 ''

William Wilberforce

5 ' 0 ''

Mae West

5 ' 0 ''

Mother Teresa

5 ' 0 ''

Deng Xiaoping

5 ' 0 ''

Dred Scott

5 ' 0 '' (±)

Captain William Bligh of HMS Bounty

5 ' 0 '' (±)

Harriet Tubman

5 ' 0 '' (±)

Mary Moody Emerson per FBS (2)

5 ' 0 '' (±)

John Brown of Providence, Rhode Island

5 ' 0 '' (+)
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Bette Midler

5 ' 1 ''

Jemmy Button

5 ' 2 ''

Margaret Mead

5 ' 2 ''

R. Buckminster “Bucky” Fuller

5 ' 2 ''

Yuri Gagarin the astronaut

5 ' 2 ''

William Walker

5 ' 2 ''

Horatio Alger, Jr.

5 ' 2 ''

length of older military musket

5 ' 2 ''

the artist formerly known as Prince

5 ' 21/2''

typical female of Thoreau's period

5 ' 21/2''

Francis of Assisi

5 ' 3 ''

Voltaire

5 ' 3 ''

Mohandas Gandhi

5 ' 3 ''

Sammy Davis, Jr.

5 ' 3 ''

Kahlil Gibran

5 ' 3 ''

Friend Daniel Ricketson

5 ' 3 ''

The Reverend Gilbert White

5 ' 3 ''

Nikita Khrushchev

5 ' 3 ''

Sammy Davis, Jr.

5 ' 3 ''

Truman Capote

5 ' 3 ''

Kim Jong Il (North Korea)

5 ' 3 ''

Stephen A. “Little Giant” Douglas

5 ' 4 ''

Francisco Franco

5 ' 4 ''

President James Madison

5 ' 4 ''

Iosef Vissarionovich Dzugashvili “Stalin”

5 ' 4 ''

Alan Ladd

5 ' 4 ''

Pablo Picasso

5 ' 4 ''

Truman Capote

5 ' 4 ''

Queen Elizabeth

5 ' 4 ''

Ludwig van Beethoven

5 ' 4 ''

Typical Homo Erectus

5 ' 4 ''

typical Neanderthal adult male

5 ' 41/2''

Alan Ladd

5 ' 41/2''

comte de Buffon

5 ' 5 '' (-)

Captain Nathaniel Gordon

5 ' 5 ''

Charles Manson

5 ' 5 ''

Audie Murphy

5 ' 5 ''
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Harry Houdini

5 ' 5 ''

Hung Hsiu-ch'üan

5 ' 5 ''

Marilyn Monroe

5 ' 51/2''

T.E. Lawrence “of Arabia”

5 ' 51/2''

average runaway male American slave

5 ' 5-6 ''

President Benjamin Harrison

5 ' 6 ''

President Martin Van Buren

5 ' 6 ''

James Smithson

5 ' 6 ''

Louisa May Alcott

5 ' 6 ''

Johann Wolfgang von Goethe

5 ' 61/2''

Napoleon Bonaparte

5 ' 61/2''

Emily Brontë

5 ' 6-7 ''

Henry Wadsworth Longfellow

5 ' ? ''

average height, seaman of 1812

5 ' 6.85 ''

Oliver Reed Smoot, Jr.

5 ' 7 ''

minimum height, British soldier

5 ' 7 ''

President John Adams

5 ' 7 ''

President John Quincy Adams

5 ' 7 ''

President William McKinley

5 ' 7 ''

“Charley” Parkhurst (a female)

5 ' 7 ''

Henry Thoreau

5 ' 7 ''

the average male of Thoreau's period

5 ' 71/2 ''

Edgar Allan Poe

5 ' 8 ''

President Ulysses S. Grant

5 ' 8 ''

President William H. Harrison

5 ' 8 ''

President James Polk

5 ' 8 ''

President Zachary Taylor

5 ' 8 ''

average height, soldier of 1812

5 ' 8.35 ''

President Rutherford B. Hayes

5 ' 81/2''

President Millard Fillmore

5 ' 9 ''

President Harry S Truman

5 ' 9 ''

President Jimmy Carter

5 ' 91/2''

Herman Melville

Calvin Coolidge

5 ' 93/4''
5 ' 10''

Andrew Johnson

5 ' 10''

Theodore Roosevelt

5 ' 10''

Thomas Paine

5 ' 10''
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Franklin Pierce

5 ' 10''

Abby May Alcott

5 ' 10''

Reverend Henry C. Wright

5 ' 10''

Nathaniel Hawthorne

5 ' 101/2''

Louis “Deerfoot” Bennett

5 ' 101/2''

Friend John Greenleaf Whittier

5 ' 101/2''

President Dwight D. Eisenhower

5 ' 101/2''

Sojourner Truth

5 ' 11''

President Grover Cleveland

5 ' 11''

President Herbert Hoover

5 ' 11''

President Woodrow Wilson

5 ' 11''

President Jefferson Davis

5 ' 11''

President Richard M. Nixon

5 ' 111/2''

Robert Voorhis the hermit of Rhode Island

<6'

Frederick Douglass

6 ' (-)

Anthony Burns

6 ' 0 ''

Waldo Emerson

6 ' 0 ''

Joseph Smith, Jr.

6 ' 0 ''

David Walker

6 ' 0 ''

Sarah F. Wakefield

6 ' 0 ''

Thomas Wentworth Higginson

6 ' 0 ''

President James Buchanan

6 ' 0 ''

President Gerald R. Ford

6 ' 0 ''

President James Garfield

6 ' 0 ''

President Warren Harding

6 ' 0 ''

President John F. Kennedy

6 ' 0 ''

President James Monroe

6 ' 0 ''

President William H. Taft

6 ' 0 ''

President John Tyler

6 ' 0 ''

John Brown

6 ' 0 (+)''

President Andrew Jackson

6 ' 1''

Alfred Russel Wallace

6 ' 1''

President Ronald Reagan

6 ' 1''

Venture Smith

6 ' 11/2''

John Camel Heenan

6 ' 2 ''

Crispus Attucks

6 ' 2 ''

President Chester A. Arthur

6 ' 2 ''
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President George Bush, Senior

6 ' 2 ''

President Franklin D. Roosevelt

6 ' 2 ''

President George Washington

6 ' 2 ''

Gabriel Prosser

6 ' 2 ''

Dangerfield Newby

6 ' 2 ''

Charles Augustus Lindbergh

6 ' 2 ''

President Bill Clinton

6 ' 21/2''

President Thomas Jefferson

6 ' 21/2''

President Lyndon B. Johnson

6 ' 3 ''

Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr.

6 ' 3 ''

Richard “King Dick” Seaver

6 ' 31/4''

President Abraham Lincoln

6 ' 4 ''

Marion Morrison (AKA John Wayne)

6 ' 4 ''

Elisha Reynolds Potter, Senior

6 ' 4 ''

Thomas Cholmondeley

6 ' 4 '' (?)

Franklin Benjamin Sanborn

6 ' 5 ''

Peter the Great of Russia

6 ' 7 ''

Giovanni Battista Belzoni

6 ' 7 ''

Thomas Jefferson (the statue)

7 ' 6''

Jefferson Davis (the statue)

7 ' 7''

Martin Van Buren Bates

7 ' 111/2''

M. Bihin, a Belgian exhibited in Boston in 1840

8'

Anna Haining Swan

8 ' 1''

November 14, Wednesday: The world’s 1st street car, in New-York. The New-York and Harlem Railroad
began service, heralding the start of the city’s rapid mass transit. Two horse-drawn rail cars were to be expected
every 15 minutes between 14th Street and Prince Street, along the Bowery. The fare would be 12 cents in each
direction (although this date marked the “opening of the enterprise,” the initial streetcar would not actually
make its initial passage carrying paying passengers until November 26th).
The final surviving signer of the Declaration of Independence, Charles Carroll, died at his home in Maryland
a the age of 95.
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1833
Seth Luther’s AN ADDRESS ON THE RIGHT OF FREE SUFFRAGE was printed in Providence. Luther, who had
done time in a debtor’s prison during the early 1820s, was going just apeshit over an idea of taxation without
representation that he had retrieved out of obsolete Revolutionary-War rhetoric, and had begun beating the
drum on behalf of “twelve thousand vassals” in Rhode Island who, because they lacked $134 worth of real
property, could not be “freemen” and could not, under that state’s antique charter, be allowed to choose their
own governors. The US Constitution, he averred, had guaranteed to us a republican form of government, so
what ought we to do? Perhaps, he suggested with tongue in cheek, we might rewrite our Declaration of
Independence, to make it read “all men are created equal, except in Rhode Island.” (Upon the failure of the
Dorr Rebellion, this Luther would find himself once again in prison — and so much for empty rhetoric.)
Richard Hildreth’s A REPORT OF THE TRIAL OF THE REV. EPHRAIM K. AVERY, BEFORE THE SUPREME JUDICIAL
COURT OF RHODE ISLAND, ON AN INDICTMENT FOR THE MURDER OF SARAH MARIA CORNELL: CONTAINING
A FULL STATEMENT OF THE TESTIMONY, TOGETHER WITH THE ARGUMENTS OF COUNSEL, AND THE CHARGE TO
THE JURY: WITH A MAP (Russell, Odiorne and Co.).

REV. EPHRAIM K. AVERY

Our national birthday, Thursday the 4th of July:68 Charles Francis Adams, Sr. noted:
It is now so many years since the Declaration of Independence that
the vigour of its celebration is rather slackened. The City of
Boston still holds on to its accustomed forms and here and there is
to be found some place where the festival is held, but noise is not
to me a necessary concomitant of rejoicing.
He spent the day reading, visiting, and enjoying the outdoors.
In Philadelphia, the cornerstone of the Girard College for Orphans was being laid.69
Horatio Gates Spafford’s widow Elizabeth Clarke Hewitt received the patent on his compressed air engine.
The National Intelligencer of Washington DC published the text not of the Declaration of Independence but of
the Constitution.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY

68. This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s 29th birthday.
69. Benevolence for white boys only.
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December 4, Wednesday: The Calculational Engine project had soaked up to date some £17,000 in tax
revenues, a truly enormous sum of money, and there was nothing whatever to show for it. Charles Babbage
ordered his contractor Joseph Clement, as preparations for removal of the engine were completed: To move
all parts of the engine except the large platform for the calculating end and the large columns; all the drawings,
(the 27 still attached to drawing boards were not be taken off them, the contractor was to include cost of the
boards if necessary); all the rough sketches, small notebook on contrivances determined upon and the several
loose sheets of mechanical notations of the Calculational Engine; and all the patterns from which castings had
been made and thus were no longer required. He was to oil and pack all steel parts to avoid rust, and list the
parts remaining at his workshop that were the property of the Government (these materials would be removed
in 1843 to King’s College, London).
In Philadelphia, a group of black and white male abolitionists organized the American Anti-Slavery Society
and Arthur Tappan became its 1st president. The Reverend Samuel Joseph May attended, and William Lloyd
Garrison, and also Friend John Greenleaf Whittier, Lewis Tappan and Arthur Tappan, Friends James and
Lucretia Mott, etc. Of the about 60 people in attendance only 21 were members of the Religious Society of
Friends, because conservative Quakers would have been keeping their distance from all involvement in outside
organizations, even those such as this one whose aims they generally greatly respected. The Reverend Daniel
Starr Southmayd, not of Concord but “of Lowell, Massachusetts,” was a delegate. On the last day of the
meeting, the new society urged that white females should also set up their own auxiliary anti-slavery societies.
In that period the claim was being made, that True Womanhood would restrict itself to the home, and this claim
was being hotly contested by women who would insist that the True Woman was merely following her natural
True Womanly inclination, in seeking to succor the defenseless in such institutions as the Samaritan Asylum
for Indigent Colored Children in Boston.
As wives and mothers, as sisters and daughters, we are
bound to urge men to cease to do evil.
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There were three blacks present, including a Philadelphia barber and dentist named James McCrummill and
the well-to-do Robert Purvis of Philadelphia — who although he appeared white:

was known locally to be actually not a white man at all.70 Purvis signed the Declaration of Sentiments.

70. This would be by way of contrast with Senator Daniel Webster, who was so dark-complected that once he was actually turned
away by a commercial establishment that imagined it was dealing with a black American, but who was generally known to be,
actually, a white man through and through.
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(Notice that although white men of this period generally feared social contamination
by inferior blacks, even an intimate touching, as by a barber, could be permissible,
as depicted here in a Virginia barbershop — so long as the relationship was one clearly
marked as an intransitive one, between a superior or customer and an inferior or servant.)
There were two or three Unitarians. At one point during the convention a young man at the door was speaking
of his desire to dip his hand in Garrison’s blood but the Philadelphia police, rather than take such a person into
detention, warned the convention organizers that the path of discretion would be for them to meet only during
hours of daylight.

Garrison authored the broadside “Declaration of Sentiments” of the meeting (Declaration of the Anti-Slavery
Convention), which under an image of Samson strangling the lion included a renunciation of “the use of carnal
weapons” and a declaration that “doing evil that good may come” represented the antithesis of Christian ethics.
At one point Friend Lucretia Mott rose to suggest from the back of the room that in the draft of this resolution,
the mention of God be placed before rather than after the mention of the Declaration of Independence.
As a woman and a non-delegate she spoke with such diffidence that the chairman had to encourage her.
This could very well have been the 1st time that many in the room had heard a woman speak in a public
meeting.71
After silence in the Quaker manner, it was time for the actual delegates, that is, the menfolk, to file forward
and affix their signatures to the declaration — this would be the signature that Whittier would later say he was
more proud of, than of his signature on the title page of any of his books.
The broadside manifesto “Declaration of the Anti-Slavery Convention Assembled in Philadelphia, December
4, 1833,” as so nicely illustrated by Rueben S. Gilbert of Merrihew & Gunn (his work excerpted above),
announced the reasons for formation of the society and enumerated its goals:
71. As a woman she would not of course have been officially a delegate to this convention, but a mere spectator accompanying her
spouse. Of course no-one thought of the idea of having women as delegates, let alone to solicit the signatures of women, nor is it
likely that any of the women even contemplated the possibility of a woman’s adding her own signature Such things were not just
unheard-of, in this period, but also, very clearly, they went unthought as well. For a woman to have sported a signature would have
been like for a woman to have sported a beard. During this month Abba Alcott, pregnant wife of Bronson Alcott and mother of an
infant author-to-be Louisa May Alcott, was helping Lucretia Mott form the Philadelphia Female Anti-Slavery Society.

THE ALCOTT FAMILY
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Constitution of the American Anti-Slavery Society
Whereas the Most High God “hath made of one blood all nations of men
to dwell on all the face of the earth,” and hath commanded them to
love their neighbors as themselves; and whereas, our National
Existence is based upon this principle, as recognized in the
Declaration of Independence, “that all mankind are created equal, and
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable
rights, among which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness”;
and whereas, after the lapse of nearly sixty years, since the faith
and honor of the American people were pledged to this avowal, before
Almighty God and the World, nearly one-sixth part of the nation are
held in bondage by their fellow-citizens; and whereas, Slavery is
contrary to the principles of natural justice, of our republican form
of government, and of the Christian religion, and is destructive of
the prosperity of the country, while it is endangering the peace,
union, and liberties of the States; and whereas, we believe it the
duty and interest of the masters immediately to emancipate their
slaves, and that no scheme of expatriation, either voluntary or by
compulsion, can remove this great and increasing evil; and whereas,
we believe that it is practicable, by appeals to the consciences,
hearts, and interests of the people, to awaken a public sentiment
throughout the nation that will be opposed to the continuance of
Slavery in any part of the Republic, and by effecting the speedy
abolition of Slavery, prevent a general convulsion; and whereas, we
believe we owe it to the oppressed, to our fellow-citizens who hold
slaves, to our whole country, to posterity, and to God, to do all that
is lawfully in our power to bring about the extinction of Slavery, we
do hereby agree, with a prayerful reliance on the Divine aid, to form
ourselves into a society, to be governed by the following
Constitution: —
ARTICLE I. — This Society shall be called the AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY
SOCIETY.
ARTICLE II. — The objects of this Society are the entire abolition of
Slavery in the United States. While it admits that each State, in which
Slavery exists, has, by the Constitution of the United States, the
exclusive right to legislate in regard to its abolition in said State,
it shall aim to convince all our fellow-citizens, by arguments
addressed to their understandings and consciences, that Slaveholding
is a heinous crime in the sight of God, and that the duty, safety, and
best interests of all concerned, require its immediate abandonment,
without expatriation. The Society will also endeavor, in a
constitutional way, to influence Congress to put an end to the domestic
Slave trade, and to abolish Slavery in all those portions of our common
country which come under its control, especially in the District of
Columbia, -- and likewise to prevent the extension of it to any State
that may be hereafter admitted to the Union.
ARTICLE III. — This Society shall aim to elevate the character and
condition of the people of color, by encouraging their intellectual,
moral, and religious improvement, and by removing public prejudice,
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that thus they may, according to their intellectual and moral worth,
share an equality with the whites, of civil and religious privileges;
but this Society will never, in any way, countenance the oppressed in
vindicating their rights by resorting to physical force.
ARTICLE IV. — Any person who consents to the principles of this
Constitution, who contributes to the funds of this Society, and is not
a Slaveholder, may be a member of this Society, and shall be entitled
to vote at the meetings....
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1834
January 31, Friday: Duelists from Boston fought on the Moses Brown farm (it seems likely that the duel
occurred near the Cold Spring on the Providence, Rhode Island side of the Red Bridge). The duelists were
Robert C. Hooper, Esq., a merchant, and Joseph Jones, Esq. (familiarly known as “Shocko” Jones because his
hometown was Shocko, North Carolina). The North Carolinian was a student at the Harvard Law School and
the quarrel was over an alleged slur on the honor of a Miss Marian Marshall. The duel was fought with pistols
at eight paces. After exchanging shots the parties returned to Boston, arriving at Tremont House at 11:30 P.M.
Daniel Webster delivered an address on “The Removal of the Deposts” in the US Senate in which he derogated
the presumption that the poor, because they are poor, inherently harbor animosity toward the rich, because they
are rich. What a silly supposition, the exact opposite of the truth!72
Sir, there is one other subject on which I wish to raise my
voice. There is a topic which I perceive is to become the general
war-cry of party, on which I take the liberty to warn the country
against delusion. Sir, the cry is to be raised that this is a
question between the poor and the rich. I know, Sir, it has been
proclaimed, that one thing was certain, that there was always a
hatred on the part of the poor toward the rich; and that this
hatred would support the late measures, and the putting down of
the bank. Sir, I will not be silent at the threat of such a
detestable fraud on public opinion. If but ten men, or one man,
in the nation will hear my voice, I will still warn them against
this attempted imposition.
Mr. President, this is an eventful moment. On the great
questions which occupy us, we all look for some decisive
movement of public opinion. As I wish that movement to be free,
intelligent, and unbiassed, the true manifestation of the public
will, I desire to prepare the country for another appeal, which
I perceive is about to be made to popular prejudice, another
attempt to obscure all distinct views of the public good, to
overwhelm all patriotism and all enlightened self-interest, by
loud cries against false danger, and by exciting the passions
of one class against another. I am not mistaken in the omen; I
see the magazine whence the weapons of this warfare are to be
drawn. I hear already the din of the hammering of arms
preparatory to the combat. They may be such arms, perhaps, as
reason, and justice, and honest patriotism cannot resist. Every
effort at resistance, it is possible, may be feeble and
powerless; but, for one, I shall make an effort, — an effort to
be begun now, and to be carried on and continued, with untiring
zeal, till the end of the contest.
Sir, I see, in those vehicles which carry to the people
sentiments from high places, plain declarations that the present
72. Edwin P. Whipple’s THE GREAT SPEECHES AND ORATIONS OF DANIEL WEBSTER WITH AN ESSAY ON DANIEL WEBSTER AS A
MASTER OF ENGLISH STYLE (Boston: Little, Brown, 1879).

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
controversy is but a strife between one part of the community
and another. I hear it boasted as the unfailing security, the
solid ground, never to be shaken, on which recent measures rest,
that the poor naturally hate the rich. I know that, under the
cover of the roofs of the Capitol, within the last twenty-four
hours, among men sent here to devise means for the public safety
and the public good, it has been vaunted forth, as matter of
boast and triumph, that one cause existed powerful enough to
support every thing and to defend every thing; and that was, the
natural hatred of the poor to the rich.
Sir, I pronounce the author of such sentiments to be guilty of
attempting a detestable fraud on the community; a double fraud;
a fraud which is to cheat men out of their property, and out of
the earnings of their labor, by first cheating them out of their
understandings.
“The natural hatred of the poor to the rich!” Sir, it shall not
be till the last moment of my existence, —it shall be only when
I am drawn to the verge of oblivion, when I shall cease to have
respect or affection for any thing on earth, —that I will believe
the people of the United States capable of being effectually
deluded, cajoled, and driven about in herds, by such abominable
frauds as this. If they shall sink to that point, if they so far
cease to be men, thinking men, intelligent men, as to yield to
such pretences and such clamor, they will be slaves already;
slaves to their own passions, slaves to the fraud and knavery
of pretended friends. They will deserve to be blotted out of all
the records of freedom; they ought not to dishonor the cause of
self-government, by attempting any longer to exercise it; they
ought to keep their unworthy hands entirely off from the cause
of republican liberty, if they are capable of being the victims
of artifices so shallow, of tricks so stale, so threadbare, so
often practised, so much worn out, on serfs and slaves.
“The natural hatred of the poor against the rich!” “The danger
of a moneyed aristocracy!” “A power as great and dangerous as
that resisted by the Revolution!” “A call to a new declaration
of independence!” Sir, I admonish the people against the object
of outcries like these. I admonish every industrious laborer in
the country to be on his guard against such delusion. I tell him
the attempt is to play off his passions against his interests,
and to prevail on him, in the name of liberty, to destroy all
the fruits of liberty; in the name of patriotism, to injure and
afflict his country; and in the name of his own independence,
to destroy that very independence, and make him a beggar and a
slave. Has he a dollar? He is advised to do that which will
destroy half its value. Has he hands to labor? Let him rather
fold them, and sit still, than be pushed on, by fraud and
artifice, to support measures which will render his labor
useless and hopeless.
Sir, the very man, of all others, who has the deepest interest
in a sound currency, and who suffers most by mischievous
legislation in money matters, is the man who earns his daily
bread by his daily toil. A depreciated currency, sudden changes
of prices, paper money, falling between morning and noon, and
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falling still lower between noon and night, — these things
constitute the very harvest-time of speculators, and of the
whole race of those who are at once idle and crafty; and of that
other race, too, the Catilines of all times, marked, so as to
be known for ever by one stroke of the historian’s pen, those
greedy of other men’s property and prodigal of their own.
Capitalists, too, may outlive such times. They may either prey
on the earnings of labor, by their cent. per cent., or they may
hoard. But the laboring man, what can he hoard? Preying on
nobody, he becomes the prey of all. His property is in his hands.
His reliance, his fund, his productive freehold, his all, is his
labor. Whether he work on his own small capital, or another’s,
his living is still earned by his industry; and when the money
of the country becomes depreciated and debased, whether it be
adulterated coin or paper without credit, that industry is
robbed of its reward. He then labors for a country whose laws
cheat him out of his bread. I would say to every owner of every
quarter-section of land in the West, I would say to every man
in the East who follows his own plough, and to every mechanic,
artisan, and laborer in every city in the country, — I would say
to every man, everywhere, who wishes by honest means to gain an
honest living, “Beware of wolves in sheep’s clothing. Whoever
attempts, under whatever popular cry, to shake the stability of
the public currency, bring on distress in money matters, and
drive the country into the use of paper money, stabs your
interest and your happiness to the heart.”
The herd of hungry wolves who live on other men’s earnings will
rejoice in such a state of things. A system which absorbs into
their pockets the fruits of other men’s industry is the very
system for them. A government that produces or countenances
uncertainty, fluctuations, violent risings and fallings in
prices, and, finally, paper money, is a government exactly after
their own heart. Hence these men are always for change. They
will never let well enough alone. A condition of public affairs
in which property is safe, industry certain of its reward, and
every man secure in his own hard-earned gains, is no paradise
for them. Give them just the reverse of this state of things;
bring on change, and change after change; let it not be known
to-day what will be the value of property to-morrow; let no man
be able to say whether the money in his pockets at night will
be money or worthless rags in the morning; and depress labor
till double work shall earn but half a living, — give them this
state of things, and you give them the consummation of their
earthly bliss.
Sir, the great interest of this great country, the producing
cause of all its prosperity, is labor! labor! labor! We are a
laboring community. A vast majority of us all live by industry
and actual employment in some of their forms. The Constitution
was made to protect this industry, to give it both encouragement
and security; but, above all, security. To that very end, with
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that precise object in view, power was given to Congress over
the currency, and over the money system of the country. In forty
years’ experience, we have found nothing at all adequate to the
beneficial execution of this trust but a well-conducted national
bank. That has been tried, returned to, tried again, and always
found successful. If it be not the proper thing for us, let it
be soberly argued against; let something better be proposed; let
the country examine the matter coolly, and decide for itself.
But whoever shall attempt to carry a question of this kind by
clamor, and violence, and prejudice; whoever would rouse the
people by appeals, false and fraudulent appeals, to their love
of independence, to resist the establishment of a useful
institution, because it is a bank, and deals in money, and who
artfully urges these appeals wherever he thinks there is more
of honest feeling than of enlightened judgment, — means nothing
but deception. And whoever has the wickedness to conceive, and
the hardihood to avow, a purpose to break down what has been
found, in forty years’ experience, essential to the protection
of all interests, by arraying one class against another, and by
acting on such a principle as that the poor always hate the rich,
shows himself the reckless enemy of all. An enemy to his whole
country, to all classes, and to every man in it, he deserves to
be marked especially as the poor man’s curse!

May: For the first meeting of the New England Anti-Slavery Society, in Boston, the Reverend Samuel Joseph
May orated:
Genius of America — Spirit of our free institutions! — where art
thou? How art thou fallen, O Lucifer! son of the morning, — how
art thou fallen from Heaven! Hell from beneath is moved for thee,
to meet thee at thy coming! The kings of the earth cry out to
thee, Aha! Aha! Art thou become like unto us?
At this convention, Harvard College’s Professor of German, the Reverend Charles Follen, inferred from the
Declaration of Independence to certain principles of republican freedom: “Shall a republic be less free than a
monarchy?” he asked, pointing out that England, a monarchy, had already outlawed slavery. “If you are
republicans in principle, then let the avenues, all the avenues of light and liberty, of truth and love, be opened
wide to every one within the nation.” By “every one,” he meant to be really radical and really to shock: “every
one” meant, he suggested, not only black people but also American Indians and even human females. Toward
the close of the learned German-American’s address occurred a passage which would suggest the following
lines:
The despotism which our fathers could not bear in their native
country is expiring, and the sword of justice in her reformed
hands has applied its exterminating edge to slavery. Shall the
United States —the free United States, which could not bear the
bonds of a king— cradle the bondage which a king is abolishing?
Shall a Republic be less free than a Monarchy? Shall we, in the
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vigor and buoyancy of our manhood, be
righteousness than a kingdom in its age?
Friend John Greenleaf Whittier would prepare the following poem:

FOLLEN.
OUR fellow-countrymen in chains!
Slaves, in a land of light and law!
Slaves, crouching on the very plains
Where rolled the storm of Freedom’s war!
A groan from Eutaw’s haunted wood,
A wail where Camden’s martyrs fell,
By every shrine of patriot blood,
From Moultrie’s wall and Jasper’s well!
By storied hill and hallowed grot,
By mossy wood and marshy glen,
Whence rang of old the rifle-shot,
And hurrying shout of Marion’s men!
The groan of breaking hearts is there,
The falling lash, the fetter’s clank!
Slaves, slaves are breathing in that air
Which old De Kalb and Sumter drank!
What, ho! our countrymen in chains!
The whip on woman’s shrinking flesh!
Our soil yet reddening with the stains
Caught from her scourging, warm and fresh!
What! mothers from their children riven!
What! God’s own image bought and sold!
Americans to market driven,
And bartered as the brute for gold!
Speak! shall their agony of prayer
Come thrilling to our hearts in vain?
To us whose fathers scorned to bear
The paltry menace of a chain;
To us, whose boast is loud and long
Of holy Liberty and Light;
Say, shall these writhing slaves of Wrong
Plead vainly for their plundered Right?
What! shall we send, with lavish breath,
Our sympathies across the wave,
Where Manhood, on the field of death,
Strikes for his freedom or a grave?
Shall prayers go up, and hymns be sung
For Greece, the Moslem fetter spurning,
And millions hail with pen and tongue
Our light on all her altars burning?
Shall Belgium feel, and gallant France,
By Vendome’s pile and Schoenbrun’s wall,
And Poland, gasping on her lance,
The impulse of our cheering call?
And shall the slave, beneath our eye,
Clank o’er our fields his hateful chain?
And toss his fettered arms on high,
And groan for Freedom’s gift, in vain?
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Oh, say, shall Prussia’s banner be
A refuge for the stricken slave?
And shall the Russian serf go free
By Baikal’s lake and Neva’s wave?
And shall the wintry-bosomed Dane
Relax the iron hand of pride,
And bid his bondmen cast the chain
From fettered soul and limb aside?
Shall every flap of England’s flag
Proclaim that all around are free,
From farthest Ind to each blue crag
That beetles o’er the Western Sea?
And shall we scoff at Europe’s kings,
When Freedom’s fire is dim with us,
And round our country’s altar clings
The damning shade of Slavery’s curse?
Go, let us ask of Constantine
To loose his grasp on Poland’s throat;
And beg the lord of Mahmoud’s line
To spare the struggling Suliote;
Will not the scorching answer come
From turbaned Turk, and scornful Russ:
“Go, loose your lettered slaves at home,
Then turn, and ask the like of us!”
Just God! and shall we calmly rest,
The Christian’s scorn, the heathen’s mirth,
Content to live the lingering jest
And by-word of a mocking Earth?
Shall our own glorious land retain
That curse which Europe scorns to bear?
Shall our own brethren drag the chain
Which not even Russia’s menials wear?
Up, then, in Freedom’s manly part,
From graybeard eld to fiery youth,
And on the nation’s naked heart
Scatter the living coals of Truth!
Up! while ye slumber, deeper yet
The shadow of our fame is growing!
Up! while ye pause, our sun may set
In blood, around our altars flowing!
Oh! rouse ye, ere the storm comes forth,
The gathered wrath of God and man,
Like that which wasted Egypt’s earth,
When hail and fire above it ran.
Hear ye no warnings in the air?
Feel ye no earthquake underneath?
Up, up! why will ye slumber where
The sleeper only wakes in death?
Rise now for Freedom! not in strife
Like that your sterner fathers saw,
The awful waste of human life,
The glory and the guilt of war:
But break the chain, the yoke remove,
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And smite to earth Oppression’s rod,
With those mild arms of Truth and Love,
Made mighty through the living God!
Down let the shrine of Moloch sink,
And leave no traces where it stood;
Nor longer let its idol drink
His daily cup of human blood;
But rear another altar there,
To Truth and Love and Mercy given,
And Freedom’s gift, and freedom’s prayer,
Shall call an answer down from Heaven!

July 7, Monday: Per the records of the “Institute of 1770”, after a lengthy report on the library,
Voted to adjourn to Friday evening next. Previous to adjournment
the following freshmen were chosen, viz. Messrs. Barnes, Wight,
Lane, Russell, Rice, Phelps, Treat, Wheeler, Davis 2d, Williams
1st. Nominations for next term were Messrs. Vose, Fellowes,
Kimball, Allen, Kendall, Peabody, Holmes 1st, Kettell, Bigelow,
Hayward, Bacon, Dale [or Dall].
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1837
You’ve heard slavery referred to as the “peculiar institution” — let’s explore just how peculiar it was.73 In this
year Matilda Lawrence, 1/8th black and 7/8ths white, visited New-York with her father and owner, Larkin
Lawrence of St. Louis, a rich Missouri planter. While in that free state she requested her freedom, promising
that if her father gave her manumission papers, she would return with him to Missouri. He refused, so, coming
down the Ohio River on the way back to Missouri, in Cincinnati, the girl jumped ship. I don’t know how old
she was at this point. She got a job as housekeeper in the home of a former slavemaster named James Gillespie
Birney who was running an abolitionist newspaper in Cincinnati, The Philanthropist. Birney apparently hired

her in all innocence, but then she was taken into custody on suspicion of being a slave and a fugitive. After her
arrest it would be established that she was the slave of, and the natural daughter of, this Larkin Lawrence
plantation master. Birney was of course charged with violating the 1804 Fugitive Slave law. Salmon Portland
Chase challenged this law in Birney v Ohio, 8 Ohio 230, arguing that it was unconstitutional nationwide and
in any case inapplicable in Ohio since the Northwest Ordinance of 1787 had made slavery illegal there. He
also charged that slavery was a violation of the natural right to human liberty, a right “proclaimed by our
73. This is, I need to point out, a play on words. “Peculiar” did not mean then what it means now. It didn’t mean “strange.”
What southern white people were meaning when they referred to slavery as their peculiar institution was that although it was
something which appeared in the North not to make any sense, and was generating hostility, even outrage, in the South in its complex
of institutions and arrangements, the enslaving of blacks seemed to them to be making a whole lot of sense, and any alternative was
seeming to them at that time to be unthinkably obtuse. –They were wearing their “It’s a Southron Thing, You Wouldn’t Understand”
T-shirt.
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fathers in the Declaration of Independence,” although of course he must have understood that the court
would consider this merely ludicrous.

“All men are born equally free.”
Judge D.K. Este ruled that Matilda Lawrence was legally her father’s property and ordered her returned to his
custody. Birney was fined $50. Two days after this decision Matilda would be transported to New Orleans,
where her father would have her sold at public auction. “Spare the rod and spoil the child,” right? Chase would
appeal Birney’s fine to the state supreme court. In a manner meant to be distinctly uncomplimentary, Kentucky
opponents of Chase would characterize him “The Attorney-General of Fugitive Slaves.” Chase would soon be
using this title with pride.
“I never refused my help to any person black or white; and I liked
the office nonetheless because there were neither fees nor salary
connected with it.”
Appearing in defense of many fugitives, he would never win a single case. At some anti-slavery rallies Chase
would have the honor of being pelted with eggs, and on one occasion would have the honor of being hit with
a brick.
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1839

Our national birthday, Thursday the 4th of July: Nathaniel Hawthorne’s 35th birthday.
Ground was broken in East Lexington, Massachusetts for a unique octagonal Unitarian church structure,
designed by the Reverend Charles Follen (this octagonal building still stands, as the oldest church structure in
Lexington). In his prayer at the groundbreaking the Reverend declared the mission of his church — and this
mission statement now on a memorial to him in the churchyard:
[May] this church never be desecrated by intolerance,
or bigotry, or party spirit; more especially its doors
might never be closed against any one, who would plead
in it the cause of oppressed humanity; within its walls
all unjust and cruel distinctions might cease, and
[there] all men might meet as brethren.
In Hagerstown, Maryland, the only two soldiers of the American Revolution of that vicinity still alive sat
proudly in a carriage drawn by white horses.
On Staten Island, between 20,000 and 30,000 children were gathered to celebrate a Sunday School Scholars
National Jubilee while, in New-York harbor, 1,000 ships were “gaily dressed in honor of the day.”
In Boston, 1500 men gathered at Faneuil Hall in support of a Temperance Reformation.
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In Norwich, Connecticut, at a sabbath school celebration, one of the students read excerpts from the
Declaration of Independence while wearing “the identical cap” that had been worn by William Williams of
that state at the time he had placed his signature upon that document.

In Tennessee, the McMinnville Gazette published a “Declaration of Independence for an Independant
Treasury,” and the text of this would be reprinted in the Washington DC Globe.
At Norfolk, Virginia, an elephant “attached to the menagerie” was induced to swim across the harbor from
Town Point to the Portsmouth side and back.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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There was a 91-scalp victory dance on the east shore of Lake Calhoun, just south of Minneapolis in the
Minnesota Territory. One of the scalps was of the bride from the wedding at the fort (one can’t help but notice
that in none of the accounts has any white recorder of these events gone to the trouble of recording her name).
In regard to that scalp dance, one of the white people did register a comment:
“It seemed as if hell had emptied itself here.”
Henry Thoreau was inspired to perpetrate a poem, in honor of an illustrated 3-volume set of famous British
poems which he was at the moment perusing, THE BOOK OF GEMS. THE POETS AND ARTISTS OF GREAT
BRITAIN. EDITED BY S.C. HALL (London: Saunders and Otley, Conduit Street):

THE BOOK OF GEMS, I
THE BOOK OF GEMS, II
THE BOOK OF GEMS, III
July 4.

THE “BOOK OF GEMS”

With cunning plates the polished leaves were decked,
Each one a window to the poet’s world,
So rich a prospect that you might suspect
In that small space all paradise unfurled.
It was a right delightful road to go,
Marching through pastures of such fair herbage,
O’er hill and dale it led, and to and fro,
From bard to bard, making an easy stage;
Where ever and anon I slaked my thirst
Like a tired traveller at some poet’s well,
Which from the teeming ground did bubbling burst,
And tinkling thence adown the page it fell.
Still through the leaves its music you might hear,
Till other springs fell faintly on the ear.74

74. Thoreau’s extracts from these three unremarkable volumes assembled at London by S.C. Hall between 1836 and 1838 are to be
found in his Literary Notebook 1840-1848 and his Miscellaneous Extracts 1836-1840.

SAMUEL CARTER HALL
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November 15, Friday: Betsey Thoreau (Maiden lady) died in Concord.
William Murdock died in Birmingham, Warwickshire at the age of 86.
Abolitionists met in Warsaw, New York to form a Liberty Party, with the black abolitionist Reverends Samuel

Ringgold Ward and Henry Highland Garnet as leading supporters, accepting James Gillespie Birney as their

candidate for President of the United States and Pennsylvania’s Francis J. Lemoyne for his Vice-President.
Boycotts of crops produced by slave labor were organized (knowing that if the market for cotton were
to collapse, slavery would not be able to survive, Garnet would try to organize in England a worldwide
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boycott).

Samuel Ringgold Ward would attempt to explain, later, this foray into American politics:
[T]he abolitionists, such as those with whom it was my honour
to be associated, inquired how far they could wield their
political powers, with the parties of the day, innocently. About
the time to which I was referring —viz., 1839-40— they began to
see the great fact, that the political parties of the country
departed as widely from the old maxims of democracy and
republicanism as did the Churches from the gospel. They saw the
North divided into two great parties, wielding two thirds of the
votes of the nation, each of these having Southern members who
controlled them, and both of them catering for the largest share
of the Southern vote, which was about one third of the entire
suffrage. They saw the best, highest offices, given freely to
Southern men, on purpose to propitiate the South; while the
South demanded and accepted this unnatural, undue, and
disproportioned amount of power and emolument, both as the price
of their aid to the party giving them, and as a means of securing
the interests of slavery. Hence it was that the diplomatic
agents of the country were sure to be Southerners, or proslavery men. Who ever knew any other character at the Court of
St. James, or the Court of St. Cloud? Hence it was, too, that
ere a Northern man could be qualified for any post of honour in
the national gift, he must prove himself to have been always
entirely free from the least taint of abolitionism, or to have
been thoroughly purged of it, if he had ever been so much as
reasonably suspected of it. At the same time, in Northern
localities the friends and members of these parties sought to
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cajole and seduce abolitionists into voting with one or the
other of them, under the plea that it was more favourable to the
anti-slavery cause than its opposite, while manifestly both were
the tools and the props of the slave powers. Abolitionists did
not fail to see, that to vote with either of these parties was
alike repugnant to their cherished principles and to their selfrespect. Then, they must do one of two things; either refrain
from voting altogether, or concentrate their votes upon
candidates of their own selection — in other words, form a
political party upon anti-slavery principles. They adopted,
wisely, the latter. That party was formed in August, 1840, at
Syracuse. I then became, for the first time, a member of a
political party. With it I cast my first vote; to it I devoted
my political activities; with it I lived my political life —
which terminated when, eleven years subsequently, I left the
country.
As the abolitionists saw the Churches were trampling under foot
the fundamental principles of Christianity, touching slavery,
so they saw the Government and the political parties to be false
to their own sworn principles of freedom and democracy. They
departed from the constitution, which was made “to secure the
blessings of liberty,” and which ordained that “no man shall be
deprived of liberty without due process of law.” The Whigs
denied the faith of their revolutionary fathers, whose Whiggism
was but another name for self-sacrificing love of liberty. The
Democrats, claiming Thomas Jefferson as their father and
boasting of his having written the Declaration of Independence,
hated nothing so intensely as Jefferson’s writings against
slavery — and that very Declaration of Independence, when, among
“ALL MEN” in it declared to be entitled by God to the unalienable
right to liberty, Negroes were said to be included. Both
professed to be admirers of the great Washington; but neither
of them, like him, coveted the opportunity of using his
political power against slavery in his native State. What the
abolitionists then demanded, and now contend for, is the simple
application of the principles of the Declaration of Independence
to the black as well as the white, and that the former should
share the benefits secured by the constitution as well as the
latter. Believing just what the Declaration of Independence
says, that the right of man to liberty is unalienable, they hold
that no enactments, no constitutions, no consent of the man
himself, no combinations of men, can alienate that which is by
God’s fiat made unalienable. They agree with England’s greatest
living jurist, Henry Peter Brougham, that the idea that man can
be the property of man is to be rejected as a “wild and guilty
phantasy”: neither overlooking nor neglecting other great
questions with which governments and parties have to do, they
make their basis principle the unalienable right of man “to
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” It was to the
promulgation of these political principles, and of those
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religious principles to which I referred in the preceding pages,
that, as an agent of the New York State Anti-Slavery Society,
it was my duty and my pleasure to devote myself. This duty
brought me into contact with all classes of the enemies of the
cause — made me familiar with all the different objections urged
against it on the one hand; and it gave me the ever-to-beremembered pleasure of meeting all classes of abolitionists,
profiting by their suggestions, accepting their hospitalities,
rejoicing in their sympathies, and sharing their devotions. A
truer, a more discerning set of men, America does not hold. They
are fully alive to the issue before them. They see that, if the
principle be admitted that a black man may be legally,
righteously enslaved, so may any other man; that slavery is
altogether regardless of the colour of its victims: that its
encroachments upon the right of petition, the freedom of the
press, the freedom of speech — its whipping, tarring and
feathering, and lynching, white abolitionists at the South — its
enslavement of the light-coloured children of white men — its
unscrupulous, insatiate demands, nature, character — all make
it the enemy of any and every class opposing it, willing to
jeopard and to destroy the liberties of any whom it can crush
as its victims. They see that the real political issue is, not
whether the black man’s slavery shall be perpetuated, but
whether the freedom of any Americans can be permanent. Blessings
on the men who, at all hazards, are prepared to welcome and to
meet that issue, with all its sacrifices and all its
consequences! Whether they succeed or not, whether there is
sufficient soundness and vitality in the republic to admit of
its being saved or not, they, let the worst come, will ever bear
in their bosoms the satisfaction of having done their duty in
times of the utmost trial. Yea, blessings on that fearless band!
Allow me once more to state, what I fear Englishmen but too
seldom and too slightly consider — 1. The religious issue
betwixt the American antislavery men and their opposers is deep,
radical, vital, involving the religious weal or woe of the
American Church. 2. The political issue is as deep, radical, and
vital, in its kind: involving the safety, the stability — not
the unity alone, but the very existence, of the republic. It is
not like the emancipation question in Great Britain, or the
corn-law question, or the reform question. It is not, What are
the powers and scope of the Government, to what limit do they
extend, to what classes do they apply, and of what improvements
are they capable? It is a question affecting all classes,
involving the fate of the whole people, undermining the basis
of their best institutions, lying at the root of all
constitutional government, and in its grasp including the whole
range of American rights.
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1840
By this point, in their 1840s debates over slavery, Americans were usually referring to the Declaration of
Independence rather than to state bills or Declarations of Rights.

During the decades of the 1840s and 1850s, the words of the national Declaration of Independence were
appropriated for what amounted to regionalist arguments. Where there was litigation to free slaves in northern
states, the documents most commonly cited were state bills of rights rather than the Continental Congress’s
Declaration, and both defenders and opponents of slavery were –of course– able to shape the contents of the
Declaration to their advantage.
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1841

February 24, Wednesday: Because an American seaman had been murdered on Upolu Island, a US naval party
landed on the island of Samoa to put some of its native towns to the torch.The defenders in the La Amistad
US MILITARY INTERVENTIONS
case continued the presentation of their brief for freedom. John Quincy Adams insisted that the guiding
principle for the situation was to be seen in the Declaration of Independence a copy of which, at that time, was
mounted on one of the immense pillars of this gloomy vault. He read from it: “the law of Nature and of
Nature’s God.”75 We do not know exactly what Adams argued, because later he would fail to deliver his
documents to the court recorder on time, and the documents as preserved among this papers may well have
been subsequently modified by him. Some of those in attendance on this day would characterize his 41/2-hour
presentation as rambling. He was an old man, a former president, full of years and full of himself. The reporter
for the New-York American would comment that the geriatric gent’s presentation had been “certainly not so
much to the point as could have been desired.76

Argument of John Quincy Adams, before the Supreme Court of the
United States, in the Case of the United States, Appellants, vs.
Cinque, and Others, Africans, Captured in the Schooner Amistad.
Delivered on February 24, and March 1, 1841.77
1....I appear here on the behalf of thirty-six individuals, the
life and liberty of every one of whom depend on the decision of
this Court.... Three or four of them are female children,
incapable, in the judgment of our laws, of the crime of murder
or piracy, or, perhaps, of any other crime. Yet, from the day
when the vessel was taken possession of by one of our naval
officers, they have all been held as close prisoners, now for
the period of eighteen long months....
2.The Constitution of the United States recognizes the slaves,
held within some of the States of the Union, only in their
capacity of persons — persons held to labor or service in a State
under the laws thereof — persons constituting elements of
representation in the popular branch of the National Legislature
75. Disregarding of course the well-established principle that this Declaration of Independence document, created before the
existence of the United States of America, unlike the later federal Constitution document which fails to refer to it, is entirely without
legal standing or function in our body of statutory enactments and case-law-precedent jurisprudence.
76. Well, but it would provide a marvelous opportunity for Anthony Hopkins to “wing it,” and make points within the sensitivities
of a contemporary audience, and display his control over his craft — and it seems that’s all that mattered to a director like Spielberg.

77.

John Quincy Adams. ARGUMENT BEFORE THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, IN THE CASE OF THE
UNITED STATES, APPELLANTS, VS. CINQUE, AND OTHERS, AFRICANS, CAPTURED IN THE SCHOONER AMISTAD, BY
LIEUT. GEDNEY, DELIVERED ON THE 24TH OF FEB. AND 1ST OF MARCH, 1841. WITH A REVIEW OF THE CASE OF
THE ANTELOPE. New York, 1841.
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persons, the migration or importation of whom should not be
prohibited by Congress prior to the year 1808. The Constitution
no where recognizes them as property. The words slave and
slavery are studiously excluded from the Constitution.
Circumlocutions are the fig-leaves under which the parts of the
body politic are decently concealed. Slaves, therefore, in the
Constitution of the United States are persons, enjoying rights
and held to the performance of duties....
3.The persons aforesaid, described as slaves, are Negroes and
persons of color, who have been transported from Africa in
violation of the laws of the United States.... The Court should
enable the United States to send the Negroes home to Africa ...
in pursuance of the law of Congress passed March 3, 1829,
entitled “An act in addition to the acts prohibiting the slavetrade.”...
4.The President ... signed [an] order for the delivery of MEN
to the control of an officer of the navy to be carried beyond
sea.... The District Judge, contrary to all [the] anticipations
of the Executive, decided that the thirty-six Negroes ...
brought before the Court ... were FREEMEN; that they had been
kidnapped in Africa; that they did not own ... Spanish names;
... that they were not correctly described in the passport, but
were new Negroes ... fully entitled to their liberty.
5.Well was it for the country — well was it for the President
of the United States himself that he paused before stepping over
this Rubicon! ... The indignation of the freemen of Connecticut,
might not tamely endure the sight, of thirty-six free persons,
though Africans, fettered and manacled in their land of freedom,
to be transported beyond the seas, to perpetual hereditary
servitude or to death, by the servile submission of an American
President to the insolent dictation of a foreign minister....
6.{President Van Buren informed his subordinates that} if the
decree of the Judge should be in our favor, and you can steal a
march upon the Negroes by foreclosing their right of appeal,
ship them off without mercy and without delay: and if the decree
should be in their favor, fail not to enter an instantaneous
appeal to the Supreme Court where the chances may be more hostile
to self-emancipated slaves.
7.Was ever such a scene of Lilliputian trickery enacted by the
rulers of a great, magnanimous, and Christian nation? Contrast
it with that act of self-emancipation, by which the savage,
heathen barbarians Cinque and Grabeau liberated themselves and
their fellow suffering countrymen from Spanish slave traders,
and which the Secretary of State ... denominates lawless
violence.... Cinque and Graveau are uncooth and barbarous names.
Call them Harmodius and Aristogiton, and go back for moral
principle three thousand years to the fierce and glorious
democracy of Athens. They too resorted to lawless violence, and
slew the tyrant to redeem the freedom of their country....
8.I said, when I began this plea, that my final reliance for
success in this case was on this Court as a court of JUSTICE;
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and in the confidence this fact inspired, that, in the
administration of justice, in a case of no less importance than
the liberty and the life of a large number of persons, this Court
would not decide but on a due consideration of all the rights,
both natural and social, of everyone of these individuals.... I
have avoided, purposely avoided ... a recurrence to those first
principles of liberty which might well have been invoked in the
argument of this cause. I have shown that [the Amistad's crew
members] ... were acting at the time in a way that is forbidden
by the laws of Great Britain, of Spain and of the United States,
and ... that these Negroes were free and had a right to assert
their liberty....
9.On the of February, 1804, now more than thirty-seven years
past, my name was entered, and yet stands recorded, on both the
rolls, as one of the Attorneys and Counsellors of this Court....
I stand before the same Court, but not before the same judges —
nor aided by the same associates — nor resisted by the same
opponents. As I cast my eyes along those seats of honor and
public trust, now occupied by you, they seek in vain for one of
those honored and honorable persons whose indulgence listened
then to my voice. Marshall — Cushing — Chase — Washington —
Johnson — Livingston Todd — Where are they?...Gone! Gone! All
gone! ... In taking, then, my final leave of this Bar, and of
this Honorable Court, I can only ejaculate a fervent petition
to Heaven, that every member of it may go to his final account
with as little of earthly frailty to answer for as those
illustrious dead....
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1842
Harriet A. Jacobs escaped from slavery and arrived in New-York, where she was promptly victimized by a
white man who helped her. –So much for white knights rescuing damsels in distress.

January 25, Tuesday: Representative Gilmer of Virginia and Representative Marshall of Kentucky presented
resolutions censuring Representative John Quincy Adams of Massachusetts for his preoccupation with ending
the institution of human enslavement in the United States of America. In response, Representative Adams in
great good humor had the Clerk of the House of Representatives read out for the benefit of his colleagues the
first paragraph of the Declaration of Independence.
In New-York, meanwhile, the 3d Orestes Augustus Brownson lecture in the series of four sponsored by the
brothers of Isaac Hecker on the topic “Civilization and Human Progress” (Brownson was in favor of it).
In the St. George’s Chapel of Windsor Castle, the infant known as “Bertie” to his family throughout his life
was christened “Albert Edward” after his father Prince Albert of Saxe-Coburg and Gotha and his maternal
grandfather Prince Edward, Duke of Kent and Strathearn.
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1845

Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s 41st birthday, and the flag was gaining
another star as the State of Florida was entering the Union as our 27th state, making the score in this land of
the free and home of the brave to amount to 14 states for human slavery versus 13 states agin it:

Ordinance of the Convention of Texas.
In Washington DC, the cornerstone of Jackson Hall was being laid and a good time was being enjoyed by all
these American patriots who were equating patriotism with inebriation, but on the grounds south of the
Executive Mansion, some drunken celebrant fired off a dozen rockets into the crowd, killing James Knowles
and Georgiana Ferguson and injuring several others — collateral damage due to friendly fire.
In Ithaca, New York, a celebration cannon, evidently overcharged with powder, blew apart, killing three.
TIMELINE OF ACCIDENTS
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Ex-president John Tyler delivered an oration at William and Mary College.
In Nashville, Tennessee, the corner-stone of the State House was laid.
CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY

What to the slave is the 4th of July? On this day and the next Frederick Douglass was lecturing in Athol,
Massachusetts.
Henry Thoreau began to sleep in the open frame of the new shanty “as soon as it was boarded and roofed…”
not only on the anniversary of independence, but also on the day on which the US took the Texas territory from
Mexico. Had he remained in Concord that day, he would have been subjected not only to offensive parades
with flag-waving, but also to much offensive pro-war oratory.
TIMELINE OF WALDEN
EMERSON’S SHANTY
WALDEN: When first I took up my abode in the woods, that is, began
to spend my nights as well as days there, which, by accident was
on Independence Day, or the fourth of July, 1845, my house was
not finished for winter, but was merely a defence against the
rain, without plastering or chimney, the walls being of rough
weather-stained boards, with wide chinks, which made it cool
at night.The upright white hewn studs and freshly planed door and
window casings gave it a clean and airy look, especially in the
morning, when its timbers were saturated with dew, so that I
fancied that by noon some sweet gum would exude from them. To my
imagination it retained throughout the day more or less of this
auroral character, reminding me of a certain house on a mountain
which I had visited the year before. This was an airy and
unplastered cabin, fit to entertain a travelling god, and where
a goddess might trail her garments. The winds which passed over
my dwelling were such as sweep over the ridges of mountains,
bearing the broken strains, or celestial parts only, of
terrestrial music.The morning wind forever blows, the poem of
creation is uninterrupted; but few are the ears that hear it.
Olympus is but the outside of the earth every where.
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We need not presume that he intended the date to have any metaphorical significance, as in the idea that
moving to the shanty was his Declaration of Independence from human society. On this day of Thoreau’s
removal, an article appeared in the New-York Daily Tribune calling for a return to “the narrow, thorny path
where Integrity leads.” This article was authored in full awareness of the course Thoreau was following in
Concord, for this sentiment had been penned by Margaret Fuller.

Years later, on May 1, 1850 to be exact, Thoreau recollected an incident of this day, that “The forenoon that
I moved to my house –a poor old lame fellow who had formerly frozen his feet –hobbled off the road –came
& stood before my door with one hand on each door post looking into the house & asked for a drink of water.
I knew that rum or something like it was the only drink he loved but I gave him a dish of warm pond
water which was all I had, nevertheless, which to my astonishment he drank, being used to drinking.”

Thoreau lived
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“At Walden, July, 1845, to fall of 1847, then at R.W.E.’s to fall of 1848, or while he was in Europe.”
At about this time, more or less, a number of people’s acquaintance’s lives were changing: for instance, Giles
Waldo, whom Thoreau had chummed around with in New-York, was sailing to become vice consul at Lahaina
in the Sandwich Islands, and George Partridge Bradford was abandoning the private school he had attempted
to set up in Waldo Emerson’s barn to begin a private school in Roxbury MA.
Thoreau wrote the following sometime after he moved to his new shanty at Walden Pond, about the drumming
of the ruffed grouse:
After July 4: {one-fifth page blank} When I behold an infant I am impressed with a sense of antiquity,
and reminded of the sphinx or Sybil. It seems older than Nestor or Jove himself, and wears the wrinkles of
Saturn.
Why should the present impose upon us so much! I sit now upon a stump whose rings number centuries of
growth– If I look around me I see that the very soil is composed of just such stumps — ancestors to this. I thrust
this stick many aeons deep into the surface — and with my heel scratch a deeper furrow than the elements have
ploughed here for a thousand years– If I listen I hear the peep of frogs which is older than the slime of Egypt
— or a distant partridge [Ruffed Grouse Bonasa umbellus (Partridge)] drumming on a log — as if it were
the pulse-beat of the summer air.

CURRENT YOUTUBE VIDEO
I raise my fairest and freshest flowers in the old mould.
–Why, what we call new is not skin deep — the earth is not yet stained by it. It is not the fertile ground we walk
upon but the leaves that flutter over our head
The newest is but the oldest made visible to our eyes. We dig up the soil from a thousand feet below the surface
and call it new, and the plants which spring from it.

After July 4: Night and day — year on year, / High & low — far and near, / These are our own aspects,
/ These are our own regrets…. / I hear the sweet evening sounds / From your undecaying grounds / Cheat me
no more with time, / Take me to your clime. 1842, 1845, 1848: Night and day, year on year, / High and low, far
and near, / These are our own aspects, / These are our own regrets…. / I hear the sweet evening sounds / From
your undecaying grounds; / Cheat me no more with time, / Take me to your clime. (WEEK 389) (Johnson 388-9)

October 14, Tuesday: Frederick Douglass spoke in Cork, Ireland on the topic “I Am Here to Spread Light on American
Slavery”:
Mr. FREDERICK DOUGLASS then came forward amid loud cheering.
He said — Sir, I never more than at present lacked words to
express my feelings. The cordial and manly reception I have met
with, and the spirit of freedom that seems to animate the bosoms
of the entire audience have filled my heart with feelings I am
incapable of expressing. I stand before you in the most
extraordinary position that one human being ever stood before
his race — a slave. A slave not in the ordinary sense of the
term, not in a political sense, but in its real and intrinsic
meaning. I have not been stripped of one of my rights and
privileges, but of all. By the laws of the country whence I came,
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I was deprived of myself — of my own body, soul, and spirit, and
I am free only because I succeeded in escaping the clutches of
the man who claimed me as his property. There are fourteen Slave
States in America, and I was sold as a slave at a very early
age, little more than seven years, in the southern party of
Maryland. While there I conceived the idea of escaping into one
of the Free States, which I eventually succeeded in
accomplishing. On the 3ed Sept., 1838, I made my escape into
Massachusetts, a free state, and it is a pleasing coincidence
that just seven years after I stood up in the Royal Exchange in
Dublin, to unfold to the people of that good City the wrongs and
sufferings to which my race in America were exposed. (Applause.)
On escaping into Massachusetts, I went to work on the quays,
rolling oil casks, to get a livelihood, and in about three years
after having been induced to attend an anti-slavery meeting at
Nantucket, it was there announced that I should go from town to
town to expose their nefarious system. For four years I was then
engaged in discussing the slavery question, and during that time
I had opportunities of arranging my thoughts and language.
It was at last doubted if I had ever been a slave, and this doubt
being used in injure the anti-slavery cause, I was induced to
set the matter at rest by publishing the narrative of my life.
A person undertaking to write a book without learning will
appear rather novel, but such as it was I gave it to the public.
(Hear, Hear.) The excitement at last increased so much that it
was thought better for me to get out of the way lest my master
might use some stratagem to get me back into his clutches. I am
here then in order to avoid the scent of the blood hounds of
America, and of spreading light on the subject of her slave
system. There is nothing slavery dislikes half so much as the
light. It is a gigantic system of iniquity, that feeds and lives
in darkness, and, like a tree with its roots turned to the sun,
it perishes when exposed to the light. (Loud cheering.) we want
to arouse public indignation against the system of slavery and
to bring the concentrated execrations of the civilized world to
bear on it like a thunderbolt. (Loud cheering.) The relation of
master and slave in America should be clearly understood. The
master is allowed by law to hold his slave as his possession and
property, which means the right of one man to hold property in
his fellow. The master can buy, sell, bequeath his slave as well
as any other property, nay, he shall decide what the poor slave
is to eat, what he is to drink, where and when he shall speak.
He also decides for his affections, when and whom he is to marry,
and, what is more enormous, how long that marriage covenant is
to endure. The slaveholder exercises the bloody power of tearing
asunder those whom God has joined together — of separating
husband from wife, parent from child, and of leaving the hut
vacant, and the hearth desolate. (Sensation.) The slaveholders
of America resort to every species of cruelty, but they can never
reduce the slave to a willing obedience. The natural elasticity
of the human soul repels the slightest attempt to enslave it.
The black slaves of America are not wholly without that
elasticity; they are men, and, being so, they do not submit
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readily to the yoke. (Great cheering.) It is easy to keep a brute
in the position of a brute, but when you undertake to place a
man in the same state, believe me you must build your fences
higher, and your doors firmer than before. A brute you may molest
sometimes with impunity, but never a man. Men —the black slaves
of America— are capable or resenting an insult, of revenging an
outrage, and of looking defiance at their masters. (Applause.)
Oftentimes, when the poor slave, after recovering from the
application of the scourge and the branding iron, looks at his
master with a face indicating dissatisfaction, he is subject to
fresh punishment. That cross look must be at once repulsed, and
the master whips, as he says, “the d---l out of him;” for when
a slave looks dissatisfied with his condition, according to his
cruel taskmaster's idea, it looks as if he had the devil in him,
and it must be whipped out. (Oh, oh.) The state of slavery is
one of perpetual cruelty. When very young, as I stated, I was
sold into slavery, and was placed under the control of a little
boy who had orders to kick me when he liked, whenever the little
boy got cross, his mother used to say, “Go and whip Freddy.”
I however, soon began to reason upon the matter, and found that
I had as good a right to kick Tommy, as Tommy had me. (Loud
laughter and cheering.) My dissatisfaction with my condition
soon appeared, and I was most brutally treated. I stand before
you with the marks of the slave-driver's whip, that will go down
with me to my grave; but, what is worse, I feel the scourge of
slavery itself piercing into my heart, crushing my feelings, and
sinking me into the depths of moral and intellectual
degradation. (Loud cheering.) In the South, the laws are
exceedingly cruel, more so more so than in the Northern States.
The most cruel feature of the system in the Northern States is
the slave Trade. The domestic slave trade of America is now in
the height of its prosperity from the Annexation of Texas to our
Union. In the Northern States they actually breed slaves,
and rear them for the Southern markets; and the constant dread
of being sold is often more terrible than the reality itself.
Here the speaker proceeded to comment upon the law of America
relative to the punishment of slaves, and read the following: —
“If more than seven slaves are found together in any
road, without a white person — twenty lashes a piece.
For visiting a plantation without a written pass — ten
lashes. For letting loose a boat from where it is made
fast — thirty nine lashes; and for the second offence,
shall have his ear cut off. For having an article for
sale without a ticket from his master — ten lashes. For
being on horseback without the written permission of his
master — twenty five lashes.”
I saw one poor woman (continued the speaker) who had her
nailed to a post, for attempting to run away, but the agony
endured was so great, that she tore away, and left her
behind. (Great sensation.) This is the law of America after
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Declaration of Independence — the land in which are millions of
professed Christians, and which supports their religion at a
cost of 20 million dollars annually, and yet she has three
millions of human beings the subjects of the hellish laws I have
read. We would not ask you to interfere with the politics of
America, or invoke your military aid to put down American
slavery. No, we only demand your moral and religious influence
on the slave [holder] in question, and believe me the effects
of that influence will be overwhelming. (Cheers.) We want to
awaken the slave holder to a sense of the iniquity of his
position, and to draw him from his nefarious habits. We want to
encircle America with a girdle of Anti-slavery fire, that will
reflect light upon the darkness of the slave institutions, and
alarm their guilty upholders — (great applause). It must also
be stated that the American pulpit is on the side of slavery,
and the BIBLE is blasphemously quoted in support of it.
The Ministers of religion actually quoted scripture in support
of the most cruel and bloody outrages on the slaves. My own
master was a Methodist class leader (Laughter, and “Oh”), and
he bared the neck of a young woman, in my presence, and he cut
her with a cow skin. He then went away, and when he returned to
complete the castigation, he quoted the passage, “He that
knoweth his master's will and doeth it not, shall be beaten with
many stripes.” (Laughter.) The preachers say to the slaves they
should obey their masters, because God commands it, and because
their happiness depended on it. (A laugh.) Here the Speaker
assumed the attitude and drawling manner so characteristic of
the American preachers, amid the laughter of all present, and
continued — Thus do these hypocrites cant. They also tell the
slaves there is no happiness but in obedience, and wherever you
see poverty and misery, be sure it results from disobedience.
(Laughter.) In order to illustrate this they tell a story of a
slave having been sent to work, and when his master came up, he
found poor Sambo asleep. Picture the feelings, they say, of that
pious master, his authority thrown off, and his work not done.
The master then goes to the law and the testimony, and he there
read the passage I have already quoted, and Sambo is lashed so
that he cannot work for a week after. “You servants,” continued
the preacher, “To what was this whipping traceable, to
disobedience, and if you would not be whipped, and if you would
bask in the sunshine of your master's favour, let me exhort you
to obedience. You should also be grateful that God in his mercy
brought you from Africa to this Christian land.” (Great
laughter.) They also tell the wretched slaves that God made them
to do the working, and the white men the thinking. And such is
the ignorance in which the slaves are held that some of them go
home and say, “Me hear a good sermon to day, de Minister make
ebery thing so clear, white man above a Nigger any day.” (Roars
of laughter.) It is punishable with death for the second attempt
to teach a slave his letters in America (Loud expression of
disgust), and in that Protestant country the slave is denied the
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privilege of learning the name of the God that made him. Slavery
with all its bloody paraphernalia is upheld by the church of the
country. We want them to have the Methodists of Ireland speak
to those of America, and say, “While your hands are red with
blood, while the thumb screws and gags and whips are wrapped
up in the pontifical robes of your Church, we will have no
fellowship with you, or acknowledge you (as) Christians.”
(Great applause.) There are men who come here and preach, whose
robes are yet red with blood, but these things should not be. —
Let these American Christians know their hands are too red
to be grasped
by
Irishmen.
Presbyterians,
Episcopalians,
Congregationalists, and Roman Catholics, stand forth to the
world and declare to the American Church, that until she puts
away slavery, you can have no sympathy or fellowship with them
— (Applause). For myself I believe in Christianity. I love it.
I love that religion which is from above, without partiality or
hypocrisy — that religion based upon that broad, that worldembracing principle, “That whatever you would that men should
do to you, do ye even so to them.” (Loud cheering). — In America
Bibles and slave-holders go hand in hand. The Church and the
slave prison stand together, and while you hear the chanting of
psalms in one, you hear the clanking of chains in the other.
The man who wields the cow hide during the week, fills the pulpit
on Sunday — here we have robbery and religion united — devils
dressed in angels’ garments. The man who whipped me in the week
used to attend to show me the way of life on the Sabbath,
I cannot proceed without alluding to a man who did much to
abolish slavery, I mean Daniel O’Connell. (Tremendous cheers.)
I feel grateful to him, for his voice has made American slavery
shake to its centre. — I am determined wherever I go, and
whatever position I may fill, to speak with grateful emotions
of Mr. O’Connell’s labours. (Cheering.) I heard his denunciation
of slavery, I heard my master curse him, and therefore I loved
him. (Great cheering.) In London, Mr. O’Connell tore off the
mask of hypocrisy from the slave-holders, and branded them as
the vilest of the vile, and the most execrable of the execrable,
for no man can put words together stronger than Mr. O’Connell.
(Laughter and cheering.) The speaker proceeded at some length,
and related amusing anecdotes connected with his history in the
United States. In one instance he was travelling to Vermont,
and having arrived at a stage, they took in five new passengers.
It being dark at the time, they did not know the colour of his
(the Speaker’s) skin, and he was treated with all manner of
respect. In fact he could not help thinking at the time that he
would be a great man if perpetual darkness would only take the
place of day. (Laughter.) Scarcely however had the light gilded
the green mountains of Vermont than he saw one of the chaps in
the coach take a sly peep at him, and whisper to another “Egad
after all ’tis a nigger.” (Great laughter.) He had black looks
for the remainder of the way, and disrespect. That feeling of
prejudice had now changed, and he could now walk through Boston
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in the most refined company. The speaker concluded by saying
that he would again address them during his stay in Cork.
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1846
October: Americo-Liberian colonists voted in favor of independence.
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
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1847
July 26, Monday: The Liberian Declaration of Independence was adopted and signed and the nation became an
independent republic, but only by the cutting of the American purse-strings. In this document, Liberians
charged their mother country, the United States of America, with injustices that had made it necessary for them
to leave and fashion new lives for themselves in Africa. Colonized in 1821 by freedmen with the backing of
the American Colonization Society, the republic’s first president was Joseph Jenkins Roberts (1809-1876), a
native Virginian. They called upon the international community to recognize the independence and
sovereignty of Liberia. Britain would be one of the first nations to recognize the new country. The United
States of America would not recognize Liberia until 1862, during the American Civil War.
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1848
During this year and the next, white militias would be staging a war of extermination of the native Americans
of Northern California, whom they referred to generically, and contemptuously, on account of their peaceable
ways (the only “weapon” they carried being a digging stick), as “Diggers.”
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

January 27, Friday: Just as Henry Thoreau was in Concord preparing to address the lyceum audience, Karl Marx in
Brussels had been completing the COMMUNIST MANIFESTO in the German language and Alexis de Tocqueville

READ THE FULL TEXT
in Paris had been preparing a prophetic speech he would deliver in the Chamber of Deputies. On this date
Tocqueville warned this ruling group that the working classes of Paris were acquiring a set of attitudes which
went well beyond the mere overthrowal of laws, or ministries, or governments, extending even into “the
overthrow of society, breaking down the bases on which it now rests.” The French political system was resting,
he offered, on too narrow a base, and that base was going to widen itself, if necessary through another
revolution.
Margaret Fuller reported to the New-York Tribune from Rome:
January 27.
This morning comes the plan of the Address of the Chamber of
Deputies to the King: it contains some passages that are keenest
satire upon him, as also some remarks which have been made, some
words of truth spoken in the Chamber of Peers, that must have
given him some twinges of nervous shame as he read. M. Guizot’s
speech on the affairs of Switzerland shows his usual shabbiness
and falsehood. Surely never prime minister stood in so mean a
position as he: one like Metternich seems noble and manly in
comparison; for if there is a cruel, atheistical, treacherous
policy, there needs not at least continual evasion to avoid
declaring in words what is so glaringly manifest in fact.
There is news that the revolution has now broken out in Naples;
that neither Sicilians nor Neapolitans will trust the king, but
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demand his abdication; and that his bad demon, Coclo, has fled,
carrying two hundred thousand ducats of gold. But in particulars
this news is not yet sure, though, no doubt, there is truth, at
the bottom.
Aggressions on the part of the Austrians continue in the North.
The advocates Tommaso and Manin (a light thus reflected on the
name of the last Doge), having dared to declare formally the
necessity of reform, are thrown into prison. Every day the cloud
swells, and the next fortnight is likely to bring important
tidings.
Senator Daniel Webster argued in regard to the “Dorr Rebellion” in Rhode Island, before the Supreme Court
of the United States of America. Two very similar cases had been combined. One case was that of Martin
Luther v. Luther M. Borden and others, which had come before the court by writ of error from the Circuit Court
of Rhode Island. A jury, under the rulings of the court (Mr. Justice Story), had found in that case for the
defendants, and this was what was being appealed. The other case was that of Rachel Luther v. Luther M.
Borden and others, which had come before the higher court because the lower court opinion had been split.
The first case was argued by Mr. Hallet and Attorney-General Clifford for the plaintiffs in error, and by Mr.
Whipple and Mr. Webster for the defendants in error. Chief Justice Roger Taney would deliver the opinion of
the Supreme Court, affirming the judgment of the lower court in the first case but dismissing the second case
for want of jurisdiction. Here is Webster’s argument:
There is something novel and extraordinary in the case now
before the court. All will admit that it is not such a one as
is usually presented for judicial consideration.
It is well known, that in the years 1841 and 1842 political
agitation existed in Rhode Island. Some of the citizens of that
State undertook to form a new constitution of government,
beginning their proceedings towards that end by meetings of the
people, held without authority of law, and conducting those
proceedings through such forms as led them, in 1842, to say that
they had established a new constitution and form of government,
and placed Mr. Thomas W. Dorr at its head. The previously
existing, and then existing, government of Rhode Island treated
these proceedings as nugatory, so far as they went to establish
a new constitution; and criminal, so far as they proposed to
confer authority upon any persons to interfere with the acts of
the existing government, or to exercise powers of legislation,
or administration of the laws. All will remember that the state
of things approached, if not actual conflict between men in
arms, at least the “perilous edge of battle.” Arms were resorted
to, force was used, and greater force threatened. In June, 1842,
this agitation subsided. The new government, as it called
itself, disappeared from the scene of action. The former
government, the Charter government, as it was sometimes styled,
resumed undisputed control, went on in its ordinary course, and
the peace of the State was restored.
But the past had been too serious to be forgotten. The
legislature of the State had, at an early stage of the troubles,
found it necessary to pass special laws for the punishment of
the persons concerned in these proceedings. It defined the crime
of treason, as well as smaller offences, and authorized the
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declaration of martial law. Governor King, under this authority,
proclaimed the existence of treason and rebellion in the State,
and declared the State under martial law. This having been done,
and the ephemeral government of Mr. Dorr having disappeared, the
grand juries of the State found indictments against several
persons for having disturbed the peace of the State, and one
against Dorr himself for treason. This indictment came on in the
Supreme Court of Rhode Island in 1844, before a tribunal
admitted on all hands to be the legal judicature of the State.
He was tried by a jury of Rhode Island, above all objection, and
after all challenge. By that jury, under the instructions of the
court, he was convicted of treason, and sentenced to
imprisonment for life.
Now an action is brought in the courts of the United States, and
before your honors, by appeal, in which it is attempted to prove
that the characters of this drama have been oddly and wrongly
cast; that there has been a great mistake in the courts of Rhode
Island. It is alleged, that Mr. Dorr, instead of being a traitor
or an insurrectionist, was the real governor of the State at the
time; that the force used by him was exercised in defence of the
constitution and laws, and not against them; that he who opposed
the constituted authorities was not Mr. Dorr, but Governor King;
and that it was he who should have been indicted, and tried, and
sentenced. This is rather an important mistake, to be sure, if
it be a mistake. “Change places,” cries poor Lear, “change
places, and handy-dandy, which is the justice and which the
thief?” So our learned opponents say, “Change places, and,
handy-dandy, which is the governor and which the rebel?” The
aspect of the case is, as I have said, novel. It may perhaps
give vivacity and variety to judicial investigations. It may
relieve the drudgery of perusing briefs, demurrers, and pleas
in bar, bills in equity and answers, and introduce topics which
give sprightliness, freshness, and something of an uncommon
public interest to proceedings in courts of law.
However difficult it may be, and I suppose it to be wholly
impossible, that this court should take judicial cognizance of
the questions which the plaintiff has presented to the court
below, yet I do not think it a matter of regret that the cause
has come hither. It is said, and truly said, that the case
involves the consideration and discussion of what are the true
principles of government in our American system of public
liberty. This is very right. The case does involve these
questions, and harm can never come from their discussion,
especially when such discussion is addressed to reason and not
to passion; when it is had before magistrates and lawyers, and
not before excited masses out of doors. I agree entirely that
the case does raise considerations, somewhat extensive, of the
true character of our American system of popular liberty; and
although I am constrained to differ from the learned counsel who
opened the cause for the plaintiff in error, on the principles
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and character of that American liberty, and upon the true
characteristics of that American system on which changes of the
government and constitution, if they become necessary, are to
be made, yet I agree with him that this case does present them
for consideration.
Now, there are certain principles of public liberty, which,
though they do not exist in all forms of government, exist,
nevertheless, to some extent, in different forms of government.
The protection of life and property, the habeas corpus, trial
by jury, the right of open trial, these are principles of public
liberty existing in their best form in the republican
institutions of this country, but, to the extent mentioned,
existing also in the constitution of England. Our American
liberty, allow me to say, therefore, has an ancestry, a
pedigree, a history. Our ancestors brought to this continent all
that was valuable, in their judgment, in the political
institutions of England, and left behind them all that was
without value, or that was objectionable. During the colonial
period they were closely connected of course with the colonial
system; but they were Englishmen, as well as colonists, and took
an interest in whatever concerned the mother country, especially
in all great questions of public liberty in that country. They
accordingly took a deep concern in the Revolution of 1688. The
American colonists had suffered from the tyranny of James the
Second. Their charters had been wrested from them by mockeries
of law, and by the corruption of judges in the city of London;
and in no part of England was there more gratification, or a
more resolute feeling, when James abdicated and William came
over, than in the American colonies. All know that Massachusetts
immediately overthrew what had been done under the reign of
James, and took possession of the colonial fort in the harbor
of Boston in the name of the new king.
When the United States separated from England, by the
Declaration of 1776, they departed from the political maxims and
examples of the mother country, and entered upon a course more
exclusively American. From that day down, our institutions and
our history relate to ourselves. Through the period of the
Declaration of Independence, of the Confederation, of the
Convention, and the adoption of the Constitution, all our public
acts are records out of which a knowledge of our system of
American liberty is to be drawn.
From the Declaration of Independence, the governments of what
had been colonies before were adapted to their new condition.
They no longer owed allegiance to crowned heads. No tie bound
them to England. The whole system became entirely popular, and
all legislative and constitutional provisions had regard to this
new, peculiar, American character, which they had assumed. Where
the form of government was already well enough, they let it
alone. Where reform was necessary, they reformed it. What was
valuable, they retained; what was essential, they added, and no
more. Through the whole proceeding, from 1776 to the latest
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period, the whole course of American public acts, the whole
progress of this American system, was marked by a peculiar
conservatism. The object was to do what was necessary, and no
more; and to do that with the utmost temperance and prudence.
Now, without going into historical details at length, let me
state what I understand the American principles to be, on which
this system rests.
First and chief, no man makes a question, that the people are
the source of all political power. Government is instituted for
their good, and its members are their agents and servants. He
who would argue against this must argue without an adversary.
And who thinks there is any peculiar merit in asserting a
doctrine like this, in the midst of twenty millions of people,
when nineteen millions nine hundred and ninety-nine thousand
nine hundred and ninety-nine of them hold it, as well as himself?
There is no other doctrine of government here; and no man imputes
to another, and no man should claim for himself, any peculiar
merit for asserting what everybody knows to be true, and nobody
denies. Why, where else can we look but to the people for
political power, in a popular government? We have no hereditary
executive, no hereditary branch of the legislature, no inherited
masses of property, no system of entails, no long trusts, no
long family settlements, no primogeniture. Every estate in the
country, from the richest to the poorest, is divided among sons
and daughters alike. Alienation is made as easy as possible;
everywhere the transmissibility of property is perfectly free.
The whole system is arranged so as to produce, as far as unequal
industry and enterprise render it possible, a universal equality
among men; an equality of rights absolutely, and an equality of
condition, so far as the different characters of individuals
will allow such equality to be produced. He who considers that
there may be, is, or ever has been, since the Declaration of
Independence, any person who looks to any other source of power
in this country than the people, so as to give peculiar merit
to those who clamor loudest in its assertion, must be out of his
mind, even more than Don Quixote. His imagination was only
perverted. He saw things not as they were, though what he saw
were things. He saw windmills, and took them to be giants,
knights on horseback. This was bad enough; but whoever says, or
speaks as if he thought, that anybody looks to any other source
of political power in this country than the people, must have a
stronger and wilder imagination, for he sees nothing but the
creations of his own fancy. He stares at phantoms.
Well, then, let all admit, what none deny, that the only source
of political power in this country is the people. Let us admit
that they are sovereign, for they are so; that is to say, the
aggregate community, the collected will of the people, is
sovereign. I confess that I think Chief Justice Jay spoke rather
paradoxically than philosophically, when he said that this
country exhibited the extraordinary spectacle of many sovereigns
and no subjects. The people, he said, are all sovereigns; and
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the peculiarity of the case is that they have no subjects, except
a few colored persons. This must be rather fanciful. The
aggregate community is sovereign, but that is not the
sovereignty which acts in the daily exercise of sovereign power.
The people cannot act daily as the people. They must establish
a government, and invest it with so much of the sovereign power
as the case requires; and this sovereign power being delegated
and placed in the hands of the government, that government
becomes what is popularly called THE STATE. I like the oldfashioned way of stating things as they are; and this is the
true idea of a state. It is an organized government,
representing the collected will of the people, as far as they
see fit to invest that government with power. And in that respect
it is true, that, though this government possesses sovereign
power, it does not possess all sovereign power; and so the State
governments, though sovereign in some respects, are not so in
all. Nor could it be shown that the powers of both, as delegated,
embrace the whole range of what might be called sovereign power.
We usually speak of the States as sovereign States. I do not
object to this. But the Constitution never so styles them, nor
does the Constitution speak of the government here as the
general or the federal government. It calls this government the
United States; and it calls the State governments State
governments. Still the fact is undeniably so; legislation is a
sovereign power, and is exercised by the United States
government to a certain extent, and also by the States,
according to the forms which they themselves have established,
and subject to the provisions of the Constitution of the United
States.
Well, then, having agreed that all power is originally from the
people, and that they can confer as much of it as they please,
the next principle is, that, as the exercise of legislative
power and the other powers of government immediately by the
people themselves is impracticable, they must be exercised by
REPRESENTATIVES of the people; and what distinguishes American
governments as much as any thing else from any governments of
ancient or of modern times, is the marvellous felicity of their
representative system. It has with us, allow me to say, a
somewhat different origin from the representation of the commons
in England, though that has been worked up to some resemblance
of our own. The representative system in England had its origin,
not in any supposed rights of the people themselves, but in the
necessities and commands of the crown. At first, knights and
burgesses were summoned, often against their will, to a
Parliament called by the king. Many remonstrances were presented
against sending up these representatives; the charge of paying
them was, not unfrequently, felt to be burdensome by the people.
But the king wished their counsel and advice, and perhaps the
presence of a popular body, to enable him to make greater headway
against the feudal barons in the aristocratic and hereditary
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branch of the legislature. In process of time these knights and
burgesses assumed more and more a popular character, and became,
by degrees, the guardians of popular rights. The people through
them obtained protection against the encroachments of the crown
and the aristocracy, till in our day they are understood to be
the representatives of the people, charged with the protection
of their rights. With us it was always just so. Representation
has always been of this character. The power is with the people;
but they cannot exercise it in masses or per capita; they can
only exercise it by their representatives. The whole system with
us has been popular from the beginning.
Now, the basis of this representation is suffrage. The right to
choose representatives is every man’s part in the exercise of
sovereign power; to have a voice in it, if he has the proper
qualifications, is the portion of political power belonging to
every elector. That is the beginning. That is the mode in which
power emanates from its source, and gets into the hands of
conventions, legislatures, courts of law, and the chair of the
executive. It begins in suffrage. Suffrage is the delegation of
the power of an individual to some agent.
This being so, then follow two other great principles of the
American system.
1. The first is, that the right of suffrage shall be guarded,
protected, and secured against force and against fraud; and,
2. The second is, that its exercise shall be prescribed by
previous law; its qualifications shall be prescribed by previous
law; the time and place of its exercise shall be prescribed by
previous law; the manner of its exercise, under whose
supervision (always sworn officers of the law), is to be
prescribed. And then, again, the results are to be certified to
the central power by some certain rule, by some known public
officers, in some clear and definite form, to the end that two
things may be done: first, that every man entitled to vote may
vote; second, that his vote may be sent forward and counted, and
so he may exercise his part of sovereignty, in common with his
fellow-citizens.
In the exercise of political power through representatives we
know nothing, we never have known any thing, but such an exercise
as should take place through the prescribed forms of law. When
we depart from that, we shall wander as widely from the American
track as the pole is from the track of the sun.
I have said that it is one principle of the American system,
that the people limit their governments, National and State.
They do so; but it is another principle, equally true and
certain, and, according to my judgment of things, equally
important, that the people often limit themselves. They set
bounds to their own power. They have chosen to secure the
institutions which they establish against the sudden impulses
of mere majorities. All our institutions teem with instances of
this. It was their great conservative principle, in constituting
forms of government, that they should secure what they had
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established against hasty changes by simple majorities. By the
fifth article of the Constitution of the United States,
Congress, two thirds of both houses concurring, may propose
amendments of the Constitution; or, on the application of the
legislatures of two thirds of the States, may call a convention;
and amendments proposed in either of these forms must be
ratified by the legislatures or conventions of three fourths of
the States. The fifth article of the Constitution, if it was
made a topic for those who framed the “people’s constitution”
of Rhode Island, could only have been a matter of reproach. It
gives no countenance to any of their proceedings, or to any thing
like them. On the contrary, it is one remarkable instance of the
enactment and application of that great American principle, that
the constitution of government should be cautiously and
prudently interfered with, and that changes should not
ordinarily be begun and carried through by bare majorities.
But the people limit themselves also in other ways. They limit
themselves in the first exercise of their political rights. They
limit themselves, by all their constitutions, in two important
respects; that is to say, in regard to the qualifications of
electors, and in regard to the qualifications of the elected.
In every State, and in all the States, the people have precluded
themselves from voting for everybody they might wish to vote
for; they have limited their own right of choosing. They have
said, We will elect no man who has not such and such
qualifications. We will not vote ourselves, unless we have such
and such qualifications. They have also limited themselves to
certain prescribed forms for the conduct of elections. They must
vote at a particular place, at a particular time, and under
particular conditions, or not at all. It is in these modes that
we are to ascertain the will of the American people; and our
Constitution and laws know no other mode. We are not to take the
will of the people from public meetings, nor from tumultuous
assemblies, by which the timid are terrified, the prudent are
alarmed, and by which society is disturbed. These are not
American modes of signifying the will of the people, and they
never were. If any thing in the country, not ascertained by a
regular vote, by regular returns, and by regular representation,
has been established, it is an exception, and not the rule; it
is an anomaly which, I believe, can scarcely be found.
It is true that at the Revolution, when all government was
immediately dissolved, the people got together, and what did
they do? Did they exercise sovereign power? They began an
inceptive organization, the object of which was to bring
together representatives of the people, who should form a
government. This was the mode of proceeding in those States
where their legislatures were dissolved. It was much like that
had in England upon the abdication of James the Second. He ran
away, he abdicated. He threw the great seal into the Thames. I
am not aware that, on the 4th of May, 1842, any great seal was
thrown into Providence River! But James abdicated, and King
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William took the government; and how did he proceed? Why, he at
once requested all who had been members of the old Parliament,
of any regular Parliament in the time of Charles the Second, to
assemble. The Peers, being a standing body, could of course
assemble; and all they did was to recommend the calling of a
convention, to be chosen by the same electors, and composed of
the same numbers, as composed a Parliament. The convention
assembled, and, as all know, was turned into a Parliament. This
was a case of necessity, a revolution. Don’t we call it so? And
why? Not merely because a new sovereign then ascended the throne
of the Stuarts, but because there was a change in the
organization of the government. The legal and established
succession was broken. The convention did not assemble under any
preceding law. There was a hiatus, a syncope, in the action of
the body politic. This was revolution, and the Parliaments that
assembled afterwards referred their legal origin to that
revolution.
Is it not obvious enough, that men cannot get together and count
themselves, and say they are so many hundreds and so many
thousands, and judge of their own qualifications, and call
themselves the people, and set up a government? Why, another set
of men, forty miles off, on the same day, with the same
propriety, with as good qualifications, and in as large numbers,
may meet and set up another government; one may meet at Newport
and another at Chepachet, and both may call themselves the
people. What is this but anarchy? What liberty is there here,
but a tumultuary, tempestuous, violent, stormy liberty, a sort
of South American liberty, without power except in its spasms,
a liberty supported by arms to-day, crushed by arms to-morrow?
Is that our liberty?
The regular action of popular power, on the other hand, places
upon public liberty the most beautiful face that ever adorned
that angel form. All is regular and harmonious in its features,
and gentle in its operation. The stream of public authority,
under American liberty, running in this channel, has the
strength of the Missouri, while its waters are as transparent
as those of a crystal lake. It is powerful for good. It produces
no tumult, no violence, and no wrong;—
“Though deep, yet clear; though gentle, yet not dull;
Strong, without rage; without o’erflowing, full.”
Another American principle growing out of this, and just as
important and well settled as is the truth that the people are
the source of power, is, that, when in the course of events it
becomes necessary to ascertain the will of the people on a new
exigency, or a new state of things or of opinion, the legislative
power provides for that ascertainment by an ordinary act of
legislation. Has not that been our whole history? It would take
me from now till the sun shall go down to advert to all the
instances of it, and I shall only refer to the most prominent,
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and especially to the establishment of the Constitution under
which you sit. The old Congress, upon the suggestion of the
delegates who assembled at Annapolis in May, 1786, recommended
to the States that they should send delegates to a convention
to be holden at Philadelphia to form a Constitution. No article
of the old Confederation gave them power to do this; but they
did it, and the States did appoint delegates, who assembled at
Philadelphia, and formed the Constitution. It was communicated
to the old Congress, and that body recommended to the States to
make provision for calling the people together to act upon its
adoption. Was not that exactly the case of passing a law to
ascertain the will of the people in a new exigency? And this
method was adopted without opposition, nobody suggesting that
there could be any other mode of ascertaining the will of the
people.
My learned friend went through the constitutions of several of
the States. It is enough to say, that, of the old thirteen
States, the constitutions, with but one exception, contained no
provision for their own amendment. In New Hampshire there was a
provision for taking the sense of the people once in seven years.
Yet there is hardly one that has not altered its constitution,
and it has been done by conventions called by the legislature,
as an ordinary exercise of legislative power. Now what State
ever altered its constitution in any other mode? What alteration
has ever been brought in, put in, forced in, or got in anyhow,
by resolutions of mass meetings, and then by applying force? In
what State has an assembly, calling itself the people, convened
without law, without authority, without qualifications, without
certain officers, with no oaths, securities, or sanctions of any
kind, met and made a constitution, and called it the
constitution of the STATE? There must be some authentic mode of
ascertaining the will of the people, else all is anarchy. It
resolves itself into the law of the strongest, or, what is the
same thing, of the most numerous for the moment, and all
constitutions and all legislative rights are prostrated and
disregarded.
But my learned adversary says, that, if we maintain that the
people (for he speaks in the name and on behalf of the people,
to which I do not object) cannot commence changes in their
government but by some previous act of legislation, and if the
legislature will not grant such an act, we do in fact follow the
example of the Holy Alliance, “the doctors of Laybach,” where
the assembled sovereigns said that all changes of government
must proceed from sovereigns; and it is said that we mark out
the same rule for the people of Rhode Island.
Now will any man, will my adversary here, on a moment’s
reflection, undertake to show the least resemblance on earth
between what I have called the American doctrine, and the
doctrine of the sovereigns at Laybach? What do I contend for? I
say that the will of the people must prevail, when it is
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ascertained; but there must be some legal and authentic mode of
ascertaining that will; and then the people may make what
government they please. Was that the doctrine of Laybach? Was
not the doctrine there held this,—that the sovereigns should say
what changes shall be made? Changes must proceed from them; new
constitutions and new laws emanate from them; and all the people
had to do was to submit. That is what they maintained. All
changes began with the sovereigns, and ended with the
sovereigns. Pray, at about the time that the Congress of Laybach
was in session, did the allied powers put it to the people of
Italy to say what sort of change they would have? And at a more
recent date, did they ask the citizens of Cracow what change
they would have in their constitution? Or did they take away
their constitution, laws, and liberties, by their own sovereign
act? All that is necessary here is, that the will of the people
should be ascertained, by some regular rule of proceeding,
prescribed by previous law. But when ascertained, that will is
as sovereign as the will of a despotic prince, of the Czar of
Muscovy, or the Emperor of Austria himself, though not quite so
easily made known. A ukase or an edict signifies at once the
will of a despotic prince; but that will of the people, which
is here as sovereign as the will of such a prince, is not so
quickly ascertained or known; and thence arises the necessity
for suffrage, which is the mode whereby each man’s power is made
to tell upon the constitution of the government, and in the
enactment of laws.
One of the most recent laws for taking the will of the people
in any State is the law of 1845, of the State of New York. It
begins by recommending to the people to assemble in their
several election districts, and proceed to vote for delegates
to a convention. If you will take the pains to read that act,
it will be seen that New York regarded it as an ordinary exercise
of legislative power. It applies all the penalties for
fraudulent voting, as in other elections. It punishes false
oaths, as in other cases. Certificates of the proper officers
were to be held conclusive, and the will of the people was, in
this respect, collected essentially in the same manner,
supervised by the same officers, under the same guards against
force and fraud, collusion and misrepresentation, as are usual
in voting for State or United States officers.
We see, therefore, from the commencement of the government under
which we live, down to this late act of the State of New York,
one uniform current of law, of precedent, and of practice, all
going to establish the point that changes in government are to
be brought about by the will of the people, assembled under such
legislative provisions as may be necessary to ascertain that
will, truly and authentically.
In the next place, may it please your honors, it becomes very
important to consider what bearing the Constitution and laws of
the United States have upon this Rhode Island question. Of
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course the Constitution of the United States recognizes the
existence of States. One branch of the legislature of the United
States is composed of Senators, appointed by the States, in
their State capacities. The Constitution of the United States
[Article IV, § 4] says that “the United States shall guarantee
to each State a republican form of government, and shall protect
the several States against invasion; and on application of the
legislature, or of the executive when the legislature cannot be
convened, against domestic violence.” Now, I cannot but think
this a very stringent article, drawing after it the most
important consequences, and all of them good consequences. The
Constitution, in the section cited, speaks of States as having
existing legislatures and existing executives; and it speaks of
cases in which violence is practised or threatened against the
State, in other words, “domestic violence”; and it says the
State shall be protected. It says, then, does it not? that the
existing government of a State shall be protected. My adversary
says, if so, and if the legislature would not call a convention,
and if, when the people rise to make a constitution, the United
States step in and prohibit them, why, the rights and privileges
of the people are checked, controlled. Undoubtedly. The
Constitution does not proceed on the ground of revolution; it
does not proceed on any right of revolution; but it does go on
the idea, that, within and under the Constitution, no new form
of government can be established in any State, without the
authority of the existing government.
Admitting the legitimacy of the argument of my learned
adversary, it would not authorize the inference he draws from
it, because his own case falls within the same range. He has
proved, he thinks, that there was an existing government, a
paper government, at least; a rightful government, as he
alleges. Suppose it to be rightful, in his sense of right.
Suppose three fourths of the people of Rhode Island to have been
engaged in it, and ready to sustain it. What then? How is it to
be done without the consent of the previous government? How is
the fact, that three fourths of the people are in favor of the
new government, to be legally ascertained? And if the existing
government deny that fact, and if that government hold on, and
will not surrender till displaced by force, and if it is
threatened by force, then the case of the Constitution arises,
and the United States must aid the government that is in, because
an attempt to displace a government by force is “domestic
violence.” It is the exigency provided for by the Constitution.
If the existing government maintain its post, though three
fourths of the State have adopted the new constitution, is it
not evident enough that the exigency arises in which the
constitutional power here must go to the aid of the existing
government? Look at the law of 28th February, 1795 [Statutes at
Large, Volume I, page 424]. Its words are, “And in case of an
insurrection in any State, against the government thereof, it
shall be lawful for the President of the United States, on
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application of the legislature of such State, or of the
executive (when the legislature cannot be convened), to call
forth such number of the militia of any other State or States,
as may be applied for, as he may judge sufficient to suppress
such
insurrection.”
Insurrection
against
the
existing
government is, then, the thing to be suppressed.
But the law and the Constitution, the whole system of American
institutions, do not contemplate a case in which a resort will
be necessary to proceedings aliunde, or outside of the law and
the Constitution, for the purpose of amending the frame of
government. They go on the idea that the States are all
republican, that they are all representative in their forms, and
that these popular governments in each State, the annually
created creatures of the people, will give all proper facilities
and necessary aids to bring about changes which the people may
judge necessary in their constitutions. They take that ground
and act on no other supposition. They assume that the popular
will in all particulars will be accomplished. And history has
proved that the presumption is well founded.
This, may it please your honors, is the view I take of what I
have called the American system. These are the methods of
bringing about changes in government.
Now, it is proper to look into this record, and see what the
questions are that are presented by it, and consider,—
1. Whether the case is one for judicial investigation at all;
that is, whether this court can try the matters which the
plaintiff has offered to prove in the court below; and,
2. In the second place, whether many things which he did offer
to prove, if they could have been and had been proved, were not
acts of criminality, and therefore no justification; and,
3. Whether all that was offered to be proved would show that,
in point of fact, there had been established and put in operation
any new constitution, displacing the old charter government of
Rhode Island.
The declaration is in trespass. The writ was issued on the 8th
of October, 1842, in which Martin Luther complains that Luther
M. Borden and others broke into his house in Warren, Rhode
Island, on the 29th of June, 1842, and disturbed his family and
committed other illegal acts.
The defendant answers, that large numbers of men were in arms,
in Rhode Island, for the purpose of overthrowing the government
of the State, and making war upon it; and that, for the
preservation of the government and people, martial law had been
proclaimed by the Governor, under an act of the legislature, on
the 25th of June, 1842. The plea goes on to aver, that the
plaintiff was aiding and abetting this attempt to overthrow the
government, and that the defendant was under the military
authority of John T. Child, and was ordered by him to arrest the
plaintiff; for which purpose he applied at the door of his house,
and being refused entrance he forced the door.
The action is thus for an alleged trespass, and the plea is
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justification under the law of Rhode Island. The plea and
replications are as usual in such cases in point of form. The
plea was filed at the November term of 1842, and the case was
tried at the November term of 1843, in the Circuit Court in Rhode
Island. In order to make out a defence, the defendant offered
the charter of Rhode Island, the participation of the State in
the Declaration of Independence, its uniting with the
Confederation in 1778, its admission into the Union in 1790, its
continuance in the Union and its recognition as a State down to
May, 1843, when the constitution now in force was adopted. Here
let it be particularly remarked, that Congress admitted Rhode
Island into the Constitution under this identical old charter
government, thereby giving sanction to it as a republican form
of government. The defendant then refers to all the laws and
proceedings of the Assembly, till the adoption of the present
constitution of Rhode Island. To repel the case of the
defendant, the plaintiff read the proceedings of the old
legislature, and documents to show that the idea of changing the
government had been entertained as long ago as 1790. He read
also certain resolutions of the Assembly in 1841, memorials
praying changes in the constitution, and other documents to the
same effect. He next offered to prove that suffrage associations
were formed throughout the State in 1840 and 1841, and that steps
were taken by them for holding public meetings; and to show the
proceedings had at those meetings. In the next place, he offered
to prove that a mass convention was held at Newport, attended
by over four thousand persons, and another at Providence, at
which over six thousand attended, at which resolutions were
passed in favor of the change. Then he offered to prove the
election of delegates; the meeting of the convention in October,
1841, and the draughting of the Dorr constitution; the
reassembling in 1841, the completion of the draught, its
submission to the people, their voting upon it, its adoption,
and the proclamation on the 13th of January, 1842, that the
constitution so adopted was the law of the land.
That is the substance of what was averred as to the formation
of the Dorr constitution. The plaintiff next offered to prove
that the constitution was adopted by a large majority of the
qualified voters of the State; that officers were elected under
it in April, 1842; that this new government assembled on the 3d
of May; and he offered a copy of its proceedings. He sets forth
that the court refused to admit testimony upon these subjects,
and to these points; and ruled that the old government and laws
of the State were in full force and power, and then existing,
when the alleged trespass was made, and that they justified the
acts of the defendants, according to their plea.
I will give a few references to other proceedings of this new
government. The new constitution was proclaimed on the 13th of
January, 1842, by some of the officers of the convention. On the
13th of April, officers were appointed under it, and Mr. Dorr
was chosen governor. On Tuesday, the 3d of May, the new
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legislature met, was organized, and then, it is insisted, the
new constitution became the law of the land. The legislature sat
through that whole day, morning and evening; adjourned; met the
next day, and sat through all that day, morning and evening, and
did a great deal of paper business. It went through the forms
of choosing a Supreme Court, and transacting other business of
a similar kind, and on the evening of the 4th of May it
adjourned, to meet again on the first Monday of July, in
Providence,
“And word spake never more.”
It never reassembled. This government, then, whatever it was,
came into existence on the third day of May, and went out of
existence on the fourth day of May.
I will now give some references concerning the new constitution
authorized by the government, the old government, and which is
now the constitution of Rhode Island. It was framed in November,
1842. It was voted upon by the people on the 21st, 22d, and 23d
days of November, was then by them accepted, and became by its
own provisions the constitution of Rhode Island on the first
Tuesday of May, 1843.
Now, what, in the mean time, had become of Mr. Dorr’s government?
According to the principle of its friends, they are forced to
admit that it was superseded by the new, that is to say, the
present government, because the people accepted the new
government. But there was no new government till May, 1843.
According to them, then, there was an interregnum of a whole
year. If Mr. Dorr had had a government, what became of it? If
it ever came in, what put it out of existence? Why did it not
meet on the day to which it had adjourned? It was not displaced
by the new constitution, because that had not been agreed upon
in convention till November. It was not adopted by the people
till the last of November, and it did not go into operation till
May. What then had become of Mr. Dorr’s government?
I think it is important to note that the new constitution,
established according to the prescribed forms, came thus into
operation in May, 1843, and was admitted by all to be the
constitution of the State. What then happened in the State of
Rhode Island? I do not mean to go through all the trials that
were had after this ideal government of Mr. Dorr ceased to exist;
but I will ask attention to the report of the trial of Dorr for
treason, which took place in 1844, before all the judges of the
Supreme Court of the State. He was indicted in August, 1842, and
the trial came on in March, 1844. The indictment was found while
the charter government was in force, and the trial was had under
the new constitution. He was found guilty of treason.
And I turn to the report of the trial now, to call attention to
the language of the court in its charge, as delivered by Chief
Justice Durfee. I present the following extract from that
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charge:—
“It may be, Gentlemen, that he really believed himself
to be the governor of the State, and that he acted
throughout under this delusion. However this may go to
extenuate the offence, it does not take from it its
legal guilt. It is no defence to an indictment for the
violation of any law for the defendant to come into
court and say, ’I thought that I was but exercising a
constitutional right, and I claim an acquittal on the
ground of mistake,’ Were it so, there would be an end
to all law and all government. Courts and juries would
have nothing to do but to sit in judgment upon
indictments, in order to acquit or excuse. The accused
has only to prove that he has been systematic in
committing crime, and that he thought that he had a
right to commit it; and, according to this doctrine, you
must acquit. The main ground upon which the prisoner
sought for a justification was, that a constitution had
been adopted by a majority of the male adult population
of this State, voting in their primary or natural
capacity or condition, and that he was subsequently
elected, and did the acts charged, as governor under it.
He offered the votes themselves to prove its adoption,
which were also to be followed by proof of his election.
This evidence we have ruled out. Courts and juries,
Gentlemen, do not count votes to determine whether a
constitution has been adopted or a governor elected, or
not. Courts take notice, without proof offered from the
bar, what the constitution is or was, and who is or was
the governor of their own State. It belongs to the
legislature to exercise this high duty. It is the
legislature which, in the exercise of its delegated
sovereignty, counts the votes and declares whether a
constitution be adopted or a governor elected, or not;
and we cannot revise and reverse their acts in this
particular, without usurping their power. Were the
votes on the adoption of our present constitution now
offered here to prove that it was or was not adopted;
or those given for the governor under it, to prove that
he was or was not elected; we could not receive the
evidence ourselves, we could not permit it to pass to
the jury. And why not? Because, if we did so, we should
cease to be a mere judicial, and become a political
tribunal, with the whole sovereignty in our hands.
Neither the people nor the legislature would be
sovereign. We should be sovereign, or you would be
sovereign; and we should deal out to parties litigant,
here at our bar, sovereignty to this or that, according
to rules or laws of our own making, and heretofore
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unknown in courts.
“In what condition would this country be, if appeals
could be thus taken to courts and juries? This jury
might decide one way, and that another, and the
sovereignty might be found here to-day, and there tomorrow. Sovereignty is above courts or juries, and the
creature cannot sit in judgment upon its creator. Were
this instrument offered as the constitution of a foreign
state, we might, perhaps, under some circumstances,
require proof of its existence; but, even in that case,
the fact would not be ascertained by counting the votes
given at its adoption, but by the certificate of the
secretary of state, under the broad seal of the state.
This
instrument
is
not
offered
as
a
foreign
constitution, and this court is bound to know what the
constitution of the government is under which it acts,
without any proof even of that high character. We know
nothing of the existence of the so-called ’people’s
constitution’ as law, and there is no proof before you
of its adoption, and of the election of the prisoner as
governor under it; and you can return a verdict only on
the evidence that has passed to you.”
Having thus, may it please your honors, attempted to state the
questions as they arise, and having referred to what has taken
place in Rhode Island, I shall present what further I have to
say in three propositions:—
1st. I say, first, that the matters offered to be proved by the
plaintiff in the court below are not of judicial cognizance; and
proof of them, therefore, was properly rejected by the court.
2d. If all these matters could be, and had been, legally proved,
they would have constituted no defence, because they show
nothing but an illegal attempt to overthrow the government of
Rhode Island.
3d. No proof was offered by the plaintiff to show that, in fact,
another government had gone into operation, by which the Charter
government had become displaced.
And first, these matters are not of judicial cognizance. Does
this need arguing? Are the various matters of fact alleged, the
meetings, the appointment of committees, the qualifications of
voters,—is there any one of all these matters of which a court
of law can take cognizance in a case in which it is to decide
on sovereignty? Are fundamental changes in the frame of a
government to be thus proved? The thing to be proved is a change
of the sovereign power. Two legislatures existed at the same
time, both claiming power to pass laws. Both could not have a
legal existence. What, then, is the attempt of our adversaries?
To put down one sovereign government, and to put another up, by
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facts and proceedings in regard to elections out of doors,
unauthorized by any law whatever. Regular proceedings for a
change of government may in some cases, perhaps, be taken notice
of by a court; but this court must look elsewhere than out of
doors, and to public meetings, irregular and unauthorized, for
the decision of such a question as this. It naturally looks to
that authority under which it sits here, to the provisions of
the Constitution which have created this tribunal, and to the
laws by which its proceedings are regulated. It must look to the
acts of the government of the United States, in its various
branches.
This Rhode Island disturbance, as everybody knows, was brought
to the knowledge of the President of the United States [John
Tyler] by the public authorities of Rhode Island; and how did
he treat it? The United States have guaranteed to each State a
republican form of government. And a law of Congress has
directed the President, in a constitutional case requiring the
adoption of such a proceeding, to call out the militia to put
down domestic violence, and suppress insurrection. Well, then,
application was made to the President of the United States, to
the executive power of the United States. For, according to our
system, it devolves upon the executive to determine, in the
first instance, what are and what are not governments. The
President recognizes governments, foreign governments, as they
appear from time to time in the occurrences of this changeful
world. And the Constitution and the laws, if an insurrection
exists against the government of any State, rendering it
necessary to appear with an armed force, make it his duty to
call out the militia and suppress it.
Two things may here be properly considered. The first is, that
the Constitution declares that the United States shall protect
every State against domestic violence; and the law of 1795,
making provision for carrying this constitutional duty into
effect in all proper cases, declares, that, “in case of an
insurrection in any State against the government thereof, it
shall be lawful for the President of the United States to call
out the militia of other States to suppress such insurrection.”
These constitutional and legal provisions make it the
indispensable duty of the President to decide, in cases of
commotion, what is the rightful government of the State. He
cannot avoid such decision. And in this case he decided, of
course, that the existing government, the charter government,
was the rightful government. He could not possibly have decided
otherwise.
In the next place, if events had made it necessary to call out
the militia, and the officers and soldiers of such militia, in
protecting the existing government, had done precisely what the
defendants in this case did, could an action have been
maintained against them? No one would assert so absurd a
proposition.
In reply to the requisition of the Governor, the President
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stated that he did not think it was yet time for the application
of force; but he wrote a letter to the Secretary of War, in which
he directed him to confer with the Governor of Rhode Island;
and, whenever it should appear to them to be necessary, to call
out from Massachusetts and Connecticut a militia force
sufficient to terminate at once this insurrection, by the
authority of the government of the United States. We are at no
loss, therefore, to know how the executive government of the
United States treated this insurrection. It was regarded as fit
to be suppressed. That is manifest from the President’s letters
to the Secretary of War and to Governor King.
Now, the eye of this court must be directed to the proceedings
of the general government, which had its attention called to the
subject, and which did institute proceedings respecting it. And
the court will learn from the proceedings of the executive
branch of the government, and of the two chambers above us, how
the disturbances in Rhode Island were regarded; whether they
were looked upon as the establishment of any government, or as
a mere pure, unauthorized, unqualified insurrection against the
authority of the existing government of the State.
I say, therefore, that, upon that ground, these facts are not
facts which this court can inquire into, or which the court below
could try; because they are facts going to prove (if they prove
any thing) the establishment of a new sovereignty; and that is
a question to be settled elsewhere and otherwise. From the very
nature of the case, it is not a question to be decided by
judicial inquiry. Take, for example, one of the points which it
involves. My adversary offered to prove that the constitution
was adopted by a majority of the people of Rhode Island; by a
large majority, as he alleges. What does this offer call on your
honors to do? Why, to ascertain, by proof, what is the number
of citizens of Rhode Island, and how many attended the meetings
at which the delegates to the convention were elected; and then
you have to add them all up, and prove by testimony the
qualifications of every one of them to be an elector. It is
enough to state such a proposition to show its absurdity. As
none such ever was sustained in a court of law, so none can be
or ought to be sustained. Observe that minutes of proceedings
can be no proof, for they were made by no authentic persons;
registers were kept by no warranted officers; chairmen and
moderators were chosen without authority. In short, there are
no official records; there is no testimony in the case but parol.
Chief Justice Durfee has stated this so plainly, that I need not
dwell upon it.
But, again, I say you cannot look into the facts attempted to
be proved, because of the certainty of the continuance of the
old government till the new and legal constitution went into
effect on the 3d of May, 1843. To prove that there was another
constitution of two days’ duration would be ridiculous. And I
say that the decision of Rhode Island herself, by her
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legislature, by her executive, by the adjudication of her
highest court of law, on the trial of Dorr, has shut up the whole
case. Do you propose,—I will not put it in that form,—but would
it be proper for this court to reverse that adjudication? That
declares that the judges of Rhode Island know nothing of the
“People’s Constitution.” Is it possible, then, for this court,
or for the court below, to know any thing of it?
It appears to me that, if there were nothing else in the case,
the proceedings of Rhode Island herself must close everybody’s
mouth, in the court and out of it. Rhode Island is competent to
decide the question herself, and everybody else ought to be
bound by her decision. And she has decided it.
And it is but a branch of this to say, according to my second
proposition,—
2. That if every thing offered had been proved, if in the nature
of the case these facts and proceedings could have been received
as proof, the court could not have listened to them, because
every one of them is regarded by the State in which they took
place as a criminal act. Who can derive any authority from acts
declared to be criminal? The very proceedings which are now set
up here show that this pretended constitution was founded upon
acts which the legislature of the State had provided punishment
for, and which the courts of the State have punished. All,
therefore, which the plaintiff has attempted to prove, are acts
which he was not allowed to prove, because they were criminal
in themselves, and have been so treated and punished, so far as
the State government, in its discretion, has thought proper to
punish them.
3. Thirdly, and lastly, I say that there is no evidence offered,
nor has any distinct allegation been made, that there was an
actual government established and put in operation to displace
the Charter government, even for a single day. That is evident
enough. You find the whole embraced in those two days, the 3d
and 4th of May. The French revolution was thought to be somewhat
rapid. That took three days. But this work was accomplished in
two. It is all there, and what is it? Its birth, its whole life,
and its death were accomplished in forty-eight hours. What does
it appear that the members of this government did? Why, they
voted that A should be treasurer, and C, secretary, and Mr. Dorr,
governor; and chose officers of the Supreme Court. But did ever
any man under that authority attempt to exercise a particle of
official power? Did any man ever bring a suit? Did ever an
officer make an arrest? Did any act proceed from any member of
this government, or from any agent of it, to touch a citizen of
Rhode Island in his person, his safety, or his property, so as
to make the party answerable upon an indictment or in a civil
suit? Never. It never performed one single act of government.
It never did a thing in the world! All was patriotism, and all
was paper; and with patriotism and with paper it went out on the
4th of May, admitting itself to be, as all must regard it, a
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contemptible sham!
I have now done with the principles involved in this case, and
the questions presented on this record.
In regard to the other case, I have but few words to say. And,
first, I think it is to be regretted that the court below sent
up such a list of points on which it was divided. I shall not
go through them, and shall leave it to the court to say whether,
after they shall have disposed of the first cause, there is any
thing left. I shall only draw attention to the subject of martial
law; and in respect to that, instead of going back to martial
law as it existed in England at the time the charter of Rhode
Island was granted, I shall merely observe that martial law
confers power of arrest, of summary trial, and prompt execution;
and that when it has been proclaimed, the land becomes a camp,
and the law of the camp is the law of the land. Mr. Justice Story
defines martial law to be the law of war, a resort to military
authority in cases where the civil law is not sufficient; and
it confers summary power, not to be used arbitrarily or for the
gratification of personal feelings of hatred or revenge, but for
the preservation of order and of the public peace. The officer
clothed with it is to judge of the degree of force that the
necessity of the case may demand; and there is no limit to this,
except such as is to be found in the nature and character of the
exigency.
I now take leave of this whole case. That it is an interesting
incident in the history of our institutions, I freely admit.
That it has come hither is a subject of no regret to me. I might
have said, that I see nothing to complain of in the proceedings
of what is called the Charter government of Rhode Island, except
that it might perhaps have discreetly taken measures at an
earlier period for revising the constitution. If in that delay
it erred, it was the error into which prudent and cautious men
would fall. As to the enormity of freehold suffrage, how long
is it since Virginia, the parent of States, gave up her freehold
suffrage? How long is it since nobody voted for governor in New
York without a freehold qualification? There are now States in
which no man can vote for members of the upper branch of the
legislature who does not own fifty acres of land. Every State
requires more or less of a property qualification in its
officers and electors; and it is for discreet legislation, or
constitutional provisions, to determine what its amount shall
be. Even the Dorr constitution had a property qualification.
According to its provisions, for officers of the State, to be
sure, anybody could vote; but its authors remembered that
taxation and representation go together, and therefore they
declared that no man, in any town, should vote to lay a tax for
town purposes who had not the means to pay his portion. It said
to him, You cannot vote in the town of Providence to levy a tax
for repairing the streets of Providence; but you may vote for
governor, and for thirteen representatives from the town of
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Providence, and send them to the legislature, and there they may
tax the people of Rhode Island at their sovereign will and
pleasure.
I believe that no harm can come of the Rhode Island agitation
in 1841, but rather good. It will purify the political
atmosphere from some of its noxious mists, and I hope it will
clear men’s minds from unfounded notions and dangerous
delusions. I hope it will bring them to look at the regularity,
the order, with which we carry on what, if the word were not so
much abused, I would call our glorious representative system of
popular government. Its principles will stand the test of this
crisis, as they have stood the test and torture of others. They
are exposed always, and they always will be exposed, to dangers.
There are dangers from the extremes of too much and of too little
popular liberty; from monarchy, or military despotism, on one
side, and from licentiousness and anarchy on the other. This
always will be the case. The classical navigator had been told
that he must pass a narrow and dangerous strait:
“Dextrum Scylla latus, laevum implacata Charybdis,
Obsidet.”
Forewarned he was alive to his danger, and knew, by signs not
doubtful, where he was, when he approached its scene:
“Et gemitum ingentem pelagi, pulsataque saxa,
Audimus longe, fractasque ad litora voces;
Exsultantque vada, atque aestu miscentur arenae.
... Nimirum haec ilia Charybdis!”
The long-seeing sagacity of our fathers enables us to know
equally well where we are, when we hear the voices of tumultuary
assemblies, and see the turbulence created by numbers meeting
and acting without the restraints of law; and has most wisely
provided constitutional means of escape and security. When the
established authority of government is openly contemned; when
no deference is paid to the regular and authentic declarations
of the public will; when assembled masses put themselves above
the law, and, calling themselves the people, attempt by force
to seize on the government; when the social and political order
of the state is thus threatened with overthrow, and the spray
of the waves of violent popular commotion lashes the stars,—our
political pilots may well cry out:
“Nimirum haec illa Charybdis!”
The prudence of the country, the sober wisdom of the people, has
thus far enabled us to carry this Constitution, and all our
constitutions, through the perils which have surrounded them,
without running upon the rocks on one side, or being swallowed
up in the eddying whirlpools of the other. And I fervently hope
that this signal happiness and good fortune will continue, and
that our children after us will exercise a similar prudence, and
wisdom, and justice; and that, under the Divine blessing, our
system of free government may continue to go on, with equal
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prosperity, to the end of time.
July 19, Wednesday: The 1st Women’s Rights convention in America began on this day, in Seneca Falls, chaired by
Friend Lucretia Mott and Elizabeth Cady Stanton. The abolitionist Frederick Douglass was in attendance,
supporting a Declaration of Sentiments based on the wording of the famous Declaration of Independence.
(This would pass, signed by 68 women and 32 men.)
Resolved, that all men and women are created equal.

CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE
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1850
In an antislavery address, the Reverend Theodore Parker characterized democracy as “a government of all the
people, by all the people, for all the people.”78
During this decade Abraham Lincoln would begin to exploit the conflicting uses of the Declaration of
Independence and, by the time of his debates with Stephen Douglas, would have come to see the document’s
statements on equality and rights, according to Pauline Maier, “as setting a standard for the future, one that
demanded the gradual extinction of conflicting practices” (AMERICAN SCRIPTURE: MAKING THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE. NY: Alfred A. Knopf, 1997, page 205).

78. It is not clear that Abraham Lincoln ever learned of this. The alliteration is of course an obvious one.
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1851
Our national birthday, Friday the 4th of July: Nathaniel Hawthorne’s 47th birthday.

Henry Thoreau made no entry in his journal.
Charles Theodore Russell’s AN ORATION DELIVERED BEFORE THE MUNICIPAL AUTHORITIES OF THE CITY OF
BOSTON, JULY 4, 1851 (Boston: J.H. Eastburn, City Printer).

ORATION OF 4TH OF JULY
In Trappe, Pennsylvania, a monument to the memory of the late governor, Francis R. Shunk, was unveiled,
with George W. Woodward delivering the address.
In Greenville, South Carolina, an anti-secession event succeeded in attracting 4,000 persons.
In Washington DC, President Millard Fillmore assisted in the laying of the “cornerstone of the new Capitol
edifice” and Daniel Webster delivered what would prove to be his final 4th of July oration.79
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
Fellow-Citizens,—I greet you well; I give you joy, on the return
of this anniversary; and I felicitate you, also, on the more
particular purpose of which this ever-memorable day has been
chosen to witness the fulfilment. Hail! all hail! I see before
and around me a mass of faces, glowing with cheerfulness and
patriotic pride. I see thousands of eyes turned towards other
eyes, all sparkling with gratification and delight. This is the
New World! This is America! This is Washington! and this the
Capitol of the United States! And where else, among the nations,
can the seat of government be surrounded, on any day of any year,
by those who have more reason to rejoice in the blessings which
79. The printed version of this oration would begin with:
“Stet Capitolium
Fulgens;
late nomen in ultimas
Extendat oras.”
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they possess? Nowhere, fellow-citizens! assuredly, nowhere! Let
us, then, meet this rising sun with joy and thanksgiving!
This is that day of the year which announced to mankind the great
fact of American Independence. This fresh and brilliant morning
blesses our vision with another beholding of the birthday of our
nation; and we see that nation, of recent origin, now among the
most considerable and powerful, and spreading over the continent
from sea to sea.
Among the first colonists from Europe to this part of America,
there were some, doubtless, who contemplated the distant
consequences of their undertaking, and who saw a great futurity.
But, in general, their hopes were limited to the enjoyment of a
safe asylum from tyranny, religious and civil, and to
respectable subsistence, by industry and toil. A thick veil hid
our times from their view. But the progress of America, however
slow, could not but at length awaken genius, and attract the
attention of mankind.
In the early part of the second century of our history, Bishop
Berkeley, who, it will be remembered, had resided for some time
in Newport, in Rhode Island, wrote his well-known “Verses on the
Prospect of Planting ARTS and LEARNING in AMERICA.” The last
stanza of this little poem seems to have been produced by a high
poetical inspiration:—
“Westward the course of empire takes its way;
The four first acts already past,
A fifth shall close the drama with the day:
Time’s noblest offspring is the last.”
This extraordinary prophecy may be considered only as the result
of long foresight and uncommon sagacity; of a foresight and
sagacity stimulated, nevertheless, by excited feeling and high
enthusiasm. So clear a vision of what America would become was
not founded on square miles, or on existing numbers, or on any
common laws of statistics. It was an intuitive glance into
futurity; it was a grand conception, strong, ardent, glowing,
embracing all time since the creation of the world, and all
regions of which that world is composed, and judging of the
future by just analogy with the past. And the inimitable imagery
and beauty with which the thought is expressed, joined to the
conception itself, render it one of the most striking passages
in our language.
On the day of the Declaration of Independence our illustrious
fathers performed the first scene in the last great act of this
drama; one in real importance infinitely exceeding that for
which the great English poet invokes
“A muse of fire, ...
A kingdom for a stage, princes to act,
And monarchs to behold the swelling scene!”
The Muse inspiring our fathers was the Genius of Liberty, all
on fire with a sense of oppression, and a resolution to throw
it off; the whole world was the stage, and higher characters
than princes trod it; and, instead of monarchs, countries and
nations and the age beheld the swelling scene. How well the
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characters were cast, and how well each acted his part, and what
emotions the whole performance excited, let history, now and
hereafter, tell.
At a subsequent period, but before the Declaration of
Independence, the Bishop of St. Asaph published a discourse, in
which the following remarkable passages are found:—
“It is difficult for man to look into the destiny of
future ages; the designs of Providence are vast and
complicated, and our own powers are too narrow to admit
of much satisfaction to our curiosity. But when we see
many great and powerful causes constantly at work, we
cannot doubt of their producing proportionable effects.
“The colonies in North America have not only taken root
and acquired strength, but seem hastening with an
accelerated progress to such a powerful state as may
introduce a new and important change in human affairs.
“Descended from ancestors of the most improved and
enlightened part of the Old World, they receive, as it
were
by
inheritance,
all
the
improvements
and
discoveries of their mother country. And it happens
fortunately for them to commence their flourishing
state at a time when the human understanding has
attained to the free use of its powers, and has learned
to act with vigor and certainty. They may avail
themselves, not only of the experience and industry, but
even of the errors and mistakes, of former days. Let it
be considered for how many ages a great part of the
world appears not to have thought at all; how many more
they have been busied in forming systems and
conjectures, while reason has been lost in a labyrinth
of words, and they never seem to have suspected on what
frivolous matters their minds were employed.
“And let it be well understood what rapid improvements,
what important discoveries, have been made, in a few
years, by a few countries, with our own at their head,
which have at last discovered the right method of using
their faculties.
“May we not reasonably expect that a number of provinces
possessed of these advantages and quickened by mutual
emulation, with only the common progress of the human
mind, should very considerably enlarge the boundaries
of science?
“The vast continent itself, over which they are
gradually spreading, may be considered as a treasure yet
untouched of natural productions that shall hereafter
afford ample matter for commerce and contemplation. And
if we reflect what a stock of knowledge may be
accumulated by the constant progress of industry and
observation, fed with fresh supplies from the stores of
nature, assisted sometimes by those happy strokes of
chance which mock all the powers of invention, and
sometimes by those superior characters which arise
occasionally to instruct and enlighten the world, it is
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difficult even to imagine to what height of improvement
their discoveries may extend.
“And perhaps they may make as considerable advances in
the arts of civil government and the conduct of life.
We have reason to be proud, and even jealous, of our
excellent constitution; but those equitable principles
on which it was formed, an equal representation (the
best discovery of political wisdom), and a just and
commodious distribution of power, which with us were the
price of civil wars, and the rewards of the virtues and
sufferings of our ancestors, descend to them as a
natural inheritance, without toil or pain.
“But must they rest here, as in the utmost effort of
human genius? Can chance and time, the wisdom and the
experience of public men, suggest no new remedy against
the evils which vices and ambition are perpetually apt
to cause? May they not hope, without presumption, to
preserve a greater zeal for piety and public devotion
than we have alone? For sure it can hardly happen to
them, as it has to us, that, when religion is best
understood and rendered most pure and reasonable, then
should be the precise time when many cease to believe
and practise it, and all in general become most
indifferent to it.
“May they not possibly be more successful than their
mother country has been in preserving that reverence and
authority which are due to the laws? to those who make,
and to those who execute them? May not a method be
invented of procuring some tolerable share of the
comforts of life to those inferior useful ranks of men
to whose industry we are indebted for the whole? Time
and discipline may discover some means to correct the
extreme inequalities of condition between the rich and
the poor, so dangerous to the innocence and happiness
of both. They may fortunately be led by habit and choice
to despise that luxury which is considered with us the
true enjoyment of wealth. They may have little relish
for that ceaseless hurry of amusements which is pursued
in this country without pleasure, exercise, or
employment. And perhaps, after trying some of our
follies and caprices, and rejecting the rest, they may
be led by reason and experiment to that old simplicity
which was first pointed out by nature, and has produced
those models which we still admire in arts, eloquence,
and manners. The diversity of new scenes and situations,
which so many growing states must necessarily pass
through, may introduce changes in the fluctuating
opinions and manners of men which we can form no
conception of; and not only the gracious disposition of
Providence, but the visible preparation of causes,
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seems to indicate strong tendencies towards a general
improvement.”
Fellow-citizens, this “gracious disposition of Providence,” and
this “visible preparation of causes,” at length brought on the
hour for decisive action. On the 4th of July, 1776, the
Representatives of the United States of America, in Congress
assembled, declared that these United Colonies are, and of right
ought to be, FREE AND INDEPENDENT STATES.
This Declaration, made by most patriotic and resolute men,
trusting in the justice of their cause and the protection of
Heaven, and yet made not without deep solicitude and anxiety,
has now stood for seventy-five years, and still stands. It was
sealed in blood. It has met dangers, and overcome them; it has
had enemies, and conquered them; it has had detractors, and
abashed them all; it has had doubting friends, but it has cleared
all doubts away; and now, to-day, raising its august form higher
than the clouds, twenty millions of people contemplate it with
hallowed love, and the world beholds it, and the consequences
which have followed from it, with profound admiration.
This anniversary animates and gladdens and unites all American
hearts. On other days of the year we may be party men, indulging
in controversies, more or less important to the public good; we
may have likes and dislikes, and we may maintain our political
differences, often with warm, and sometimes with angry feelings.
But to-day we are Americans all; and all nothing but Americans.
As the great luminary over our heads, dissipating mists and
fogs, now cheers the whole hemisphere, so do the associations
connected with this day disperse all cloudy and sullen weather
in the minds and hearts of true Americans. Every man’s heart
swells within him; every man’s port and bearing become somewhat
more proud and lofty, as he remembers that seventy-five years
have rolled away, and that the great inheritance of liberty is
still his; his, undiminished and unimpaired; his in all its
original glory; his to enjoy, his to protect, and his to transmit
to future generations.
Fellow-citizens, this inheritance which we enjoy to-day is not
only an inheritance of liberty, but of our own peculiar American
liberty. Liberty has existed in other times, in other countries,
and in other forms. There has been a Grecian liberty, bold and
powerful, full of spirit, eloquence, and fire; a liberty which
produced multitudes of great men, and has transmitted one
immortal name, the name of Demosthenes, to posterity. But still
it was a liberty of disconnected states, sometimes united,
indeed, by temporary leagues and confederacies, but often
involved in wars between themselves. The sword of Sparta turned
its sharpest edge against Athens, enslaved her, and devastated
Greece; and, in her turn, Sparta was compelled to bend before
the power of Thebes. And let it ever be remembered, especially
let the truth sink deep into all American minds, that it was the
WANT OF UNION among her several states which finally gave the
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mastery of all Greece to Philip of Macedon.
And there has also been a Roman liberty, a proud, ambitious,
domineering spirit, professing free and popular principles in
Rome itself, but, even in the best days of the republic, ready
to carry slavery and chains into her provinces, and through
every country over which her eagles could be borne. What was the
liberty of Spain, or Gaul, or Germany, or Britain, in the days
of Rome? Did true constitutional liberty then exist? As the
Roman empire declined, her provinces, not instructed in the
principles of free popular government, one after another
declined also, and when Rome herself fell, in the end, all fell
together.
I have said, Gentlemen, that our inheritance is an inheritance
of American liberty. That liberty is characteristic, peculiar,
and altogether our own. Nothing like it existed in former times,
nor was known in the most enlightened states of antiquity; while
with us its principles have become interwoven into the minds of
individual men, connected with our daily opinions, and our daily
habits, until it is, if I may so say, an element of social as
well as of political life; and the consequence is, that to
whatever region an American citizen carries himself, he takes
with him, fully developed in his own understanding and
experience, our American principles and opinions, and becomes
ready at once, in co-operation with others, to apply them to the
formation of new governments. Of this a most wonderful instance
may be seen in the history of the State of California.
On a former occasion I ventured to remark, that “it is very
difficult to establish a free conservative government for the
equal advancement of all the interests of society. What has
Germany done, learned Germany, more full of ancient lore than
all the world beside? What has Italy done? What have they done
who dwell on the spot where Cicero lived? They have not the power
of self-government which a common town-meeting, with us,
possesses.... Yes, I say that those persons who have gone from
our town-meetings to dig gold in California are more fit to make
a republican government than any body of men in Germany or Italy;
because they have learned this one great lesson, that there is
no security without law, and that, under the circumstances in
which they are placed, where there is no military authority to
cut their throats, there is no sovereign will but the will of
the majority; that, therefore, if they remain, they must submit
to that will.” And this I believe to be strictly true.
Now, fellow-citizens, if your patience will hold out, I will
venture, before proceeding to the more appropriate and
particular duties of the day, to state, in a few words, what I
take these American political principles in substance to be.
They consist, as I think, in the first place, in the
establishment of popular governments, on the basis of
representation; for it is plain that a pure democracy, like that
which existed in some of the states of Greece, in which every
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individual had a direct vote in the enactment of all laws, cannot
possibly exist in a country of wide extent. This representation
is to be made as equal as circumstances will allow. Now, this
principle of popular representation, prevailing either in all
the branches of government, or in some of them, has existed in
these States almost from the days of the settlements at
Jamestown and Plymouth; borrowed, no doubt, from the example of
the
popular
branch
of
the
British
legislature.
The
representation of the people in the British House of Commons
was, however, originally very unequal, and is yet not equal.
Indeed, it may be doubted whether the appearance of knights and
burgesses, assembling on the summons of the crown, was not
intended at first as an assistance and support to the royal
prerogative, in matters of revenue and taxation, rather than as
a
mode
of
ascertaining
popular
opinion.
Nevertheless,
representation had a popular origin, and savored more and more
of the character of that origin, as it acquired, by slow degrees,
greater and greater strength, in the actual government of the
country. The constitution of the House of Commons was certainly
a form of representation, however unequal; numbers were counted,
and majorities prevailed; and when our ancestors, acting upon
this example, introduced more equality of representation, the
idea assumed a more rational and distinct shape. At any rate,
this manner of exercising popular power was familiar to our
fathers when they settled on this continent. They adopted it,
and generation has risen up after generation, all acknowledging
it, and all learning its practice and its forms.
The next fundamental principle in our system is, that the will
of the majority, fairly expressed through the means of
representation, shall have the force of law; and it is quite
evident that, in a country without thrones or aristocracies or
privileged castes or classes, there can be no other foundation
for law to stand upon.
And, as the necessary result of this, the third element is, that
the law is the supreme rule for the government of all. The great
sentiment of Alcaeus, so beautifully presented to us by Sir
William Jones, is absolutely indispensable to the construction
and maintenance of our political systems:—
“What constitutes a state?
Not high-raised battlement or labored mound,
Thick wall or moated gate;
Not cities proud, with spires and turrets crowned;
Not bays and broad-armed ports,
Where, laughing at the storm, rich navies ride;
Not starred and spangled courts,
Where low-browed baseness wafts perfume to pride.
No: MEN, high-minded MEN,
With powers as far above dull brutes endued,
In forest, brake, or den,
As beasts excel cold rocks and brambles rude:
Men who their duties know,
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But know their rights, and, knowing, dare maintain;
Prevent the long-aimed blow,
And crush the tyrant while they rend the chain:
These constitute a state;
And SOVEREIGN LAW, that state’s collected will,
O’er thrones and globes elate
Sits empress, crowning good, repressing ill.”
And, finally, another most important part of the great fabric
of American liberty is, that there shall be written
constitutions, founded on the immediate authority of the people
themselves, and regulating and restraining all the powers
conferred upon government, whether legislative, executive, or
judicial.
This, fellow-citizens, I suppose to be a just summary of our
American principles, and I have on this occasion sought to
express them in the plainest and in the fewest words. The summary
may not be entirely exact, but I hope it may be sufficiently so
to make manifest to the rising generation among ourselves, and
to those elsewhere who may choose to inquire into the nature of
our political institutions, the general theory upon which they
are founded.
And I now proceed to add, that the strong and deep-settled
conviction of all intelligent persons amongst us is, that, in
order to support a useful and wise government upon these popular
principles, the general education of the people, and the wide
diffusion of pure morality and true religion, are indispensable.
Individual virtue is a part of public virtue. It is difficult
to conceive how there can remain morality in the government when
it shall cease to exist among the people; or how the aggregate
of the political institutions, all the organs of which consist
only of men, should be wise, and beneficent, and competent to
inspire confidence, if the opposite qualities belong to the
individuals who constitute those organs, and make up that
aggregate.
And now, fellow-citizens, I take leave of this part of the duty
which I proposed to perform; and, once more felicitating you and
myself that our eyes have seen the light of this blessed morning,
and that our ears have heard the shouts with which joyous
thousands welcome its return, and joining with you in the hope
that every revolving year may renew these rejoicings to the end
of time, I proceed to address you, shortly, upon the particular
occasion of our assembling here to-day.
Fellow-citizens, by the act of Congress of the 30th of
September, 1850, provision was made for the extension of the
Capitol, according to such plan as might be approved by the
President of the United States, and for the necessary sums to
be expended, under his direction, by such architect as he might
appoint. This measure was imperatively demanded, for the use of
the legislative and judiciary departments, the public libraries,
the occasional accommodation of the chief executive magistrate,
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and for other objects. No act of Congress incurring a large
expenditure has received more general approbation from the
people. The President has proceeded to execute this law. He has
approved a plan; he has appointed an architect; and all things
are now ready for the commencement of the work.
The anniversary of national independence appeared to afford an
auspicious occasion for laying the foundation-stone of the
additional building. That ceremony has now been performed by the
President himself, in the presence and view of this multitude.
He has thought that the day and the occasion made a united and
imperative call for some short address to the people here
assembled; and it is at his request that I have appeared before
you to perform that part of the duty which was deemed incumbent
on us.
Beneath the stone is deposited, among other things, a list of
which will be published, the following brief account of the
proceedings of this day, in my handwriting:—
“On the morning of the first day of the seventy-sixth
year of the Independence of the United States of
America, in the city of Washington, being the 4th day
of July, 1851, this stone, designed as the corner-stone
of the extension of the Capitol, according to a plan
approved by the President, in pursuance of an act of
Congress, was laid by
“MILLARD FILLMORE,
“PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES,
“assisted by the Grand Master of the Masonic Lodges, in
the presence of many members of Congress, of officers
of the Executive and Judiciary Departments, National,
State, and District, of officers of the army and navy,
the corporate authorities of this and neighboring
cities, many associations, civil and military and
masonic, members of the Smithsonian Institution and
National Institute, professors of colleges and teachers
of schools of the District, with their students and
pupils, and a vast concourse of people from places near
and remote, including a few surviving gentlemen who
witnessed the laying of the corner-stone of the Capitol
by President Washington, on the 18th day of September,
A.D. 1793.
“If, therefore, it shall be hereafter the will of God
that this structure shall fall from its base, that its
foundation be upturned, and this deposit brought to the
eyes of men, be it then known, that on this day the Union
of the United States of America stands firm, that their
Constitution still exists unimpaired, and with all its
original usefulness and glory; growing every day
stronger and stronger in the affections of the great
body of the American people, and attracting more and
more the admiration of the world. And all here
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assembled, whether belonging to public life or to
private life, with hearts devoutly thankful to Almighty
God for the preservation of the liberty and happiness
of the country, unite in sincere and fervent prayers
that this deposit, and the walls and arches, the domes
and towers, the columns and entablatures, now to be
erected over it, may endure for ever!
“GOD SAVE THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA!
“DANIEL WEBSTER,
“Secretary of State of the United States.”
Fellow-citizens, fifty-eight years ago Washington stood on this
spot to execute a duty like that which has now been performed.
He then laid the corner-stone of the original Capitol. He was
at the head of the government, at that time weak in resources,
burdened with debt, just struggling into political existence and
respectability, and agitated by the heaving waves which were
overturning European thrones. But even then, in many important
respects, the government was strong. It was strong in
Washington’s own great character; it was strong in the wisdom
and patriotism of other eminent public men, his political
associates and fellow-laborers; and it was strong in the
affections of the people. Since that time astonishing changes
have been wrought in the condition and prospects of the American
people; and a degree of progress witnessed with which the world
can furnish no parallel. As we review the course of that
progress, wonder and amazement arrest our attention at every
step. The present occasion, although allowing of no lengthened
remarks, may yet, perhaps, admit of a short comparative
statement of important subjects of national interest as they
existed at that day, and as they now exist. I have adopted for
this purpose the tabular form of statement, as being the most
brief and significant.

COMPARATIVE TABLE.
Year 1793
Number of States
Representatives and Senators in Congress
Population of the United States
Population of Boston
Population of Baltimore
Population of Philadelphia
Population of New York (city)
Population of Washington
Population of Richmond
Population of Charleston
Amount of receipts into the Treasury
Amount of expenditures
Amount of imports
Amount of exports

Year 1851

15
31
135
295
3,929,328
23,267,498
18,038
136,871
13,503
169,054
42,520
409,045
33,121
515,507
. . .
40,075
4,000
27,582
16,359
42,983
$5,720,624 $52,312,980
$7,529,575 $48,005,879
$31,000,000 $215,725,995
$26,109,000 $217,517,130
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Amount of tonnage (tons)
520,764
3,772,440
Area of the United States in square miles
805,461
3,314,365
Rank and file of the army
5,120
10,000
Militia (enrolled)
. . .
2,006,456
Navy of the United States (vessels)
(None)
76
Navy armament (ordnance)
. . .
2,012
Treaties and conventions with foreign powers
9
90
Light-houses and light-boats
12
372
Expenditures for ditto
$12,061
$529,265
Area of the Capitol
1/2 acre 4-1/8 acres
Number of miles of railroad in operation
. . .
10,287
Cost of ditto
. . . $306,607,954
Number of miles in course of construction
. . .
10,092
Lines of electric telegraph, in miles
. . .
15,000
Number of post-offices
209
21,551
Number of miles of post-route
5,642
196,290
Amount of revenue from post-offices
$104,747
$6,727,867
Amount of expenditures of Post-Office Department $72,040
$6,024,567
Number of miles of mail transportation
. . .
52,465,724
Number of colleges
19
121
Public libraries
35
694
Volumes in ditto
75,000
2,201,632
School libraries
. . .
10,000
Volumes in ditto
. . .
2,000,000
Emigrants from Europe to the United States
10,000
299,610
Coinage at the Mint
$9,664 $52,019,465
In respect to the growth of Western trade and commerce, I extract
a few sentences from a very valuable address before the
Historical Society of Ohio, by William D. Gallagher, Esq.,
1850:—
“A few facts will exhibit as well as a volume the
wonderful growth of Western trade and commerce.
Previous to the year 1800, some eight or ten keel-boats,
of twenty or twenty-five tons each, performed all the
carrying trade between Cincinnati and Pittsburg. In
1802 the first government vessel appeared on Lake Erie.
In 1811 the first steamboat (the Orleans) was launched
at Pittsburg. In 1826 the waters of Michigan were first
ploughed by the keel of a steamboat, a pleasure trip to
Green Bay being planned and executed in the summer of
this year. In 1832 a steamboat first appeared at
Chicago. At the present time the entire number of
steamboats running on the Mississippi and Ohio and their
tributaries is more probably over than under six
hundred, the aggregate tonnage of which is not short of
one hundred and forty thousand; a larger number of
steamboats than England can claim, and a greater steam
commercial marine than that employed by Great Britain
and her dependencies.”
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And now, fellow-citizens, having stated to you this infallible
proof of the growth and prosperity of the nation, I ask you, and
I would ask every man, whether the government which has been
over us has proved itself an infliction or a curse to the
country, or any part of it?
Ye men of the South, of all the original Southern States, what
say you to all this? Are you, or any of you, ashamed of this
great work of your fathers? Your fathers were not they who
storied the prophets and killed them. They were among the
prophets; they were of the prophets; they were themselves the
prophets.
Ye men of Virginia, what do you say to all this? Ye men of the
Potomac, dwelling along the shores of that river on which
WASHINGTON lived and died, and where his remains now rest, ye,
so many of whom may see the domes of the Capitol from your own
homes, what say ye?
Ye men of James River and the Bay, places consecrated by the
early settlement of your Commonwealth, what do you say? Do you
desire, from the soil of your State, or as you travel to the
North, to see these halls vacated, their beauty and ornaments
destroyed, and their national usefulness gone for ever?
Ye men beyond the Blue Ridge, many thousands of whom are nearer
to this Capitol than to the seat of government of your own State,
what do you think of breaking this great association into
fragments of States and of people? I know that some of you, and
I believe that you all, would be almost as much shocked at the
announcement of such a catastrophe, as if you were to be informed
that the Blue Ridge itself would soon totter from its base. And
ye men of Western Virginia, who occupy the great slope from the
top of the Alleghanies to Ohio and Kentucky, what benefit do you
propose to yourselves by disunion? If you “secede,” what do you
“secede” from, and what do you “accede” to? Do you look for the
current of the Ohio to change, and to bring you and your commerce
to the tidewaters of Eastern rivers? What man in his senses can
suppose that you would remain part and parcel of Virginia a month
after Virginia should have ceased to be part and parcel of the
United States?
The secession of Virginia! The secession of Virginia, whether
alone or in company, is most improbable, the greatest of all
improbabilities. Virginia, to her everlasting honor, acted a
great part in framing and establishing the present Constitution.
She has had her reward and her distinction. Seven of her noble
sons have each filled the Presidency, and enjoyed the highest
honors of the country. Dolorous complaints come up to us from
the South, that Virginia will not head the march of secession,
and lead the other Southern States out of the Union. This, if
it should happen, would be something of a marvel, certainly,
considering how much pains Virginia took to lead these same
States into the Union, and considering, too, that she has
partaken as largely of its benefits and its government as any
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other State.
And ye men of the other Southern States, members of the Old
Thirteen; yes, members of the Old Thirteen; that always touches
my regard and my sympathies; North Carolina, Georgia, South
Carolina! What page in your history, or in the history of any
one of you, is brighter than those which have been recorded since
the Union was formed? Or through what period has your prosperity
been greater, or your peace and happiness better secured? What
names even has South Carolina, now so much dissatisfied, what
names has she of which her intelligent sons are more proud than
those which have been connected with the government of the
United States? In Revolutionary times, and in the earliest days
of this Constitution, there was no State more honored, or more
deserving of honor. Where is she now? And what a fall is there,
my countrymen! But I leave her to her own reflections,
commending to her, with all my heart, the due consideration of
her own example in times now gone by.
Fellow-citizens, there are some diseases of the mind as well as
of the body, diseases of communities as well as diseases of
individuals, that must be left to their own cure; at least it
is wise to leave them so until the last critical moment shall
arrive.
I hope it is not irreverent, and certainly it is not intended
as reproach, when I say, that I know no stronger expression in
our language than that which describes the restoration of the
wayward son,— “he came to himself.” He had broken away from all
the ties of love, family, and friendship. He had forsaken every
thing which he had once regarded in his father’s house. He had
forsworn his natural sympathies, affections, and habits, and
taken his journey into a far country. He had gone away from
himself and out of himself. But misfortunes overtook him, and
famine threatened him with starvation and death. No entreaties
from home followed him to beckon him back; no admonition from
others warned him of his fate. But the hour of reflection had
come, and nature and conscience wrought within him, until at
length “he came to himself.”
And now, ye men of the new States of the South! You are not of
the original thirteen. The battle had been fought and won, the
Revolution achieved, and the Constitution established, before
your States had any existence as States. You came to a prepared
banquet, and had seats assigned you at table just as honorable
as those which were filled by older guests. You have been and
are singularly prosperous; and if any one should deny this, you
would at once contradict his assertion. You have bought vast
quantities of choice and excellent land at the lowest price; and
if the public domain has not been lavished upon you, you yourself
will admit that it has been appropriated to your own uses by a
very liberal hand. And yet in some of these States, not in all,
persons are found in favor of a dissolution of the Union, or of
secession from it. Such opinions are expressed even where the
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general prosperity of the community has been the most rapidly
advanced. In the flourishing and interesting State of
Mississippi, for example, there is a large party which insists
that her grievances are intolerable, that the whole body politic
is in a state of suffering; and all along, and through her whole
extent on the Mississippi, a loud cry rings that her only remedy
is “Secession,” “Secession.” Now, Gentlemen, what infliction
does the State of Mississippi suffer under? What oppression
prostrates her strength or destroys her happiness? Before we can
judge of the proper remedy, we must know something of the
disease; and, for my part, I confess that the real evil existing
in the case appears to me to be a certain inquietude or
uneasiness growing out of a high degree of prosperity and
consciousness of wealth and power, which sometimes lead men to
be ready for changes, and to push on unreasonably to still higher
elevation. If this be the truth of the matter, her political
doctors are about right. If the complaint spring from overwrought prosperity, for that disease I have no doubt that
secession would prove a sovereign remedy.
But I return to the leading topic on which I was engaged. In the
department of invention there have been wonderful applications
of science to arts within the last sixty years. The spacious
hall of the Patent Office is at once the repository and proof
of American inventive art and genius. Their results are seen in
the numerous improvements by which human labor is abridged.
Without going into details, it may be sufficient to say, that
many of the applications of steam to locomotion and
manufactures, of electricity and magnetism to the production of
mechanical motion, the electrical telegraph, the registration
of astronomical phenomena, the art of multiplying engravings,
the introduction and improvement among us of all the important
inventions of the Old World, are striking indications of the
progress of this country in the useful arts. The net-work of
railroads and telegraphic lines by which this vast country is
reticulated have not only developed its resources, but united
emphatically, in metallic bands, all parts of the Union. The
hydraulic works of New York, Philadelphia, and Boston surpass
in extent and importance those of ancient Rome.
But we have not confined our attention to the immediate
application of science to the useful arts. We have entered the
field of original research, and have enlarged the bounds of
scientific knowledge.
Sixty years ago, besides the brilliant discoveries of Franklin
in electricity, scarcely any thing had been done among us in the
way of original discovery. Our men of science were content with
repeating the experiments and diffusing a knowledge of the
discoveries of the learned of the Old World, without attempting
to add a single new fact or principle to the existing stock.
Within the last twenty-five or thirty years a remarkable
improvement has taken place in this respect. Our natural history
has been explored in all its branches; our geology has been
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investigated with results of the highest interest to practical
and theoretical science. Discoveries have been made in pure
chemistry and electricity, which have received the approbation
of the world. The advance which has been made in meteorology in
this country, within the last twenty years, is equal to that
made during the same period in all the world besides.
In 1793 there was not in the United States an instrument with
which a good observation of the heavenly bodies could be made.
There are now instruments at Washington, Cambridge, and
Cincinnati equal to those at the best European observatories,
and the original discoveries in astronomy within the last five
years, in this country, are among the most brilliant of the age.
I can hardly refrain from saying, in this connection, that the
“Celestial Mechanics” of La Place has been translated and
commented upon by Bowditch.
Our knowledge of the geography and topography of the American
continent has been rapidly extended by the labor and science of
the officers of the United States army, and discoveries of much
interest in distant seas have resulted from the enterprise of
the navy.
In 1807, a survey of the coast of the United States was
commenced, which at that time it was supposed no American was
competent to direct. The work has, however, grown within the
last few years, under a native superintendent, in importance and
extent, beyond any enterprise of the kind ever before attempted.
These facts conclusively prove that a great advance has been
made among us, not only in the application of science to the
wants of ordinary life, but in science itself, in its highest
branches, in its adaptation to satisfy the cravings of the
immortal mind.
In respect to literature, with the exception of some books of
elementary education, and some theological treatises, of which
scarcely any but those of Jonathan Edwards have any permanent
value, and some works on local history and politics, like
Hutchinson’s Massachusetts, Jefferson’s Notes on Virginia, the
Federalist, Belknap’s New Hampshire, and Morse’s Geography, and
a few others, America had not produced a single work of any
repute in literature. We were almost wholly dependent on
imported books. Even our Bibles and Testaments were, for the
most part, printed abroad. The book trade is now one of the
greatest branches of business, and many works of standard value,
and of high reputation in Europe as well as at home, have been
produced by American authors in every department of literary
composition.
While the country has been expanding in dimensions, in numbers,
and in wealth, the government has applied a wise forecast in the
adoption of measures necessary, when the world shall no longer
be at peace, to maintain the national honor, whether by
appropriate displays of vigor abroad, or by well-adapted means
of defence at home. A navy, which has so often illustrated our
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history by heroic achievements, though in peaceful times
restrained in its operations to narrow limits, possesses, in its
admirable elements, the means of great and sudden expansion, and
is justly looked upon by the nation as the right arm of its
power. An army, still smaller, but not less perfect in its
detail, has on many a field exhibited the military aptitudes and
prowess of the race, and demonstrated the wisdom which has
presided over its organization and government.
While the gradual and slow enlargement of these respective
military arms has been regulated by a jealous watchfulness over
the public treasure, there has, nevertheless, been freely given
all that was needed to perfect their quality; and each affords
the nucleus of any enlargement that the public exigencies may
demand, from the millions of brave hearts and strong arms upon
the land and water.
The navy is the active and aggressive element of national
defence; and, let loose from our own sea-coast, must display its
power in the seas and channels of the enemy. To do this, it need
not be large; and it can never be large enough to defend by its
presence at home all our ports and harbors. But, in the absence
of the navy, what can the regular army or the volunteer militia
do against the enemy’s line-of-battle ships and steamers,
falling without notice upon our coast? What will guard our
cities from tribute, our merchant-vessels and our navy-yards
from conflagration? Here, again, we see a wise forecast in the
system of defensive measures which, especially since the close
of the war with Great Britain, has been steadily followed by our
government.
While the perils from which our great establishments had just
escaped
were
yet
fresh
in
remembrance,
a
system
of
fortifications was begun, which now, though not quite complete,
fences in our important points with impassable strength. More
than four thousand cannon may at any moment, within strong and
permanent works, arranged with all the advantages and appliances
that the art affords, be turned to the protection of the seacoast, and be served by the men whose hearths they shelter. Happy
for us that it is so, since these are means of security that
time alone can supply, and since the improvements of maritime
warfare, by making distant expeditions easy and speedy, have
made them more probable, and at the same time more difficult to
anticipate and provide against. The cost of fortifying all the
important points of our coast, as well upon the whole Atlantic
as the Gulf of Mexico, will not exceed the amount expended on
the fortifications of Paris.
In this connection one most important facility in the defence
of the country is not to be overlooked; it is the extreme
rapidity with which the soldiers of the army, and any number of
the militia corps, may be brought to any point where a hostile
attack shall at any time be made or threatened.
And this extension of territory embraced within the United
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States, increase of its population, commerce, and manufactures,
development of its resources by canals and railroads, and
rapidity
of
intercommunication
by
means
of
steam
and
electricity, have all been accomplished without overthrow of,
or danger to, the public liberties, by any assumption of
military power; and, indeed, without any permanent increase of
the army, except for the purpose of frontier defence, and of
affording a slight guard to the public property; or of the navy,
any further than to assure the navigator that, in whatsoever sea
he shall sail his ship, he is protected by the stars and stripes
of his country. This, too, has been done without the shedding
of a drop of blood for treason or rebellion; while systems of
popular representation have regularly been supported in the
State governments and in the general government; while laws,
national and State, of such a character have been passed, and
have been so wisely administered, that I may stand up here today, and declare, as I now do declare, in the face of all the
intelligent of the age, that, for the period which has elapsed
from the day that Washington laid the foundation of this Capitol
to the present time, there has been no country upon earth in
which life, liberty, and property have been more amply and
steadily secured, or more freely enjoyed, than in these United
States of America. Who is there that will deny this? Who is there
prepared with a greater or a better example? Who is there that
can stand upon the foundation of facts, acknowledged or proved,
and assert that these our republican institutions have not
answered the true ends of government beyond all precedent in
human history?
There
is
yet
another
view.
There
are
still
higher
considerations. Man is an intellectual being, destined to
immortality. There is a spirit in him, and the breath of the
Almighty hath given him understanding. Then only is he tending
toward his own destiny, while he seeks for knowledge and virtue,
for the will of his Maker, and for just conceptions of his own
duty. Of all important questions, therefore, let this, the most
important of all, be first asked and first answered: In what
country of the habitable globe, of great extent and large
population, are the means of knowledge the most generally
diffused and enjoyed among the people? This question admits of
one, and only one, answer. It is here; it is here in these United
States; it is among the descendants of those who settled at
Jamestown; of those who were pilgrims on the shore of Plymouth;
and of those other races of men, who, in subsequent times, have
become joined in this great American family. Let one fact,
incapable of doubt or dispute, satisfy every mind on this point.
The population of the United States is twenty-three millions.
Now, take the map of the continent of Europe and spread it out
before you. Take your scale and your dividers, and lay off in
one area, in any shape you please, a triangle, square, circle,
parallelogram, or trapezoid, and of an extent that shall contain
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one hundred and fifty millions of people, and there will be found
within the United States more persons who do habitually read and
write than can be embraced within the lines of your demarcation.
But there is something even more than this. Man is not only an
intellectual, but he is also a religious being, and his
religious feelings and habits require cultivation. Let the
religious element in man’s nature be neglected, let him be
influenced by no higher motives than low self-interest, and
subjected to no stronger restraint than the limits of civil
authority, and he becomes the creature of selfish passion or
blind fanaticism.
The spectacle of a nation powerful and enlightened, but without
Christian faith, has been presented, almost within our own day,
as a warning beacon for the nations.
On the other hand, the cultivation of the religious sentiment
represses licentiousness, incites to general benevolence and the
practical acknowledgment of the brotherhood of man, inspires
respect for law and order, and gives strength to the whole social
fabric, at the same time that it conducts the human soul upward
to the Author of its being.
Now, I think it may be stated with truth, that in no country,
in proportion to its population, are there so many benevolent
establishments connected with religious instruction, Bible,
Missionary, and Tract Societies, supported by public and private
contributions, as in our own. There are also institutions for
the education of the blind, of idiots, of the deaf and dumb; for
the reception of orphan and destitute children, and the insane;
for
moral
reform,
designed
for
children
and
females
respectively; and institutions for the reformation of criminals;
not to speak of those numerous establishments, in almost every
county and town in the United States, for the reception of the
aged, infirm, and destitute poor, many of whom have fled to our
shores to escape the poverty and wretchedness of their condition
at home.
In the United States there is no church establishment or
ecclesiastical authority founded by government. Public worship
is
maintained
either
by
voluntary
associations
and
contributions, or by trusts and donations of a charitable
origin.
Now, I think it safe to say, that a greater portion of the people
of the United States attend public worship, decently clad, well
behaved, and well seated, than of any other country of the
civilized world. Edifices of religion are seen everywhere. Their
aggregate cost would amount to an immense sum of money. They
are, in general, kept in good repair, and consecrated to the
purposes of public worship. In these edifices the people
regularly assemble on the Sabbath day, which, by all classes,
is sacredly set apart for rest from secular employment and for
religious meditation and worship, to listen to the reading of
the Holy Scriptures, and discourses from pious ministers of the
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several denominations.
This attention to the wants of the intellect and of the soul,
as manifested by the voluntary support of schools and colleges,
of churches and benevolent institutions, is one of the most
remarkable characteristics of the American people, not less
strikingly exhibited in the new than in the older settlements
of the country. On the spot where the first trees of the forest
were felled, near the log cabins of the pioneers, are to be seen
rising together the church and the school-house. So has it been
from the beginning, and God grant that it may thus continue!
“On other shores, above their mouldering towns,
In sullen pomp, the tall cathedral frowns;
Simple and frail, our lowly temples throw
Their slender shadows on the paths below;
Scarce steal the winds, that sweep the woodland tracks,
The larch’s perfume from the settler’s axe,
Ere, like a vision of the morning air,
His slight-framed steeple marks the house of prayer.
Yet Faith’s pure hymn, beneath its shelter rude,
Breathes out as sweetly to the tangled wood,
As where the rays through blazing oriels pour
On marble shaft and tessellated floor.”
Who does not admit that this unparalleled growth in prosperity
and renown is the result, under Providence, of the union of these
States under a general Constitution, which guarantees to each
State a republican form of government, and to every man the
enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, free
from civil tyranny or ecclesiastical domination?
And, to bring home this idea to the present occasion, who does
not feel that, when President Washington laid his hand on the
foundation of the first Capitol, he performed a great work of
perpetuation of the Union and the Constitution? Who does not
feel that this seat of the general government, healthful in its
situation, central in its position, near the mountains whence
gush springs of wonderful virtue, teeming with Nature’s richest
products, and yet not far from the bays and the great estuaries
of the sea, easily accessible and generally agreeable in climate
and association, does give strength to the union of these
States? that this city, bearing an immortal name, with its broad
streets and avenues, its public squares and magnificent edifices
of the general government, erected for the purpose of carrying
on within them the important business of the several
departments, for the reception of wonderful and curious
inventions, for the preservation of the records of American
learning and genius, of extensive collections of the products
of nature and art, brought hither for study and comparison from
all parts of the world,—adorned with numerous churches, and
sprinkled over, I am happy to say, with many public schools,
where all the children of the city, without distinction, have
the means of obtaining a good education, and with academies and
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colleges, professional schools and public libraries,—should
continue to receive, as it has heretofore received, the
fostering care of Congress, and should be regarded as the
permanent seat of the national government? Here, too, a citizen
of the great republic of letters,80 a republic which knows not
the metes and bounds of political geography, has prophetically
indicated his conviction that America is to exercise a wide and
powerful influence in the intellectual world, by founding in
this city, as a commanding position in the field of science and
literature, and placing under the guardianship of the
government, an institution “for the increase and diffusion of
knowledge among men.”
With each succeeding year new interest is added to the spot; it
becomes connected with all the historical associations of our
country, with her statesmen and her orators, and, alas! its
cemetery is annually enriched by the ashes of her chosen sons.
Before us is the broad and beautiful river, separating two of
the original thirteen States, which a late President, a man of
determined purpose and inflexible will, but patriotic heart,
desired to span with arches of ever-enduring granite, symbolical
of the firmly cemented union of the North and the South. That
President was General Jackson.
On its banks repose the ashes of the Father of his Country, and
at our side, by a singular felicity of position, overlooking the
city which he designed, and which bears his name, rises to his
memory the marble column, sublime in its simple grandeur, and
fitly intended to reach a loftier height than any similar
structure on the surface of the whole earth.
Let the votive offerings of his grateful countrymen be freely
contributed to carry this monument higher and still higher. May
I say, as on another occasion, “Let it rise; let it rise till
it meet the sun in his coming; let the earliest light of the
morning gild it, and parting day linger and play on its summit!”
Fellow-citizens, what contemplations are awakened in our minds
as we assemble here to re-enact a scene like that performed by
Washington! Methinks I see his venerable form now before me, as
presented in the glorious statue by Houdon, now in the Capitol
of Virginia. He is dignified and grave; but concern and anxiety
seem to soften the lineaments of his countenance. The government
over which he presides is yet in the crisis of experiment. Not
free from troubles at home, he sees the world in commotion and
in arms all around him. He sees that imposing foreign powers are
half disposed to try the strength of the recently established
American government. We perceive that mighty thoughts, mingled
with fears as well as with hopes, are struggling within him. He
heads a short procession over these then naked fields; he
crosses yonder stream on a fallen tree; he ascends to the top
of this eminence, whose original oaks of the forest stand as
thick around him as if the spot had been devoted to Druidical
worship, and here he performs the appointed duty of the day.
80. Hugh Smithson of, eventually, our “Smithsonian Institution.”
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And now, fellow-citizens, if this vision were a reality; if
Washington actually were now amongst us, and if he could draw
around him the shades of the great public men of his own day,
patriots and warriors, orators and statesmen, and were to
address us in their presence, would he not say to us: “Ye men
of this generation, I rejoice and thank God for being able to
see that our labors and toils and sacrifices were not in vain.
You are prosperous, you are happy, you are grateful; the fire
of liberty burns brightly and steadily in your hearts, while
DUTY and the LAW restrain it from bursting forth in wild and
destructive conflagration. Cherish liberty, as you love it;
cherish its securities, as you wish to preserve it. Maintain the
Constitution which we labored so painfully to establish, and
which has been to you such a source of inestimable blessings.
Preserve the union of the States, cemented as it was by our
prayers, our tears, and our blood. Be true to God, to your
country, and to your duty. So shall the whole Eastern world
follow the morning sun to contemplate you as a nation; so shall
all generations honor you, as they honor us; and so shall that
Almighty Power which so graciously protected us, and which now
protects you, shower its everlasting blessings upon you and your
posterity.”
Great Father of your Country! we heed your words; we feel their
force as if you now uttered them with lips of flesh and blood.
Your example teaches us, your affectionate addresses teach us,
your public life teaches us, your sense of the value of the
blessings of the Union. Those blessings our fathers have tasted,
and we have tasted, and still taste. Nor do we intend that those
who come after us shall be denied the same high fruition. Our
honor as well as our happiness is concerned. We cannot, we dare
not, we will not, betray our sacred trust. We will not filch
from posterity the treasure placed in our hands to be
transmitted to other generations. The bow that gilds the clouds
in the heavens, the pillars that uphold the firmament, may
disappear and fall away in the hour appointed by the will of
God; but until that day comes, or so long as our lives may last,
no ruthless hand shall undermine that bright arch of Union and
Liberty which spans the continent from Washington to California.
Fellow-citizens, we must sometimes be tolerant to folly, and
patient at the sight of the extreme waywardness of men; but I
confess that, when I reflect on the renown of our past history,
on our present prosperity and greatness, and on what the future
hath yet to unfold, and when I see that there are men who can
find in all this nothing good, nothing valuable, nothing truly
glorious, I feel that all their reason has fled away from them,
and left the entire control over their judgment and their
actions to insanity and fanaticism; and more than all, fellowcitizens, if the purposes of fanatics and disunionists should
be accomplished, the patriotic and intelligent of our generation
would seek to hide themselves from the scorn of the world, and
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go about to find dishonorable graves.
Fellow-citizens, take courage; be of good cheer. We shall come
to no such ignoble end. We shall live, and not die. During the
period allotted to our several lives, we shall continue to
rejoice in the return of this anniversary. The ill-omened sounds
of fanaticism will be hushed; the ghastly spectres of Secession
and Disunion will disappear; and the enemies of united
constitutional liberty, if their hatred cannot be appeased, may
prepare to have their eyeballs seared as they behold the steady
flight of the American eagle, on his burnished wings, for years
and years to come.
President Fillmore, it is your singularly good fortune to
perform an act such as that which the earliest of your
predecessors performed fifty-eight years ago. You stand where
he stood; you lay your hand on the corner-stone of a building
designed greatly to extend that whose corner-stone he laid.
Changed, changed is every thing around. The same sun, indeed,
shone upon his head which now shines upon yours. The same broad
river rolled at his feet, and bathes his last resting-place,
that now rolls at yours. But the site of this city was then
mainly an open field. Streets and avenues have since been laid
out and completed, squares and public grounds enclosed and
ornamented, until the city which bears his name, although
comparatively inconsiderable in numbers and wealth, has become
quite fit to be the seat of government of a great and united
people.
Sir, may the consequences of the duty which you perform so
auspiciously to-day, equal those which flowed from his act. Nor
this only; may the principles of your administration, and the
wisdom of your political conduct, be such, as that the world of
the present day, and all history hereafter, may be at no loss
to perceive what example you have made your study.
Fellow-citizens, I now bring this address to a close, by
expressing to you, in the words of the great Roman orator, the
deepest wish of my heart, and which I know dwells deeply in the
hearts of all who hear me: “Duo modo haec opto; unum, UT MORIENS
POPULUM ROMANUM LIBERUM RELINQUAM; hoc mihi majus a diis
immortalibus dari nihil potest: alterum, ut ita cuique eveniat,
ut de republicâ quisque mereatur.”
And now, fellow-citizens, with hearts void of hatred, envy, and
malice towards our own countrymen, or any of them, or towards
the subjects or citizens of other governments, or towards any
member of the great family of man; but exulting, nevertheless,
in our own peace, security, and happiness, in the grateful
remembrance of the past, and the glorious hopes of the future,
let us return to our homes, and with all humility and devotion
offer our thanks to the Father of all our mercies, political,
social, and religious.
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October 1, Wednesday: On this very day on which, in Concord, Massachusetts, Henry Thoreau was forwarding an
American man named Henry Williams along his way to Canada and freedom, Federal marshals from
Rochester, Auburn, Syracuse, and Canandaigua, accompanied by local policemen, were taking into their
custody an American in Buffalo and an American in Syracuse, New York who had been alleged to be,
similarly, escaped pieces of some white man’s property. At about noon the deputies of US Marshal Henry W.
Allen entered the cabinet shop of Charles F. Williston in Syracuse and took into their custody a barrel maker
who called himself Jerry, also known as William Henry (Jerry McHenry), upon a warrant from US
Commissioner Joseph F. Sabine based upon a complaint from a citizen of the state of Missouri named John
McReynolds. McReynolds had sworn before officers of the US federal government that this Jerry or William
Henry or McHenry belonged to him (and it is a lucky thing that no American man of property had thought to
send these factors off after the Lady Moon as one of his misplaced possessions, as it is clear that such factors
could be induced to believe anything no matter how preposterous). The barrel-maker was being told that the
charge against him was theft, until, that is, he was in manacles. Then he was informed that he had been taken
under the Fugitive Slave Law. He put up substantial resistance but was subdued. Word spread and every
church-bell in the city began to toll, with of course the exception of the one in the Episcopalian steeple.

The Reverend Samuel Joseph May and a group of his parishioners and delegates of the Liberty Party went to
the office of the commissioner and, evidently upon a prearranged signal, McHenry, in slave restraints, threw
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himself across Commissioner Sabine’s desk, scattering the papers and weapons upon it. The crowd of men in

the room pressed the marshals present against the wall while they hoisted McHenry above their heads and
rushed him out of the building. Unfortunately, on their way down the stairs they dropped him and he was badly
injured and rendered unconscious. While he was regaining consciousness and being helped into a carriage on
Water Street, the deputies recaptured him and took him to the police station. He was so terrified at this point
that he could not be calmed. For the remainder of that day rioters roamed the streets of the city and the police
station was stoned, and then that night at about 7PM or 8PM a mob estimated by some at 3,000 and by some
at 10,000 stormed the building. One man, Peter Hornbeck, a mulatto who was by trade a butcher, was using
his meat cleaver on a window casement, while a deputy was being decked by a stone and then beaten by a
white man with a club. Marshall Allen, considering that he had already done his part, made an exit from a back
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door and James Lear, the factor for the slavemaster McReynolds of Missouri, figuring discretion to be the
better part of valor, hid out in an adjoining building. Marshall Fitch, after some blows and perhaps a pistol shot,
jumped out a second-floor window, and McHenry was saved.
The Reverend Samuel Ringgold Ward was putting out a newspaper in Syracuse, but after reading in the
newspapers of the Christiana riot of that summer, and its consequences, he and Mrs. Ward had already decided
that they would take their children and flee to Canada when way opened, rather than remain in jeopardy in the
United States of America. At this point, in consequence of his involvement in this “Jerry rescue,” it would
become necessary for him to abandon this newspaper occupation forthwith, and for the Ward family to flee
immediately to their refuge in Canada.

Residing then at Syracuse, we went home [after reading in the
newspapers of the riot at Christiana and its sad consequences],
arriving on Wednesday, the first day of October. We found the
whole town in commotion and excitement. We soon learned the
cause. A poor Mulatto man, named Jerry, at the suit of his own
father had been arrested under the Fugitive Law, had been before
the Negro-catcher’s court, had escaped, had been pursued and
retaken, and was now being conveyed to prison. I went to the
prison, and, in company with that true sterling friend of the
slave, the Reverend Samuel J. May, was permitted to go in and
see the man. He had fetters on his ankles, and manacles on his
wrists. I had never before, since my recollection, seen a
chained slave. He was a short, thick-set, strongly built man,
half white though slave born. His temperament was ardent, and
he was most wonderfully excited. Though chained, he could not
stand still; and in that narrow room, motioning as well as he
could with his chained, manacled hands, and pacing up and down
as well as his fetters would allow, fevered and almost frenzied
with excitement, he implored us who were looking on, in such
strains of fervid eloquence as I never heard before nor since
from the lips of man, to break his chains, and give him that
liberty which the Declaration of Independence assumed to be the
birthright of every man, and which, according to the law of love,
was our duty towards a suffering brother.
I cannot recall the ipsissima verba of his eloquent pleading.
As far as I can revive his sentences in my memory, he exclaimed
— “Gentlemen, behold me, and these chains! Why am I bound thus,
in a free country? Am I not a man like yourselves? Do you not
suppose I feel as other men feel? Oh, gentlemen, what have I
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done to deserve this cruel treatment? I was at my work, like an
honest industrious man. I was trying to act the part of a good
citizen; but they came upon me, and accused me of crime. I knew
I was innocent; but I felt it my duty to go before the court,
to declare and to prove my innocence. For that reason I let that
little Marshal, I think you call him, put handcuffs on me. You
know, gentlemen, handcuffs don’t hurt an innocent man! But after
they put the irons on me, they told me they were taking me as a
runaway slave! Didn’t I tell you I was innocent? They confessed
I was. If I had known what they were about, do you think I should
have let that little ordinary man put irons on me? No, indeed!
I have told you how deceitfully they took me. When I saw a good
chance, I thought it was not wrong to break away from them.
I watched my opportunity: I dashed out of the door; I ran like
a man running for his freedom; but they overtook me, and brought
me back, and here I am like a wild beast, chained and caged.
“Gentlemen, is this a free country? Why did my fathers fight the
British, if one of their poor sons is to be treated in this way?
I beseech you, gentlemen, as you love your own liberty, break
these chains of mine; yes, and break the chains that bind my
brethren in the South, too. Does not the Bible say, “Break every
yoke, and let the oppressed go free”? Don’t you believe the
Bible? I can’t read it as some of you can, but I believe what
it says, and I ask you, gentlemen, to do for me what that book
commands. Suppose that any one of you were in my position. What
would you wish me to do? I beg of you, gentlemen, to do for me
what you would wish, were you where I am. Are not all men born
free and equal? How is it, then, that I must wear these chains?
Give me, O give me, gentlemen, that freedom which you say belongs
to all men, and it is all I ask. Will you who are fathers, and
brothers, see a man dragged in chains to the slavery of
Tennessee, which I know is worse than death itself? In the name
of our common nature — in the name of the Declaration of
Independence — in the name of that law in the Bible which says,
“do as you would be done by” — in the name of God, our common
Father — do break these chains, and give me the freedom which
is mine because I am a man, and an American.”
What a sight! and what sounds! A slave, in a free Northern city
chained as no felon would be chained, with the blood of AngloSaxons in his veins. Still, a slave; the son of a wealthy planter
in Tennessee, and still a slave; arrested by a United States
officer and several assistants, who were sworn to support the
glorious Federal Constitution, serving under the freest
government under the sun, the land of liberty, the refuge for
the oppressed of all the world! And for what was he arrested?
What was his crime? A love of that liberty which we all declared
to be every man’s inalienable right! And this slave was quoting
the Declaration of Independence in chains! He was not the
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subject of some Czar, some,
“Turbaned Turk or fiery Russ:”

no, he was an American by birth, and a slave as well; so said
the chains upon him: and on his lips were liberty’s and
religion’s great watchwords! I never saw extremes so meet.
I never saw how hollow a mockery was our talk about liberty, and
our professions of Christianity. I never felt how really we were
all subject to the slave power; I never felt before the depth
of degradation there is in being a professed freeman of the
Northern States. Daniel Webster had, a few months before,
predicted the execution of the Fugitive Law in that very town.
The people laughed him to scorn. We now felt, however, how much
better he knew the depths to which Northern men can sink than
we did. While these thoughts were galloping through our brains,
this manacled son of a white man proceeded with his oration in
his chains, and we felt dumb and powerless. A great crowd
gathered about the door; and after looking on and drinking in
as much of the scene as my excitable nature would allow, I turned
to go away, and at that moment the crowd demanded a speech of
me. I spoke. I ceased; but I I never felt the littleness of my
always little speeches, as I did at that moment. Jerry had made
the speech of the occasion, and all I could say was but tame and
spiritless in comparison with his
“Words that breathed and thoughts that burned.”

The substance of what I said is as follows: — “Fellow citizens!
we are here in most extraordinary circumstances. We are
witnessing such a sight as, I pray, we may never look upon again.
A man in chains, in Syracuse! Not a felon, yet in chains! On
trial, is this man, not for life, but for liberty. He is arrested
and held under a law made by “Us the People” — pursuant, we
pretend, to a clause in the constitution. That constitution was
made “to secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our
posterity.” Here is a man one of “ourselves”; and the colour he
bears shows that he belongs not altogether to my race, but that
he is one of the “posterity” of those who framed and adopted our
Federal constitution. So far are we from “securing” to him the
“blessings of liberty,” that we have arrested him, confined him,
and chained him, on purpose to inflict upon him the curses of
slavery.
“They say he is a slave. What a term to apply to an American!
How does this sound beneath the pole of liberty and the flag of
freedom?
What
a
contradiction
to
our
“Declaration
of
Independence”! But suppose he be a slave: is New York the State
to recognize and treat him as such? Is Syracuse the city of the
Empire State in which the deeds which make this a day
unfortunately memorable, should be perpetuated? If he be not a
slave, then, he is the most outraged man we ever saw.
“What did our fathers gain by the seven years’ struggle with
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Great Britain, if, in what are called Free States, we have our
fellow citizens, our useful mechanics and skilful artisans,
chained and enslaved? How do foreign nations regard us, when
knowing that it is not yet three short months since we were
celebrating the Declaration of Independence, and to-day we are
giving the most palpable denial to every word therein declared?
“But I am told that this is a legal transaction. That it is wrong
and unwise to speak against a judicial proceeding, not yet
completed: I admit it all. I make no pretensions to speak wisely.
I have heard a speech from Jerry. I feel for him, as for a
brother; and under that feeling, I may not speak quite so soberly
as I ought. “Oppression maketh a wise man mad.” I feel oppressed
in a twofold sense. Yonder is my brother, in chains. Those chains
press upon my limbs. I feel his sufferings, and participate his
anguish. I feel, and we may all feel, oppressed in another sense.
Here are certainly five-and-twenty hundred of us, wild with
excitement in behalf of our chained brother, before our eyes,
and we are utterly powerless to help him! We hear his strong,
thrilling appeals, until our hearts sicken and our heads ache;
but there is none among us that has the legal power to lift a
hand in his defence, or for his deliverance. Of what advantage
is it that we are free? What value is there in our freedom, while
our hands are thus tied?
“Fellow citizens, whatever may be the result of these
proceedings — whether our brother leaves the court, a declared
freeman or a chained slave — upon us, the voters of New York
State, to a very great extent, rests the responsibility of this
Fugitive Slave Law. It is for us to say whether this enactment
shall continue to stain our statute books, or be swept away into
merited oblivion. It is for us to say whether the men who made
it, and those who execute it before our faces, shall receive our
votes, or shall by those votes be indignantly rebuked. Tell me,
ye sturdy working men of Onondago, shall your votes be
consecrated to the latter, or prostituted to the former? Do you
swear fealty to freedom this day? Do you promise, so help you
God! so to vote, as that your sanction never more shall be given
to laws which empower persons to hunt, chain, and cage, MEN, in
our midst? (cries of “yes, yes.”) Thank you, fellow citizens,
in the name of our brother in prison! thank you for your bold,
manly promise! May we all abide by it, until deeds of darkness
like the one we now lament shall no longer mar our institutions
and blacken our history.”
But the crowd felt rightly. They saw Gerrit Smith and me go off
arm in arm to hold a consultation, and, two and two, they
followed us. Glorious mob! unlike that of 1834, they felt for
the poor slave, and they wished his freedom. Accordingly, at
nine o’clock that evening, while the court was in session trying
Jerry for more than his life, for his liberty, the mob without
threw stones into the window, one of which came so near to the
judge that, in undignified haste, he suddenly rose and adjourned
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the courts. In an hour from that time, the mob, through certain
stalwart fellows whom the Government have never had the pleasure
of catching, broke open the door and the side of the building
where Jerry was, put out the lights, took him out in triumph,
and bore him away where the slave-catchers never after saw him.
The Marshal of the United States, who had him in custody, was
so frightened that he fled in female attire: brave man!
According to the Fugitive Law, he had to pay Jerry’s master one
thousand dollars; for so the law expressly ordains.
An assistant Marshal, who was aiding this one, fired a pistol
when entrée was first made. He injured no one, but a stout stick
struck his arm and broke it. Escaping out of a window soon after,
he broke the same arm again, poor man! These two were not like
a Marshal in Troy, in the same State, who, rather than capture
a slave, resigned his office.
The papers in the interest of the Government, in publishing an
account of this affair, connected my name with it in a most
prominent manner. The Marshal with broken arm was especially
commended to my tender regard. The Government, under the advice
of Daniel Webster (whose Christianity, I find, is highly lauded
in this country; it was always a res non in his own), ordered
all the parties, directly or indirectly engaged in the rescuing
of Jerry, to be put on trial for treason! For it was the doctrine
of Mr. Webster and Mr. Fillmore, that opposition to the Slave
Law was “treason, and drew after it all the consequences of
treason.” I knew enough to understand that one of the
“consequences drawn after treason” is a hempen rope. I had
already become hopeless of doing more in my native country; I
had already determined to go to Canada. Now, however, matters
became urgent. I could die; but was it duty? I could not remain
in that country without repeating my connection with or
participating in such an affair as I was then guilty of. If I
did my duty by my fellow men, in that country, I must go to
prison, perhaps; certainly, if the Government had their way, to
the gallows. If I did not, I must go to perdition. Betwixt the
two, my election was made. But then, what must become of my
family, both as to their bread in my then circumstances, and as
to their liberty in such a country? Recollecting that I had
already my wife’s consent (without which I could not take any
important step of the sort) to go to Canada, I concluded that I
must go immediately. I went; and a month or two after, my family
followed: since which time we have each and severally been, con
amore, the most loyal and grateful of British subjects.
Jerry lived at Kingston, Canada, until the latter part of 1853,
when he died, a free man, by virtue of living in British soil.
The courts would not entertain the charge of treason against
those accused in this case, from its manifest absurdity. They
did hold, however, that they had broken the Fugitive Law, and
must be tried for that. Luckily, but one person who was accused
was ever convicted. He died before the court, in its
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mercilessness, could wreak its full vengeance upon him. He was
innocent; I know.
When the accused were summoned to Auburn, twenty-six miles from
Syracuse, to attend trial, the Railway Company provided
carriages for the accused and their wives, gratis. Returning
from Auburn, several of those ladies were in the large carriage
into which the Government prosecutor entered. They unanimously
requested his departure. They afterwards made up a purse of
thirty pieces of silver, of the smallest coin of the country,
and presented to him — wages of iniquity and treachery. The
chains (which I helped to file off) of Jerry were packed in a
neat mahogany box, and sent to President Fillmore. The Hon. W.
Seward voluntarily became bail for the accused. He has been
Governor of his native State. He is now one of its senators.
This, however, is his highest honour. So he esteems it.
In conclusion I beg to say, that the passage of the Nebraska
Bill, and the outrages following it under sanction of the
Government in Kansas, but confirms the opinion I formed four
years ago, as to the impossibility — by any means now extant,
and they are as wise as human ingenuity can invent — of reforming
that country. The Government is too much at the mercy of 62,000
slaveholders; the people are too well content to let things
remain as they are — the Churches, generally, cling with too
great tenacity to their time-honoured pollutions to admit of any
prospect of reformation at present, while the gloomiest future
seems to overhang the country. The only hopeful spot in the
American horizon is the growing, advancing attitude of the black
people. From the whites, as a whole, I see no hopes. In the
blacks I see some precious vigorous germs springing from seeds
formerly sown, watered by many cries and tears, nourished by
many prayers — the seed-sowing of Richard Allen and John
Gloucester, Thomas Sipkins, Peter Williams, George Hogarth,
Samuel Todd and William Hamilton, James Forten and Theodore
Sedgewick Wright, among the departed; of Jehiel C. Beeman,
Samuel E. Cornish, James William Charles Pennington, Christopher
Rush, William Whipper, Timothy Eato, M.M. Clarke, Stephen Smith,
and others, among the older living; the latter of whom have been
permitted to outlive the darkness of a past and see the light
enjoyed by the present generation.
God grant that right may prevail, and that all things shall
further his glory!
...
I made my entrée into Canada, as a resident and a fugitive, in
October, 1851, at Montreal. I had been to Queenstown, Windsor,
and Kingston, as well as Niagara Falls, at various times within
eleven years, as a mere visitor, then little dreaming of the
necessity of my going as a settler. After spending a very few
days at Montreal, I ascended the St. Lawrence, to Kingston;
thence by Lake Ontario to Toronto, my present residence. It is
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impossible to convey to an English reader anything like a just
idea of the St. Lawrence River scenery in October. This is my
third autumn in Europe; but never, in the British Isles, did I
witness such splendour of landscape as that river presents, in
autumn. The river is large and majestic — near Montreal, where
the placid Ottawa empties itself, it is most magnificent. The
Ottawa, as smooth as a polished mirror, opening its ample mouth
to the width of a lake, gently glides into the St. Lawrence; the
latter with a quiet dignity receiving the tribute of the former,
as an empress would graciously accept the homage of a courtier,
rolling downward towards the gulf, as if created on purpose to
convey to the ocean the tributes and the trusts committed to it,
and as if amply powerful to bear both the honour and the burden.
But going upwards, while the St. Lawrence is large and noble
enough, it frequently is compressed into a comparatively small
size, and falls over cascades. The steamers, however, are
accommodated with canals, which admit of the continuance of
navigation with but little interruption. At times, the St.
Lawrence takes the form of a wide bay, studded with tiny islets,
and the latter most densely covered with foliage — which, in
early autumn, after the first few touches of the hoar frost,
assume the most gorgeously brilliant hues. The intensest
crimson, the deepest brown, the most glowing lemon colour, with
occasional intermixtures of the unchanging foliage of the
evergreens, and some intermediate colours, give these islets and
these bays the appearance of immense vases filled with bouquets
of unspeakable beauty and of most imposing grandeur. Those who
have seen the representation of the brightness and charms of
North American autumnal foliage, in Mr. Friend’s panorama, may
feel assured that it is not in the least exaggerated or
overdrawn. I doubt if a more delightful autumnal voyage can be
made in North America, than that from Montreal to Kingston; nor
do I think that any season presents so many and so varied
attractions to the lover of the picturesque in nature, even
there, as does early autumn.
The banks of the St. Lawrence are cultivated to a considerable
extent; and that cultivation both bespeaks the industry and
enterprise of the yeoman, and the profit of living on the great
watery highway to the ocean, and near to large and populous
growing towns. Beautiful fields of early-sown wheat show
themselves at intervals all along our way; neat, and in some
cases elegant, farm houses, in the midst of orchards or
ornamental trees, and nice rustic gardens, lent not a little to
the beauty and interest of the scenery: and before I knew it, I
was preferring the right hand — the British — side of the St.
Lawrence, and concluding that on that side things were most
inviting, and trying to reason myself into the belief of this
with a sort of patriotic feeling to which all my life before I
had been a stranger, and concerning which I had been a sceptic.
Why had I interest in the British side of the noble St. Lawrence?
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What gave me a fellow feeling with those inhabitants? Simply the
fact, that that country had become to me, in a sense in which
no country ever was before, my own, and those people my fellow
citizens.
After a most delightful passage of two days, I arrived at
Toronto. I then renewed acquaintance, formerly made, with Thomas
F. Cary, Esq., one of the sincerest, most generous, practical
friends I ever had the honour to call by that endearing name.
The Rev. J. Roaf, whom I had formerly met in New York, took me
by the hand, as he is ever ready to do in the case of the outcast.
Through the kindness of this gentleman I was introduced to the
Anti-Slavery Society of Canada, of which the Rev. Dr. Willis was
and is President. Thus Mr. Roaf laid me under a twofold
obligation, which I never can cancel, and never forget — that
for his personal kindness, and that for affording me the honour
and pleasure of the acquaintance, ripened into friendship (if
the Doctor will allow me to say so), of the Rev. Michael Willis,
D.D.
By the advice of these gentlemen and their colleagues in the
Anti-Slavery Committee, I began to lecture in Canada, and
finally became the agent of the Canadian Anti-Slavery Society.
While in this service, it was my duty to travel all over the
country, giving facts touching American slavery, seeking to
awaken an interest against slavery in Canada, asking aid and
kindness towards such fugitives as needed help, forming
auxiliary societies, seeking to show the influence correct
sentiment in Canada might have upon the adjoining States, and
doing all that could be done, by advice, encouragement, and any
other means, to promote the development, the progress, all the
best moral and material interests, of the coloured people. What
I saw, and how I saw it, while thus engaged, shall be the theme
of this part of this volume.
At first sight, one would scarcely allow that anti-slavery
labours were needed in a free British colony: most persons think
so. The remark was frequently made to me, when proposing a
meeting, or when speaking of the subject. But it is to be
remembered, that Canada lies immediately next the States of
Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and
Michigan, to go no further westward. These States produce some
of the boldest pro-slavery politicians, some of the guiltiest
of slavery’s abettors, some of the most heretical of slavery’s
pulpit parasites; and it is sorrowful to add, some of the most
successful in their several pro-slavery pursuits, that ever
disgraced a free country, or desecrated free institutions, or
belied our holy religion and its Author. Their history is not
only contemporaneous with the history of Northern proslaveryism, but part and parcel of it. It is easy to see that a
large population, infected with a sympathy for the slaveholder,
upon our very border, must either have a serious effect upon us,
in corrupting us, or we must exert a good influence upon them,
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provided we be, as we should be, thoroughly and incorruptibly
and actively anti-slavery. Unfortunately, the former is the
fact, and not the latter.
Besides, there is a vast amount of intercourse with the
adjoining States, and a great deal of traffic, and Canadians
travel extensively in the States, as do the people of the States
in Canada. Thus the spread of slaveholding predilections is both
favoured and facilitated; and, what is more, there is abundant
evidence
that
some
Americans
industriously
use
these
opportunities for the purpose of giving currency to their own
notions. Moreover, in various parts of Canada Yankees have
settled, and for miles around them the poison of their proslavery influence is felt. Some of them do not scruple to make
known their desire to see Canada a part of the Union, and thus
brought under the control of the slave power, and made a park
for slaveholders to hunt human deer in. In the time of the
Rebellion these things were said without concealment; and I have
known cases where Yankees, living in Canada for fifteen years,
have shown themselves hostile to our Sovereign and our free
institutions until they-wanted office, and then, all at once,
they took the oath of allegiance!
It is not to be forgotten, on the other hand, that in the States
bordering upon us are some of the most thorough out-spoken
abolitionists in the American Union. Having had the honour of
being one of their humblest coadjutors, I could bear testimony
to their zeal and trueness; and I felt, in living so near them,
I was not entirely separated from them, though in another
country, so far as political relations were concerned. I knew
very well, and so did the society, that co-operation and
sympathy with these benevolent men and women was an object well
worthy of our labours. Our fugitives passed through their hands.
They conducted the underground railway. The goods were consigned
to us. When they reached us they ceased to be goods, and became
men instanter. For that purpose they sent them; for that purpose
we received them. On that account they rejoiced in the true
practical freedom of our country; on that account we deemed it
a mercy to be permitted to live in such a country. They wrought
and rejoiced on one side of the line; we did the same on the
other side of the line. We were yokefellows, why should we not
recognize each other as such? We did; we do yet. They attend our
annual anti-slavery gatherings, we attend theirs.
But I may as well come to some more unwelcome facts, showing the
need of anti-slavery labour in Canada. I class them under two
heads — 1st, Pro-slavery feeling; and, 2nd, Negro-hate.
1. I do not now speak of Yankee settlers, visitors, or
travellers: enough has been said of them. I now speak of Britishborn subjects, who in Canada exhibit these two sentiments in a
manner that no Yankee can excel. There are men and women in our
midst who justify slavery, out and out. Some of these were
heretofore planters in the West Indies. The victims of their
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former power being translated by the law of 1834 into freemen,
they never can forgive Lord Grey, Lord Derby, nor the British
Cabinet and the British people, for the demanding, advocacy, and
passing, of that law. Their property, their power, their wealth
in human beings, are all gone, or nearly so. They are almost all
of them friends of slavery, or enemies of the Negro, or both.
Others were slaveholders aforetime in the United States.
Circumstances of one sort and another have induced them to
change their residences, and they now abide in our midst,
participating in our freedom, and seeming to enjoy it; but they
cannot forget the “leeks and the onions” of that Egypt in which
they once luxuriated as small-sized, very small, Pharaohs. They
are not wont to say a great deal about it, for that is not
exactly the latitude for the popularity of such sentiments; but
they say enough to show who and what they are. And, “tell it not
in Gath!” some of both these classes of Canadian slaveocrats are
coloured men!
Another class were poor in former days, and, going out to seek
their fortunes, alighted upon Southern plantations, where they
found lucrative employment, in slave-driving; or they have
contracted
marriage
alliances
with
the
daughters
of
slaveholders, and thus become sons-in-law and brothers-in-law
to slaveholders and to slavery. Such self-seeking, pelf-seeking,
devotees of the institution, are always the most clamorous in
its behalf. These obey this rule with all their might.
Others still — like many, too many, Englishmen — without direct
or indirect, present or past, interest in slavery, have
travelled in the South; and, belonging to that extremely clever
class of persons who possess the extraordinary facility of going
through a country with both eyes wide open, and seeing nothing
but just what they wish to see, return ignorant of any evils in
slavery. “Fat, sleek, well contented slaves,” were the only ones
they saw. There were none but the kindest masters in any part
of the country through which they travelled. They cannot
distinctly remember to have heard of a slave auction, of the
separation of a slave family, of a case of severe flogging, of
a chained coffle gang, of murder, incest, fornication or
adultery, during all the tour: in fact, they cannot believe that
such things do occur! Slavery, in their eyes — sightless eyes,
in chosen circumstances — is a very innocent, happy affair.
True, they never wore the yoke, they never even tasted any of
those sweets which they are sure were from necessity in slavery;
but they know (that is, they know nothing) and are prepared to
testify (albeit their testimony is good for nothing) that
slavery is only bad, if bad at all, either in the exaggerated
view of the abolitionists, or as the result of the exasperations
of the amiable slaveholders by the intermeddling of the
abolitionists. Yes, our sacred soil is polluted by the unholy
tread of pro-slavery men. Fortunately, but few of them, so far
as I know, are ministers of the gospel. Two bishops, one a Roman
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Catholic and the other an Episcopalian, have the name of it. I
doubt if they are falsely charged; but still I cannot say,
certainly. Some, I know, are very chary of doing anything
against slavery. I know of one, an Englishman, in Hamilton (the
Yankeeist town in Canada), who is especially cautious; and
another, a Scotchman, “canny” to the last degree, lest he should
be suspected of anti-slaveryism. And fame says — no, it was a
doctor of divinity who told me — that there is at least one now
in Toronto, who was once in Hamilton, who favours the proslavery side of the case. But the very difficulty I have in
recollecting these few, after having travelled all over the
colony, shows that, with us, anti-slavery is the rule, proslavery the exception, in our clergy-men, while in the States
the converse is true. That is something. But I shall not leave
this truth, so gloriously creditable to the ministry of my
adopted country, to be merely inferred from the foregoing. I
shall by and by have the great pleasure of asserting it in direct
terms, as I do now by implication.
2. Canadian Negro-haters are the very worst of their class. I
know of none so contemptible. I say this in justice to the
Americans from whom I have suffered, in the States, and to whom
I have very freely alluded; and in justice, too, to such Yankees
as are now resident in Canada. And I beg to say, that I write
no more freely than I have spoken, to the very faces of those I
am now describing.
This feeling abounds most among the native Canadians, who, as a
rule, are the lowest, the least educated, of all the white
population. Like the same class in England, and like the
ancestors of the Americans, they have not the training of
gentlemen, are not accustomed to genteel society, and, as a
consequence, know but little, next to nothing, of what are
liberal enlightened views and genteel behaviour. Having no
social standing such as gentlemen feel the necessity of
maintaining, they suffer nothing from doing an ungentlemanly
deed; and having neither a high aim nor a high standard of social
behaviour, they seem to be, and in fact are, quite content to
remain as they are. It is obvious, too, that such a class will
maintain a poor petty jealousy towards those coming into the
country who give any signs of prospering, especially if they
are, from colour or what not, objects of dislike. In saying this
feeling abounds most among native Canadians of the lower order,
I do not mean that it is confined to them; nor do I mean to say
that it is universal, without exception, even among this class
— others exhibit it, and some of that class are among the freest
from it. Still, its chief seat is in their bosoms. A few facts
will make my meaning more clear.
In many cases, a black person travelling, whatever may be his
style and however respectable his appearance, will be denied a
seat at table d’hôte at a country inn, or on a steamer; and in
a case or two coming under my own observation, such have been
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denied any sort of entertainment whatever. A gentleman of my
acquaintance,81 driving a good pair of horses, and travelling at
leisure, with his ladylike wife, was one night, in the winter
of 1851-52, denied admittance at some dozen public taverns. His
lady, being of lighter complexion than himself, on one or two
occasions was admitted, and was comfortably seated by the fire,
and politely treated — until her darker-skinned husband came in,
and then, there was no room for either. It was a bitterly cold
night; and being treated —maltreated— after this manner until
nearly midnight, they were at length obliged to accept of a room
in which they could sit up all night.
In December, 1851, a black man arrived at Hamilton. He proposed
going into an omnibus, to ride up from the wharf at which he
landed, to Week’s Hotel. The servants on the omnibus declared
it was full. This being false, and it being pointed out to them,
they declared the empty seats were engaged to persons whom they
were to take up on the way. After the black had been refused a
passage in the omnibus, numbers of whites were freely admitted
— in fact, solicited to enter it. The Negro had no means of
getting up with his luggage until a kind-hearted Irishman took
him in his waggon. Upon reaching Week’s Hotel, he applied for
lodging, but was distinctly refused a bed, solely on the ground
of his colour. Such were Mr. Week’s express orders.82
Some six months after that, I heard of the destruction of a large
amount of Week’s property by fire, without shedding a single
tear! Two cases like these I have not known in the States for
twenty years. While these Canadian tavern-keepers have been
apeing the bad character of their Yankee neighbours, they have
not participated in some better influences on this subject,
which the repeated droppings of the anti-slavery streamlet have
caused to take place on the Yankee rock of Negro-hate. In that
respect Canadian is beneath and behind Yankee feeling.
The instances which have come before me of such occurrences at
taverns would be too numerous to mention. I will give two
steamboat cases, of many. A gentleman of colour,83 who graduated
at King’s College (now the university) at Toronto, was going to
Kingston. He took a first class ticket, and was accordingly
entitled to first class fare. When the dinner bell rang, he
presented himself at the table. He was forbidden to sit down.
He paid no attention to the prohibition, and was about sitting
down, when the captain approached him menacingly, and was about
to draw the chair from under him; when the black drew another
chair, knocked the captain down, and then sat down and eat his
dinner in peace. On their arrival at Kingston the captain
complained of him for assault; and he of the captain, for
interference with his rights. The Court fined-the black
gentleman five pounds and the captain twenty. And here is the
grand difference betwixt Yankee and Canadian Negro-hate — the
81. Mr. Peter O’Banyon.
82. The black person is the Writer.
83. Peter Galego, Esq.
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former is sanctioned by the laws and the courts, the latter is
not. In either of the tavern cases to which reference has been
made, the parties could have had legal redress. In my own case,
I went to a law office, and looked up the law upon the subject,
and found it as plain as daylight; but I did not prosecute.
The other steamboat case was that of a coloured woman, with her
sister and three children, coming to Canada from New York State,
in 1851. The brutal captain, a Scotchman, by the name of Ker,
refused them a seat anywhere else save on the deck, and refused
even to take money from them for a cabin passage. His lying plea
was, that it would be offensive to the passengers. Every one of
them distinctly denied it, and, what is more, another coloured
lady, with her husband, had and enjoyed a cabin passage! Tell
me not that I speak too strongly about this case. The woman is
my wife, the children ours! God forgive Captain Ker! I was
stating this case one night in a lecture, and afterwards learned
that among my hearers were several of the relatives of this same
recreant Scotchman. Glad was I that the case was told so near
home.
From this date forward the Reverend Samuel Joseph May would sponsor annual “Jerry Celebrations” in an
attempt to make this blow for freedom of as great significance to Americans as the Boston Tea Party
(vindication of “eternal principles of Right” being considered, according to the Reverend’s idiosyncratic and
perhaps even un-USer sense of values, “more valuable than tea”).
The 1st Hawaiian stamps were issued.
HENRY WILLIAMS

October 1, Wednesday: 5 P m Just put a fugitive slave who has taken the name of Henry Williams into
the cars for Canada. He escaped from Stafford County Virginia to Boston last October, has been in Shadracks
place at the Cornhill Coffee-house–had been corresponding through an agent with his master who is his father
about buying–himself–his master asking $600 but he having been able to raise only $500.– heard that there
were writs out for two Williamses fugitives–and was informed by his fellow servants & employer that
Augerhole Burns & others of the police had called for him when he was out. Accordingly fled to Concord last
night on foot–bringing a letter to our family from Mr Lovejoy of Cambridge–& another which Garrison had
formerly given him on another occasion.
He lodged with us & waited in the house till funds were collected with which to forward him. Intended to
despatch him at noon through to Burlington–but when I went to buy his ticket saw one at the Depot who looked
& behaved so much like a Boston policeman, that I did not venture that time.
An intelligent and very well behaved man–a mullatto.
There is art to be used not only in selecting wood for a withe but in using it. Birch withes are twisted, I suppose
in order that the fibres may be less abruptly bent–or is it only by accident that they are twisted?
The slave said he could guide himself by many other stars than the north star whose rising & setting he knew–
They steered for the north star even when it had got round and appeared to them to be in the south.
They frequently followed the telegraph when there was no railroad. The slaves bring many superstitions
from Africa. The fugitives sometimes superstitiously carry a turf in their hats thinking that their successs
depends on it.
These days when the trees have put on their autumnal tints are the gala days of the year–when the very foliage
of trees is colored like a blossom– It is a proper time for a yearly festival–an agricultural show.
Candlelight To Conantum– The moon not quite half full.84 The twilight is much shorter now than a month
ago, probably as the atmosphere is clearer and there is less to reflect the light. The air is cool & the ground also

84. The almanac shows October 1st to be the night of the half-full moon.
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feels cold under my feet as if the grass were wet with dew which is not yet the case. I go through Wheelers
cornfield in the twilight, where the stalks are bleached almost white–and his tops are still stacked along the edge
of the field. The moon is not far up above the southwestern horizon. Looking west at this hour the earth is an
unvaried undistinguishable black in contrast with the twilight sky. It is as if you were walking in night up to
your chin. There is no wind stirring. An oak tree in Hubbard’s pasture stands absolutely motionless and dark
against the sky. The crickets sound farther off or fainter at this season as if they had gone deeper into the sod to
avoid the cold. There are no crickets heard on the alders on the causeway. The moon looks colder in the water.
There is a great change between this and my last moon light walk– I experience a comfortable warmth when I
approach the south side of a dry wood–which keeps off the cooler air and also retains some of the warmth of
day. The voices of travellers in the road are heard afar over the fields. even to Conantum house. The moon is
too far west to be seen reflected in the river at Tupelo cliff–but the stars are reflected– The river is a dark mirror
with bright points feebly fluctuating– I smell the bruised horsemint which I cannot see while I sit on the brown
rocks by the shore. I see the glow-worm under the damp cliff– No whippoorwills [Whip-poor-will
Caprimulgus vociferus] are heard tonight–and scarcely a note of any other bird. At 8 o’clock the fogs have
begun which with the shining on them look like cobwebs or thin white veils spread over the earth– They are
the dreams or visions of the meadow.
The second growth of the white-pine is probably softer & more beautiful than the primitive forest ever afforded.
The primitive forest is more grand with its bare mossy stems and ragged branches, but exhibits no such masses
of green needles trembling in the light.
The elms are generally of a dirty or brownish yellow now

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

1852
July 5: At an anti-slavery celebration of the Declaration of Independence, at Abington, Friend Ann Preston’s “The
Fugitive Slave Bill” was sung. The first line of this was “We’ve woven now our crime of shame — no words
our guilt may speak.” This would be one of the pieces included in a broadside soon printed in Boston by
Prentiss & Sawyer.

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
July 5, day: Frederick Douglass delivered an address at Corinthian Hall in Rochester NY repudiating our
national Declaration of Independence as a foundational document that could pertain only to those Americans

who had the good fortune to be born entirely white. He needed to take this tack because although this text of
human freedom as originally reported to “the representatives of the United states of America, in General
Congress Assembled” on June 28, 1776 had contained the following valid declaration in regard to our right
to free ourselves from the treatment meted out to us by King George III of England,
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he has waged cruel war against human nature itself, violating its most
sacred rights of life and liberty in the persons of a distant people who
never offended him, captivating & carrying them into slavery in another
hemisphere or to incur miserable death in their transportation thither.
This piratical warfare, the opprobrium of infidel powers, is the warfare
of the Christian king of Great Britain. Determined to keep open a
market where Men should be bought & sold, he has prostituted his
negative for suppressing every legislative attempt to prohibit or to
restrain this execrable commerce. And that this assemblage of horrors
might want no fact of distinguished die, he is now exciting those very
people to rise in arms among us, and to purchase that liberty of which
he has deprived them, by murdering the people on whom he also
obtruded them: thus paying off former crimes committed against the
Liberties of one people, with crimes which he urges them to commit
against the lives of another.
this portion had been omitted by the white delegates in their process of reconsideration of the document.
Had they not expunged such a peroration, the representatives obviously had brought themselves to recognize,
it would have rendered this new continental government liable to the same course of action in the future,
on the part of its own black slaves, which these white men were then contemplating in their own honorific
rebellion against their white king. This clause of the document would have come to constitute a perfect
legitimation for further rebelliousness, would have come to be available to such a personage as Douglass:
a righteous war between the enslaved and enslaving races would have been constructed in our originary
document as being quite as legitimate as that earlier revolution of the whites against their white overlord.
But no, they had been most careful to purge from that document such a section useful to a later generation
of freedom fighters of another hue!

Now, it has ever been presumed that the above challenging paragraph about human freedom was something
that was being created by Thomas Jefferson the believer in freedom, during his midnight-oil musings,
something which would then need to be voided in its entirety by the other delegates to the congress because
they were not so firm in their belief in human freedom as was Founding Father Jefferson the sole author of the
Declaration of Independence.
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But my intent here is to inquire as to how we know this to be the correct reconstruction of the course of events.

THOMAS JEFFERSON
Bear in mind, Jefferson is the guy who would become so horrified at the idea of miscegenation between the
races, that he would be ready to contemplate the killing of white women in Virginia who were guilty of bearing
racially tainted children — and such children with them. Bear in mind, Jefferson as President, when later faced
by a 2d American revolution, a revolution by black slaves on the Caribbean Island of Haiti, would become so
horrified as to place that sugar island under an absolute embargo, directly transforming it by US policy from
the richest “Pearl of the Antilles” into the sort of pesthole it is today. Was this the Virginia slavemaster who
actually espoused the attitudes shown in the paragraph above?
We know very well that Jefferson was not actually having quite as much to do with the drafting of the
Declaration of Independence, as his posterity now chooses to remember. For instance, on the wall of the
Jefferson Memorial in Washington DC we have carved a truncated version of the last paragraph of the
Declaration and yet as we are well aware those words would be inserted primarily during the revision process,
as a generally sponsored replacement for other text which Jefferson had sponsored. Also, we know that at the
point at which Jefferson would begin to take sole credit for the Declaration, he would have become an old gent
whose desire it was to be remembered for this creation of this foundational document, an octogenarian survivor
whose grand claims could no longer easily be contested. He would have become able conveniently to forget
that, at the time of enactment, he had been protesting that the other delegates were “mutilating” his work.
He would have become able conveniently to forget how much editorial guidance he had been receiving,
beforehand, from other members of the drafting committee. He would chose not to recall that he had been sent
off to write his draft with a list of detailed instructions — would choose to remember instead that these others
had subsequently made but “two or three” minor changes in his draft!
I would like to suggest that we may be quite mistaken in presuming it to have been Jefferson who wrote the
above paragraph about freedom for slaves, and in presuming that the better judgment of the other delegates
over-rode his convictions in this area. It may well have been, instead, that this paragraph about the horror of
slavery reflects instructions given by other drafters to Jefferson, which this slavemaster and other slavemasters
would finally succeed in overcoming. —That alternate, unconsidered interpretation is a possibility which is
definitely more compatible with a Jefferson who would later express such a horror of miscegenation, and
demonstrate such mistrust in the processes of freedom in Haiti.
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During this year 1852, be it noted, one of this Jefferson’s sons, Eston, was moving with his wife Julia to
Madison in the Wisconsin territory, and was there beginning to give his name as “E.H. Jefferson.” He was not
announcing to anyone in this new venue that Thomas “Liberty Means I Get To Fuck You” Jefferson had been
his biological father. The very light-skinned Eston had become, in the western territory, a white man, and
entitled to all the rights and privileges of same. (Eventually, one of this Eston Hemings Jefferson’s great-greatgrandsons, named John Jefferson, would be submitting to a blood test, which would in recent years reveal the
direct link with the Y chromosome of the unbroken lineage of white Jefferson males, thus proving beyond all
reasonable doubt that President Jefferson actually had after the death of his wife sired at least one child,
and probably all her children, upon his house slave Sally Hemings.)

What to the Slave is the Fourth of July?
Extract from an Oration, at Rochester, July 5, 1852
Fellow-Citizens — Pardon me, and allow me to ask, why am I called upon to speak here to-day? What have I, or
those I represent, to do with your national independence? Are the great principles of political freedom and of
natural justice, embodied in that Declaration of Independence, extended to us? and am I, therefore, called upon
to bring our humble offering to the national altar, and to confess the benefits, and express devout gratitude for the
blessings, resulting from your independence to us?
Would to God, both for your sakes and ours, that an affirmative answer could be truthfully returned to these
questions! Then would my task be light, and my burden easy and delightful. For who is there so cold that a
nation’s sympathy could not warm him? Who so obdurate and dead to the claims of gratitude, that would not
thankfully acknowledge such priceless benefits? Who so stolid and selfish, that would not give his voice to swell
the hallelujahs of a nation’s jubilee, when the chains of servitude had been torn from his limbs? I am not that man.
In a case like that, the dumb might eloquently speak, and the “lame man leap as an hart.”
But, such is not the state of the case. I say it with a sad sense of the disparity between us. I am not included within
the pale of this glorious anniversary! Your high independence only reveals the immeasurable distance between
us. The blessings in which you this day rejoice, are not enjoyed in common. The rich inheritance of justice,
liberty, prosperity, and independence, bequeathed by your fathers, is shared by you, not by me. The sunlight that
brought life and healing to you, has brought stripes and death to me. This Fourth of July is yours, not mine. You
may rejoice, I must mourn. To drag a man in fetters into the grand illuminated temple of liberty, and call upon
him to join you in joyous anthems, were inhuman mockery and sacrilegious irony. Do you mean, citizens, to
mock me, by asking me to speak to-day? If so, there is a parallel to your conduct. And let me warn you that it is
dangerous to copy the example of a nation whose crimes, towering up to heaven, were thrown down by the breath
of the Almighty, burying that nation in irrecoverable ruin! I can to-day take up the plaintive lament of a peeled
and woe-smitten people.
“By the rivers of Babylon, there we sat down. Yea! we wept when we remembered Zion. We hanged our harps
upon the willows in the midst thereof. For there, they that carried us away captive, required of us a song; and they
who wasted us required of us mirth, saying, Sing us one of the songs of Zion. How can we sing the Lord’s song
in a strange land? If I forget thee, O Jerusalem, let my right hand forget her cunning. If I do not remember thee,
let my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth.”
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Fellow-citizens, above your national, tumultous [sic] joy, I hear the mournful wail of millions, whose chains,
heavy and grievous yesterday, are to-day rendered more intolerable by the jubilant shouts that reach them. If I do
forget, if I do not faithfully remember those bleeding children of sorrow this day, “may my right hand forget her
cunning, and may my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth!” To forget them, to pass lightly over their wrongs,
and to chime in with the popular theme, would be treason most scandalous and shocking, and would make me a
reproach before God and the world. My subject, then, fellow-citizens, is AMERICAN SLAVERY. I shall see this
day and its popular characteristics from the slave’s point of view. Standing there, identified with the American
bondman, making his wrongs mine, I do not hesitate to declare, with all my soul, that the character and conduct
of this nation never looked blacker to me than on this Fourth of July. Whether we turn to the declarations of the
past, or to the professions of the present, the conduct of the nation seems equally hideous and revolting. America
is false to the past, false to the present, and solemnly binds herself to be false to the future. Standing with God
and the crushed and bleeding slave on this occasion, I will, in the name of humanity which is outraged, in the
name of liberty which is fettered, in the name of the constitution and the bible, which are disregarded and
trampled upon, dare to call in question and to denounce, with all the emphasis I can command, everything that
serves to perpetuate slavery — the great sin and shame of America! “I will not equivocate; I will not excuse;” I
will use the severest language I can command; and yet not one word shall escape me that any man, whose
judgment is not blinded by prejudice, or who is not at heart a slaveholder, shall not confess to be right and just.
But I fancy I hear some one of my audience say, it is just in this circumstance that you and your brother
abolitionists fail to make a favorable impression on the public mind. Would you argue more, and denounce less,
would you persuade more and rebuke less, your cause would be much more likely to succeed. But, I submit,
where all is plain there is nothing to be argued. What point in the anti-slavery creed would you have me argue?
On what branch of the subject do the people of this country need light? Must I undertake to prove that the slave
is a man? That point is conceded already. Nobody doubts it. The slaveholders themselves acknowledge it in the
enactment of laws for their government. They acknowledge it when they punish disobedience on the part of the
slave. There are seventy-two crimes in the state of Virginia, which, if committed by a black man (no matter how
ignorant he be), subject him to the punishment of death; while only two of these same crimes will subject a white
man to the like punishment. What is this but the acknowledgement [sic] that the slave is a moral, intellectual, and
responsible being. The manhood of the slave is conceded. It is admitted in the fact that southern statute books are
covered with enactments forbidding, under severe fines and penalties, the teaching of the slave to read or write.
When you can point to any such laws, in reference to the beasts of the field, then I may consent to argue the
manhood of the slave. When the dogs in your streets, when the fowls of the air, when the cattle on your hills,
when the fish of the sea, and the reptiles that crawl, shall be unable to distinguish the slave from a brute, then will
I argue with you that the slave is a man!
For the present, it is enough to affirm the equal manhood of the Negro race. Is it not astonishing that, while we
are plowing, planting, and reaping, using all kinds of mechanical tools, erecting houses, constructing bridges,
building ships, working in metals of brass, iron, copper, silver, and gold; that, while we are reading, writing, and
cyphering [sic], acting as clerks, merchants, and secretaries, having among us lawyers, doctors, ministers, poets,
authors, editors, orators, and teachers; that, while we are engaged in all manner of enterprises common to other
men — digging gold in California, capturing the whale in the Pacific, feeding sheep and cattle on the hillside,
living, moving, acting, thinking, planning, living in families as husbands, wives, and children, and, above all,
confessing and worshiping the Christian’s God, and looking hopefully for life and immortality beyond the grave
— we are called upon to prove that we are men!
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Would you have me argue that man is entitled to liberty? that he is the rightful owner of his own body? You have
already declared it. Must I argue the wrongfulness of slavery? Is that a question for republicans? Is it to be settled
by the rules of logic and argumentation, as a matter beset with great difficulty, involving a doubtful application
of the principle of justice, hard to be understood? How should I look to-day in the presence of Americans,
dividing and subdividing a discourse, to show that men have a natural right to freedom, speaking of it relatively
and positively, negatively and affirmatively? To do so, would be to make myself ridiculous, and to offer an insult
to your understanding. There is not a man beneath the canopy of heaven that does not know that slavery is wrong
for him.
What! am I to argue that it is wrong to make men brutes, to rob them of their liberty, to work them without wages,
to keep them ignorant of their relations to their fellow-men, to beat them with sticks, to flay their flesh with the
lash, to load their limbs with irons, to hunt them with dogs, to sell them at auction, to sunder their families, to
knock out their teeth, to burn their flesh, to starve them into obedience and submission to their masters? Must I
argue that a system, thus marked with blood and stained with pollution, is wrong? No; I will not. I have better
employment for my time and strength than such arguments would imply.
What, then, remains to be argued? Is it that slavery is not divine; that God did not establish it; that our doctors of
divinity are mistaken? There is blasphemy in the thought. That which is inhuman cannot be divine. Who can
reason on such a proposition! They that can, may! I cannot. The time for such argument is past.
At a time like this, scorching irony, not convincing argument, is needed. Oh! had I the ability, and could I reach
the nation’s ear, I would to-day pour out a fiery stream of biting ridicule, blasting reproach, withering sarcasm,
and stern rebuke. For it is not light that is needed, but fire; it is not the gentle shower, but thunder. We need the
storm, the whirlwind, and the earthquake. The feeling of the nation must be quickened; the conscience of the
nation must be roused; the propriety of the nation must be startled; the hypocrisy of the nation must be exposed;
and its crimes against God and man must be proclaimed and denounced.
What to the American slave is your Fourth of July? I answer, a day that reveals to him, more than all other days
in the year, the gross injustice and cruelty to which he is the constant victim. To him, your celebration is a sham;
your boasted liberty, an unholy license; your national greatness, swelling vanity; your sounds of rejoicing are
empty and heartless; your denunciations of tyrants, brass-fronted impudence; your shouts of liberty and equality,
hollow mockery; your prayers and hymns, your sermons and thanksgivings, with all your religious parade and
solemnity, are to him mere bombast, fraud, deception, impiety, and hypocrisy — a thin veil to cover up crimes
which would disgrace a nation of savages. There is not a nation on the earth guilty of practices more shocking
and bloody, than are the people of these United States, at this very hour.
Go where you may, search where you will, roam through all the monarchies and despotisms of the old world,
travel through South America, search out every abuse, and when you have found the last, lay your facts by the
side of the every-day practices of this nation, and you will say with me, that, for revolting barbarity and shameless
hypocrisy, America reigns without a rival.

The Internal Slave Trade.
Extract from an Oration, at Rochester, July 5, 1852
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Take the American slave trade, which, we are told by the papers, is especially prosperous just now. Ex-senator
Benton tells us that the price of men was never higher than now. He mentions the fact to show that slavery is in
no danger. This trade is one of the peculiarities of American institutions. It is carried on in all the large towns and
cities in one-half of this confederacy; and millions are pocketed every year by dealers in this horrid traffic. In
several states this trade is a chief source of wealth. It is called (in contradistinction to the foreign slave trade) “the
internal slave trade.” It is, probably, called so, too, in order to divert from it the horror with which the foreign
slave trade is contemplated. That trade has long since been denounced by this government as piracy. It has been
denounced with burning words, from the high places of the nation, as an execrable traffic. To arrest it, to put an
end to it, this nation keeps a squadron, at immense cost, on the coast of Africa. Everywhere in this country, it is
safe to speak of this foreign slave trade as a most inhuman traffic, opposed alike to the laws of God and of man.
The duty to extirpate and destroy it is admitted even by our doctors of divinity. In order to put an end to it, some
of these last have consented that their colored brethren (nominally free) should leave this country, and establish
themselves on the western coast of Africa. It is, however, a notable fact, that, while so much execration is poured
out by Americans, upon those engaged in the foreign slave trade, the men engaged in the slave trade between the
states pass without condemnation, and their business is deemed honorable.
Behold the practical operation of this internal slave trade — the American slave trade sustained by American
politics and American religion! Here you will see men and women reared like swine for the market. You know
what is a swine-drover? I will show you a man-drover. They inhabit all our southern states. They perambulate the
country, and crowd the highways of the nation with droves of human stock. You will see one of these humanflesh-jobbers, armed with pistol, whip, and bowie-knife, driving a company of a hundred men, women, and
children, from the Potomac to the slave market at New Orleans. These wretched people are to be sold singly, or
in lots, to suit purchasers. They are food for the cotton-field and the deadly sugar-mill. Mark the sad procession
as it moves wearily along, and the inhuman wretch who drives them. Hear his savage yells and his blood-chilling
oaths, as he hurries on his affrighted captives. There, see the old man, with locks thinned and gray. Cast one
glance, if you please, upon that young mother, whose shoulders are bare to the scorching sun, her briny tears
falling on the brow of the babe in her arms. See, too, that girl of thirteen, weeping, yes, weeping, as she thinks of
the mother from whom she has been torn. The drove moves tardily. Heat and sorrow have nearly consumed their
strength. Suddenly you hear a quick snap, like the discharge of a rifle; the fetters clank, and the chain rattles
simultaneously; your ears are saluted with a scream that seems to have torn its way to the center of your soul. The
crack you heard was the sound of the slave whip; the scream you heard was from the woman you saw with the
babe. Her speed had faltered under the weight of her child and her chains; that gash on her shoulder tells her to
move on. Follow this drove to New Orleans. Attend the auction; see men examined like horses; see the forms of
women rudely and brutally exposed to the shocking gaze of American slave-buyers. See this drove sold and
separated forever; and never forget the deep, sad sobs that arose from that scattered multitude. Tell me, citizens,
where, under the sun, can you witness a spectacle more fiendish and shocking. Yet this is but a glance at the
American slave trade, as it exists at this moment, in the ruling part of the United States.
I was born amid such sights and scenes. To me the American slave trade is a terrible reality. When a child, my
soul was often pierced with a sense of its horrors. I lived on Philpot street, Fell’s Point, Baltimore, and have
watched from the wharves the slave ships in the basin, anchored from the shore, with their cargoes of human
flesh, waiting for favorable winds to waft them down the Chesapeake. There was, at that time, a grand slave mart
kept at the head of Pratt street, by Austin Woolfolk. His agents were sent into every town and county in Maryland,
announcing their arrival through the papers, and on flaming hand-bills, headed, “cash for negroes.” These men
were generally well dressed, and very captivating in their manners; ever ready to drink, to treat, and to gamble.
The fate of many a slave has depended upon the turn of a single card; and many a child has been snatched from
the arms of its mothers by bargains arranged in a state of brutal drunkenness.
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The flesh-mongers gather up their victims by dozens, and drive them, chained, to the general depot at Baltimore.
When a sufficient number have been collected here, a ship is chartered, for the purpose of conveying the forlorn
crew to Mobile or to New Orleans. From the slave-prison to the ship, they are usually driven in the darkness of
night; for since the anti-slavery agitation a certain caution is observed.
In the deep, still darkness of midnight, I have been often aroused by the dead, heavy footsteps and the piteous
cries of the chained gangs that passed our door. The anguish of my boyish heart was intense; and I was often
consoled, when speaking to my mistress in the morning, to hear her say that the custom was very wicked; that
she hated to hear the rattle of the chains, and the heart-rending cries. I was glad to find one who sympathized with
me in my horror.
Fellow citizens, this murderous traffic is to-day in active operation in this boasted republic. In the solitude of my
spirit, I see clouds of dust raised on the highways of the south; I see the bleeding footsteps; I hear the doleful wail
of fettered humanity, on the way to the slave markets, where the victims are to be sold like horses, sheep, and
swine, knocked off to the highest bidder. There I see the tenderest ties ruthlessly broken, to gratify the lust,
caprice, and rapacity of the buyers and sellers of men. My soul sickens at the sight.
Is this the land your fathers loved?
The freedom which they toiled to win?
Is this the earth whereon they moved?
Are these the graves they slumber in?

But a still more inhuman, disgraceful, and scandalous state of things remains to be presented. By an act of the
American congress, not yet two years old, slavery has been nationalized in its most horrible and revolting form.
By that act, Mason and Dixon’s line has been obliterated; New York has become as Virginia; and the power to
hold, hunt, and sell men, women, and children as slaves, remains no longer a mere state institution, but is now an
institution of the whole United States. The power is coextensive with the star-spangled banner and American
christianity. Where these go, may also go the merciless slave-hunter. Where these are, man is not sacred. He is a
bird for the sportsman’s gun. By that most foul and fiendish of all human decrees, the liberty and person of every
man are put in peril. Your broad republican domain is a hunting-ground for men. Not for thieves and robbers,
enemies of society, merely, but for men guilty of no crime. Your law-makers have commanded all good citizens
to engage in this hellish sport. Your president, your secretary of state, your lords, nobles, and ecclesiastics,
enforce as a duty you owe to your free and glorious country and to your God, that you do this accursed thing. Not
fewer than forty Americans have within the past two years been hunted down, and without a moment’s warning,
hurried away in chains, and consigned to slavery and excruciating torture. Some of these have had wives and
children dependent on them for bread; but of this no account was made. The right of the hunter to his prey, stands
superior to the right of marriage, and to all rights in this republic, the rights of God included! For black men there
are neither law, justice, humanity, nor religion. The fugitive slave law makes MERCY TO THEM A CRIME; and
bribes the judge who tries them. An American judge GETS TEN DOLLARS FOR EVERY VICTIM HE
CONSIGNS to slavery, and five, when he fails to do so. The oath of an [sic] two villains is sufficient, under this
hell-black enactment, to send the most pious and exemplary black man into the remorseless jaws of slavery! His
own testimony is nothing. He can bring no witnesses for himself. The minister of American justice is bound by
the law to hear but one side, and that side is the side of the oppressor. Let this damning fact be perpetually told.
Let it be thundered around the world, that, in tyrant-killing, king hating, people-loving, democratic, Christian
America, the seats of justice are filled with judges, who hold their office under an open and palpable bribe, and
are bound, in deciding in the case of a man’s liberty, to hear only his accusers!
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In glaring violation of justice, in shameless disregard of the forms of administering law, in cunning arrangement
to entrap the defenseless, and in diabolical intent, this fugitive slave law stands alone in the annals of tyrannical
legislation. I doubt if there be another nation on the globe having the brass and the baseness to put such a law on
the statute-book. If any man in this assembly thinks differently from me in this matter, and feels able to disprove
my statements, I will gladly confront him at any suitable time and place he may select.

July 5, Monday: I know a man who never speaks of the sexual relation but jestingly, though it is a
subject to be approached only with reverence & affection. What can be the character of that man’s love? It is
ever the subject of a stale jest –though his health or his dinner can be seriously considered. The glory of the
world is seen only by a chaste mind. To whomsoever this fact is not an aweful but beautiful mystery there are
no flowers in nature.
White lilies continue to open in the house in the morning & shut in the night for 5 or 6 days until their stamens
have shed their pollen and they turn rusty & begin to decay –& the beauty of the flower is gone –& its vitality
so that it no longer expands with the light.
How perfect an invention is glass– There is a fitness in glass windows which reflect the sun morning & even –
windows the doorways of light thus reflecting the rays of that luminary with a splendor only second to itself.
This invention one would say was anticipated in the arrangement of things The sun rises with a salute & leaves
the world with a farewell to our windows To have instead of opaque shutters –or dull horn or paper –a material
like solidified air which reflects the sun thus brightly– It is inseparable from our civilization and
enlightenment– It is encouraging that this intelligence & brilliancy or splendor should belong to the dwellings
of men & not to the cliffs –and micaceous rocks & lakes exclusively.
Pm. to 2nd Div. Brook The typha latifolia or reed mace sheds an abundance of sulphur like pollen into the hand
now. Its tall & handsome swords are seen waving above the bushes in low grounds now– What I suppose the
Vaccinium fuscatum or black blue-berry is now ripe here & there quite small. Heard the blating or lowing of a
calf. Sat in the shade of the locusts in front of J. Hosmer’s cottage –and heard a locust z-ing on them but could
not find him– This cottage & the landscape seen through the frame made by the “R-Road Crossing” sign –as
you approach it along the winding bushy road –is a pleasing sight. It is picturesque. There is a meadow on the
Assabet just above Derby’s Bridge –it may contain an acre bounded on one side by the river on the other by
alders and a hill –completely covered with small hummocks which have loged on it in the winter –covering it
like the mounds in a graveyard at pretty regular intervals– Their edges are rounded like latter and they and the
paths between are covered with a firm short green sward –with here and there hard hacks springing out of them
–so that they make excellent seats –especially in the shade of an elm that grows there– They are completely
united with the meadow –forming little oblong hillocks from 1 to 10 feet long –flat as a mole to the sward– I am
inclined to call it the elphin burial ground –or perchance it might be called the Indian burial ground. It is a
remarkly firm swarded meadow & convenient to walk on. And these hummock have an important effect in
elevating it. It suggests at once a burial ground of the aborigines –where perchance are the earthly remains of
the rude forefathers of the race.
I love to ponder the natural history thus written on the banks of the stream— — for every higher freshet &
intenser frost is recorded by it– The stream keeps a faithful & a true journal of every event in its experience –
whatever race may settle on its banks and it purls past this natural grave-yard with a storied murmur –& no doubt
it could find endless employment for an old mortality in renewing its epitaphs.
The progress of the season is indescribable– It is growing warm again –but the warmth is different from that
we have had– We lie in the shade of locust trees –haymakers go by in a hay-rigging –I am reminded of
berrying– I scent the sweet fern & the dead or dry pine leaves –cherry-birds alight on a neighboring tree.
The warmth is something more normal –& steady –ripening fruits. Campanula Aparinoides slender bell-flower
The Cicuta maculata American Hemlock. It begins to be such weather as when people go a huckleberrying.
Nature offers fruits now as well as flowers– We have become accustomed to the summer– It has acquired a
certain eternity– The earth is dry– Perhaps the sound of the locust expresses the season as well as anything.
The farmers say the abundance of the grass depends on wet in June. I might make a separate season of those
days when the locust is heard. That is our torrid zone– This dryness & heat are necessary for the maturing of
fruits. How cheering it is to behold a full spring bursting forth directly from the earth like this of Tarbel’s –from
clean gravel –copiously in a thin sheet –for it descends at once –where you see no opening –cool from the
caverns of the earth –& making a considerable stream. Such springs in the sale of lands are not valued for as
much as they are worth. I lie almost flat resting my hands on what offers to drink at this water where it bubbles
–at the very udders of nature –for man is never weaned from her breast while this life lasts –85
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How many times in a single walk does he stoop for a draught. We are favored in having two rivers –flowing
into one –whose banks afford different kinds of scenery –the streams being of different characters– One a dark
muddy –dead stream full of animal & vegetable life –with broad meadows –and black dwarf willows & weeds
–the other comparitively –pebbly & swift with more abrupt banks –& narrower meadows.

85.William M. White’s version is:

How cheering it is to behold a full spring
Bursting forth directly from the earth,
Like this of Tarbell’s,
From clean gravel, copiously,
In a thin sheet;
For it descends at once,
Where you see no opening,
Cool from the caverns of the earth,
And making a considerable stream.
Such springs, in the sale of lands,
Are not valued for as much as they are worth.
I lie almost flat,
Resting my hands on what offers,
To drink at this water where it bubbles,
At the very udders of Nature,
For man is never weaned from her breast
While this life lasts.
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To the latter I go to see the ripple –& the varied bottom –with its stones & sands & shadows –to the former for
the influence of its dark water resting on invisible mud –& for its reflections. It is a factory of soil –depositing
sediment. How many virtues have cattle in the fields –they do not make a noise at your approach like dogs –
they rarely low –but are quiet as nature –merely look up at you. In the Ministerial swamp there is a great deal
of the naked Viburnum rising above the dwarf andromeda– The calopogon or grass pink now fully open is
remarkably handsome in the grass in low grounds by contrast –its 4 or 5 open purple flowers with the
surrounding green. It makes a much greater show than the pogonia. –It is of the same character with that & the
arethusa. –with a slight fragrance methinks– It is very much indebted to its situation no doubt –in low ground
where it contrasts with the dark green grass– All color with only a grass like leaf below flowers eminently If
it grew on dry & barren hill tops or in woods above the dead leaves –it would lose half its attractions. Butter
cups have now almost disappeared –as well as clover Some of the earliest roses are ceasing –but others remain.
I see many Devils-needles zigzagging along the 2nd Division Brook –some green some blue –both with black
& perhaps velvety wings They are confined to the brook. How lavishly they are painted! How cheap was the
paint– How free the fancy of their creator! I caught a handful of small water bugs 15 or 20 abou as large as
apple seeds– Some country people call them apple seeds it is said from their scent– I perceived a strong scent
–but I am not sure it was like apples– I should rather think they were so called from their shape. Some birds
are poets & sing all summer –they are the true singers– Any man can write verses during the love season– I am
reminded of this while we rest in the shade on the Maj. Heywood road –& listen to a wood thrush [Catharus
mustelina] now just before sunset– We are most interested in those birds who sing for the love of the music
and not of their mates –who meditate their strains & amuse themselves with singing– The birds –the –strains
of deeper sentiment –not bobolinks that lose their plumage their bright colors & their song so early.
The Robin [American Robin Turdus migratorius] –the –redeye –the veery the wood thrush [Catharus
mustelina]- &c &c– The wood thrushe’s is no opera music –it is not so much the composition as the strain the
tone –cool bars of melody from the atmospheres of everlasting morning or evening– It is the quality of the
sound not the sequence –
In the peawai’s note there is some sultriness –but in the thrushe’s, though heard at noon, there is the liquid
coolness of things that are just drawn from the bottom of springs.86 The thrush alone declares the immortal
wealth & vigor that is in the forest– Here is a bird in whose strain the story is told –though Nature waited for
the science of aesthetics to discover it to man. Whenever a man hears it he is young –& nature is in her spring–
Wherever he hears it it is a new world –and a free country –and the gates of heaven are not shut against him–
Most other birds sing from the level of my ordinary cheerful hours –a carol –but this bird never fails to speak
to me out of an ether purer than that I breathe –of immortal beauty & vigor– He deepens the significance of all
things seen in the light of his strain. He sings to make men take higher and truer views of things. He sings to
amend their institutions. To relieve the slave on the plantation –& the prisoner in his dungeon –the slave in the
house of luxury & the prisoner of his own low thoughts.87
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How fitting to have every day in a vase of water on your table the wild flowers of the season –which are just
blossoming –can any house said to be furnished without them? Shall we be so forward to pluck the fruits of
nature –& neglect her flowers? These are surely her finest influences So may the season suggest the fine
thoughts it is fitted to suggest. Shall we say “A penny for your thoughts” –before we have looked in the face of
nature. Let me know what picture she is painting –what poetry she is writing –what ode composing now.
I hear my hooting owl now just before sunset– You can fancy it the most melancholy sound in nature –as if
Nature meant by this to stereotype & make permanent in her quire –the dying moans of a human being –made
more aweful by a certain gurgling melodiousness–
It reminds of ghouls –& idiots –& insane howlings– One answers from far woods in a strain made really sweet
by distance– Some poor weak relic of mortality who has left hope behind –& howls like an animal –yet with
human sobs –on entering the dark valley –I find myself beginning with the letters gl when I try to imitate it. Yet
for the most part it is a sweet & melodious strain to me. Some fields are quite yellow with johns-wort now –a
pleasing motley hue –which looks autumnal. What is that small chickweed like plant on Clamshell hill now out
of bloom? The sun has set– We are in Dennis’ field. The dew is falling fast– Some fine clouds which have just
escaped being condensed in dew hang on the skirts of day –& make the attraction in our western sky –that part
of days gross atmosphere which has escaped the clutches of the night –& is not enogh condensed to fall to earth–
Soon to be gilded by his parting rays– They are remarkably finely divided clouds –a very fine mackerel sky –
or rather as if one had sprinkled that part of the sky with a brush –the outline of the whole being that of several
large sprigs of fan coral –C. as usual calls it a mediterranean sky They grow darker & darker –& now are
reddened –while dark blue bars of clouds of a wholly dif. character lie along the NW horizon. The Asclepias
Cornuti (Syriaca) and the A. incarnata (pulchra –this hardly out) considerable fog tonight

86.William M. White’s version is:

The wood thrush’s is no opera music;
It is not so much the composition as the strain,
The tone,—
Cool bars of melody
From the atmosphere of everlasting morning
Or evening.
It is the quality of the song,
Not the sequence.
In the peawai’s note there is some sultriness,
But in the thrush’s,
Though heard at noon,
There is the liquid coolness
Of things that are just drawn
From the bottom of springs.
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1853
April 19, Tuesday: In Constantinople, Russian emissary Prince A. S. Menshikov iterated his country’s
demand that the Ottoman Empire agree to a treaty giving Russia the right to protect Christians in Ottoman
territory.
Hoping to attract the attention of influential musicians, and a little money, Johannes Brahms and his violinist
friend Eduard Hoffmann (Reményi) set out from Hamburg on a concert tour of nearby cities.
Floris Adriaan van Hall and Dirk Donker Curtius replaced Johann Rudolf Thorbecke as chief ministers of the
Netherlands.
William Lloyd Garrison, never much of a detail person, claimed in one of his abolitionist speeches that Thomas
Jefferson had authored The Constitution of the United States of America.

87.

“Yes,” said Ananda with melancholy dignity. “I came to this
country to see the place of Henry Thoreau.”
Homer threw back his head with a shout of laughter, then
covered his mouth, remebering the bereaved husband nearby.
He clapped Ananda on the back. “Good Lord, do you know
what I was doing before all this happened? I was down there at
Goose Pond, hoping to hear a wood thrush. You know, Thoreau’s famous wood thrush.”
“‘He sings to amend our institutions,’” recited Ananda, his
face brightening in a brilliant smile.
“‘He sings to amend our institutions,’” repeated Homer in
ecstasy. “Right, right. That’s what he does.” He took Ananda
by his thin shoulders and bounced him up and down. “Listen,
you can stay with us. Oh, I’ve got so much to show you. . . .

ISBN 0-670-84260-5 — PS3562.A515G58

Penguin Books USA Inc.

Viking Penguin

GOD IN CONCORD by Jane Langton © 1992

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
April 19: Haverhill. — Willow and bass strip freely. Surveying Charles White’s long piece. Hear again
that same nighthawk-like sound over a meadow at evening.
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1854

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: This was Nathaniel Hawthorne’s 50th birthday.

Rowland Hussey Macy (1822-1919) had gotten started in retail in 1851 with a dry goods store in downtown
Haverhill. Macy’s policy from the very first was “His goods are bought for cash, and will be sold for the same,
at a small advance.” On this date Macy’s 1st parade marched down the main drag of the little New England
village. It was too hot and only about a hundred people viewed his celebration. In 1858 Macy would sell this
store and, with the financial backing of Caleb Dustin Hunking of Haverhill, relocate the retail business to
easier pickings in New-York. (So, have you heard of the New York Macy’s department store? –Have you
shopped there?)
When the mayor of Wilmington, Delaware jailed City Council member Joshua S. Valentine for setting off
firecrackers, he was mobbed by a group of indignant citizens.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
Henry Thoreau went at “8 A.M. –To Framingham.”
At this abolitionist picnic celebrating our nation’s birthday and the Declaration of Independence, attended by
some 600, a man the Standard described as “a sort of literary recluse,” name of Henry David Thoreau,
declared for dissolution of the federal union.
Sojourner Truth was another of the speakers, although we do not know whether she spoke before of after
Thoreau (the newspaper reporter who was present failed entirely to notice that Sojourner took part), nor
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whether he sat on the platform beside her. Stephen Symonds Foster and Abby Kelley Foster were present

(Abby probably brought her daughter Alla to the pic nic, for it was always a family affair, with swings for the
children, boating on a nearby pond, and a convenient refreshment stand since the day would be quite hot,
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and confined her remarks to an appeal for funds), and Lucy Stone, as were Wendell Phillips, Charles Lenox
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Remond, and William Lloyd Garrison.88

When the meeting in the shady amphitheater was called to order at 10:45AM by Charles Jackson Francis, the
first order of business had to be election of officials for the day. Garrison became the event’s president and
Francis Jackson of Boston, William Whiting of Concord, Effingham L. Capron of Worcester, Dora M. Taft of
Framingham, Charles Lenox Remond of Salem, John Pierpont of Medford, Charles F. Hovey of Gloucester,
Jonathan Buffum of Lynn, Asa Cutler of Connecticut, and Andrew T. Foss of New Hampshire its vice
presidents. The Reverend Samuel J. May, Jr., of Leicester, William H. Fish of Milford, and R.F. Wallcut of
Boston became its secretaries. Abby Kelley Foster, Ebenezer D. Draper, Lewis Ford, Mrs. Olds of Ohio, Lucy
Stone, and Nathaniel B. Spooner would constitute its Finance Committee. Garrison then read from Scripture,
the assembly sang an Anti-Slavery hymn, and Dr. Henry O. Stone issued the Welcome.

88. There was an active agent of the Underground railroad on that platform, we may note, and it was not the gregarious Truth but
the “sort of literary recluse” Thoreau. That is, please allow me to state the following in regard to the existence of eyewitness
testimony, that the Thoreau home in Concord was in the period prior to the Civil War a waystation on the Underground Railway:
we might reappraise Thoreau’s relationship with Sojourner Truth, of whom it has been asserted by Ebony Magazine that she was a
“Leader of the Underground Railroad Movement” (February 1987), by asking whether there is any comparable eyewitness
testimony, that Truth ever was involved in that risky and illegal activity? Her biographer refers to her as a “loose cannon,” not the
sort of close-mouthed person who could be relied upon as a participant in a quite secret and quite illegal and quite dangerous
endeavor, and considers also that no such evidence has ever been produced. The Thoreaus, in contrast, not only were never regarded
as loose in this manner, but were, we know, regarded as utterly reliable — and in the case of the Thoreau family home the evidence
for total involvement exists and is quite conclusive.
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I will quote a couple of paragraphs about the course of the meeting from the Foster biography,
AHEAD OF HER TIME:
Heading the finance committee, Abby made her usual
appeal for funds, Stephen called on the friends of
liberty to resist the Fugitive Slave Law, “each one
with such weapons as he thought right and proper,” and
Wendell Phillips, Sojourner Truth, and Lucy Stone held
the audience in thrall with their “soul-eloquence.”
After an hour’s break for refreshments Henry Thoreau
castigated Massachusetts for being in the service of
the Slaveholders and demanded that the state leave the
Union. “I have lived for the last month –and I think
that every man in Massachusetts capable of the
sentiment of patriotism must have had a similar
experience– with the sense of having suffered a vast
and indefinite loss. I did not know what ailed me.
At last it occurred to me that what I had lost was
a country.”
Thoreau’s speech is still reprinted, but William Lloyd
Garrison provided the most dramatic moment of that
balmy July day. Placing a lighted candle on the
lectern, he picked up a copy of the Fugitive Slave Law
and touched it to the flame. As it burned, he intoned
a familiar phrase: “And let all the people say Amen.”
As the shouts of “Amen” echoed, he burned the U.S.
commissioner’s decision in the Burns case. Then he held
a copy of the United States Constitution to the candle,
proclaiming, “So perish all compromises with tyranny.”
As it burned to ashes, he repeated, “And let all the
people say Amen.” While the audience responded with a
tremendous shout of “Amen,” he stood before them with
arms extended, as if in blessing. No one who was
present ever forgot the scene; it was the high point
of unity among the Garrisonian abolitionists.
This biography of Abby Kelley, with its suggestion that Thoreau’s speech, which it condenses to three
sentences, must have been significant because it is “still reprinted,” overlooks the fact that Thoreau had not
been granted an opportunity to read his entire lecture. A contemporary comment on the speech was more
accurate:
Henry Thoreau, of Concord, read portions of a racy and
ably written address, the whole of which will be
published in the Liberator.
That is, Thoreau delivered a 4th-of-July oration at Framingham MA on “SLAVERY IN MASSACHUSETTS”,
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criticizing the governor and the chief justice of Massachusetts who were in the audience. –But, he was not
allowed the opportunity to read his entire essay.
The whole military force of the State is at the service
of a Mr. Suttle, a slaveholder from Virginia, to enable
him to catch a man whom he calls his property; but not
a soldier is offered to save a citizen of Massachusetts
from being kidnapped! Is this what all these soldiers,
all this training has been for these seventy-nine years
past? Have they been trained merely to rob Mexico, and
carry back fugitive slaves to their masters? These very
nights, I heard the sound of a drum in our streets.
There were men training still; and for what? I could
with an effort pardon the cockerels of Concord for
crowing still, for they, perchance, had not been beaten
that morning; but I could not excuse this rub-a-dub of
the “trainers.” The slave was carried back by exactly
such as these, i.e., by the soldier, of whom the best
you can say in this connection is that he is a fool
made conspicuous by a painted coat.
Note that on paper, at least, if not verbally as well, he made a reference to martyrdom by hanging: “I would
side with the light, and let the dark earth roll from under me, calling my mother and my brother to follow.”
Here is another account of the actual speech, as opposed to what was printed later, from one who was there in
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the audience standing before that platform draped in mourning black:
He began with the simple words, “You have my sympathy;
it is all I have to give you, but you may find it
important to you.” It was impossible to associate
egotism with Thoreau; we all felt that the time and
trouble he had taken at that crisis to proclaim his
sympathy with the “Disunionists” was indeed important.
He was there a representative of Concord, of science
and letters, which could not quietly pursue their tasks
while slavery was trampling down the rights of mankind.
Alluding
to
the
Boston
commissioner
who
had
surrendered Anthony Burns, Edward G. Loring, Thoreau
said, “The fugitive’s case was already decided by God,
–not Edward G. God, but simple God.” This was said with
such serene unconsciousness of anything shocking in it
that we were but mildly startled.
— AUTOBIOGRAPHY, MEMORIES, AND
EXPERIENCES OF MONCURE DANIEL
CONWAY (Boston MA: Houghton,
Mifflin & Co.), Volume I,
pages 184-5.
[Moncure Daniel Conway]
DISUNION

ANTHONY BURNS
EDWARD GREELEY LORING
At the end of the morning meeting Thoreau was on the platform while Garrison, the featured speaker, burned
the federal Constitution on a pewter plate as a “covenant with death” because it countenanced the return of
runaway slaves to their owners — Margaret Fuller’s grandfather Timothy Fuller Sr., who had refused to
consent to that document when it was originally promulgated because of its ridiculous mincing about slavery,
would have been proud of him! Thoreau’s inflammatory oratory was less inflammatory than addresses made
on that occasion by Garrison, Wendell Phillips, and Charles Lenox Remond, for their speeches drew comments
but Thoreau’s did not.
On our nation’s birthday the platform had been draped in black crepe as a symbol of mourning, as at a state
funeral, and carried the insignia of the State of Virginia, which stood as the destination of Anthony Burns, and
this insignia of the State of Virginia was decorated with — with, in magnificent irony, ribbons of triumph!
Above the platform flew the flags of Kansas and Nebraska, emblematic of the detested new Kansas/Nebraska
Act. As the background of all this, the flag of the United States of America was hung, but it was upside down,
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the symbol of distress, and it also was bordered in black, the symbol of death.
I think no great public calamity, not the death of
Daniel Webster, not the death of Charles Sumner, not
the loss of great battles during the War, brought such
a sense of gloom over the whole State as the surrender
of Anthony Burns.
Garrison placed a lighted candle on the lectern, and touched a corner of the Fugitive Slave Law to the flame.
As it burned, he orated “And let all the people say Amen” and the crowd shouted “Amen!” Then he touched
a corner of the US commissioner’s decision in the Burns case to the candle flame. Then he touched a corner
of a copy of the federal Constitution to the candle flame, and orated “So perish all compromises with tyranny.”
As the paper was reduced to ashes, he orated “And let all the people say Amen” and stood with his arms
extended as if in blessing.

William Lloyd Garrison (in 1865)
Moncure Daniel Conway’s comment, later, about the moment when Garrison set the match to the constitution,
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and the few scattered boos and hisses were drowned out by the thunderous “Amen” of the crowd, was:
That day I distinctly recognized that the antislavery
cause was a religion.
In the afternoon Moncure Daniel Conway spoke, as a Virginian aristocrat, a child of position and privilege.
Look at me! It was his 1st antislavery attempt at identity politics grandstanding. Leaning on the concept, he
insisted that the force of public opinion in his home state was so insane and so hotheaded that every white man
with a conscience, “or even the first throbbings of a conscience,” was a slave to this general proslavery public
posture. He offered that to resist this Southern certitude, each Northerner would need to “abolish slavery in his
heart.”89

AUTOBIOGRAPHY

VOLUME II

(So, you see, the white man has been self-enslaved: the problem is not so much that slavery harms the black
man as that slavery harms the white man, shudder.)
Then Wendell Phillips spoke.

89. We may note how different this was from the Reverend Theodore Parker’s “kill the Negro in us.”
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We know that Sojourner Truth spoke from that mourning-draped platform after a white man from Virginia had
described his being thrown in jail there on account of his antislavery convictions, because in her speech she
commented on this: how helpful it was for white people to obtain some experience of oppression. She warned
that “God would yet execute his judgments upon the white people for their oppression and cruelty.” She asked
why it was that white people hated black people so. She said that the white people owed the colored race a debt
so huge that they would never be able to pay it back — but would have to repent so as to have this debt forgiven
them. Nell Painter has characterized this message as “severe and anguished,” and has commented that despite
the cheers and applause, “Her audiences preferred not to grapple with all she had to say.” Her humor must have
been such, Painter infers, as to allow her white listeners to exempt themselves from this very general
denunciation:
They did not hear wrath against whites, but against the
advocates of slavery. It is understandable, no doubt,
that Truth’s audiences, who wanted so much to love this
old black woman who had been a slave, found it
difficult to fathom the depths of her bitterness.
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Carleton Mabee’s BLACK FREEDOM
Americans at large often held the abolitionists responsible for the war. They argued that the abolitionists’ long agitation,
strident as it often was, had antagonized the South into secession, thus beginning the war, and that the abolitionists’ insistence
that the war should not end until all slavery had been abolished kept the war going. In 1863 the widely read New York Herald
made the charge devastatingly personal. It specified that by being responsible for the war, each abolitionist had in effect already
killed one man and permanently disabled four others. … While William Lloyd Garrison preferred voluntary emancipation, during
the war he came to look with tolerance on the abolition of slavery by military necessity, saying that from seeming evil good may
come. Similarly, the Garrisonian-Quaker editor, Oliver Johnson, while also preferring voluntary emancipation, pointed out that
no reform ever triumphed except through mixed motives. But the Garrisonian lecturer Pillsbury was contemptuous of such
attitudes. Freeing the slaves by military necessity would be of no benefit to the slave, he said in 1862, and the next year when the
Emancipation Proclamation was already being put into effect, he said that freeing the slaves by military necessity could not create
permanent peace. Parker Pillsbury won considerable support for his view from abolitionist meetings and from abolitionist leaders
as well. Veteran Liberator writer Edwin Percy Whipple insisted that “true welfare” could come to the American people “only
through a willing promotion of justice and freedom.” Henry C. Wright repeatedly said that only ideas, not bullets, could
permanently settle the question of slavery. The recent Garrisonian convert, the young orator Ezra Heywood, pointed out that a
government that could abolish slavery as a military necessity had no antislavery principles and could therefore re-establish
slavery if circumstances required it. The Virginia aristocrat-turned-abolitionist, Moncure Daniel Conway, had misgivings that if
emancipation did not come before it became a fierce necessity, it would not reflect true benevolence and hence could not produce
true peace. The Philadelphia wool merchant, Quaker Alfred H. Love, asked, “Can so sublime a virtue as … freedom … be the
offspring of so corrupt a parentage as war?” The long-time abolitionist Abby Kelley Foster –the speak-inner and Underground
Railroader– predicted flatly, if the slave is freed only out of consideration for the safety of the Union, “the hate of the colored
race will still continue, and the poison of that wickedness will destroy us as a nation.” Amid the searing impact of the war –the
burning fields, the mangled bodies, the blood-splattered hills and fields– a few abolitionists had not forgotten their fundamental
belief that to achieve humanitarian reform, particularly if it was to be thorough and permanent reform, the methods used to
achieve it must be consistent with the nature of the reform. … What abolitionists often chose to brush aside was that after the war
most blacks would still be living in the South, among the same Confederates whom they were now trying to kill.
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September 3, Sunday: The 16th anniversary of Frederick Douglass’s freedom, which we may well elect to celebrate in
lieu of an unknown slave birthday.
“It has been a source of great annoyance to me, never to have a birthday.”
Sunday or not, when Chief Little Thunder, the successor to Brave Bear as headman of the Brulé band of
approximately 250, gathered his tribespeople together as part of a surrender process, the troops under General
William S. Harney were ordered to open fire on them and many of the band were slaughtered.
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

“To my great surprise I find this morning that the little unhatched turtle, which I thought was sickly and dying,
and left out on the grass in the rain yesterday morn, thinking it would be quite dead in a few minutes — I find
the shell alone and the turtle a foot or two off vigorously crawling, with neck outstretched (holding up its head
and looking round like an old one) and feet surmounting every obstacle. It climbs up nearly perpendicular side
of a basket with yolk attached. They thus not only continue to live after they are dead, but they begin to live
before they are alive.” Tortoise Eggs In the afternoon Henry Thoreau and Minot Pratt went into Carlisle.
November 21, Tuesday: Henry Thoreau climbed to the cupola of the State-House building in which the Declaration of
Independence had been prepared, to see the view out over the rooftops of Philadelphia. He was able to obtain
a “Fine view from Fairmount water-works.”

So, while Henry was up there, did he do his usual trick to get perspective, of looking through his legs?
According to a Miss Caroline Haven, who briefed the Reverend William Henry Furness on Thoreau’s
Philadelphia lecture when the Unitarian clergyman was unable to attend, the audience did not seem to
appreciate what was being offered to them.
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1855
October 16, Tuesday: The white settlers along the Rogue River had been on an indiscriminate killing rampage and had
achieved 23 victims, counting old men, women, and children. At this point Captain Andrew Jackson Smith
opened the gates of Fort Lane and allowed the remaining native Americans menaced by this mob the protection
of the federal government.

WHITE ON RED, RED ON WHITE

“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

Henry Thoreau wrote to Friend Daniel Ricketson.

Concord Oct 16th 1855
Friend Ricketson,
I have got both
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your letters at once. You must
not think Concord so barren a
place when Channing is away. There
are the river & fields left yet, and
I, though ordinarily a man of business, should have some afternoons
& evenings to spend with you, I trust;
that is, if you could stand so
much of me. If you can
spend your time profitably here,
or without ennui, having an
occasional ramble or tête-a-tête
with one of the natives, it will
give me pleasure to have you
in the neighborhood. You see
I am preparing you for our
awful unsocial ways,--keeping
in our dens a good part of
the day, sucking our claws perhaps.-- But then we make
a religion of it, and that you
cannot but respect.
Page 2
If you know the taste
of your own heart & like it-come to Concord, and I'll warrant
you enough here to season the dish
with,--aye, even though C. & E.
and I were all away. We might paddle quitly up the river-- [T]hen there
are one or two more ponds to
be seen, &c-I should very much enjoy
further rambling with you in your
vicinity, but must postpone it
for the present. To tell the
truth, I am planning to get
seriously to work after these long
months of inefficiency and idleness.
I do not know whether you
are haunted by any such demon
which puts you on the alert
to pluck the fruit of each day
as it passes, and store it safely in

~
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your bin. [T]rue, it is well to live
abandonedly from time to time,
Page 3
but to our working hours that
must be as the spile to the bung.
So for a long season I must
enjoy only a low slanting gleam
in my mind's eye from the Middleborough Ponds far away.
Methinks I am getting a
little more strength into those
knees of mine; and, for my part,
~ I believe that God does delight
in the strength of a man’s legs.
Yrs
Henry D. Thoreau

INDEPENDENCY
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1857

March 6, Friday morning at 11AM: The Dred Scott announcement was made by US Supreme Court Chief
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Justice Roger Brooke Taney, 79 years of age.

Scott was in St. Louis at the time, hired out, working for his current owner. He didn’t even get the day off. John
F.A. Sanford, the currently alleged injured party, actually was in an insane asylum. In two months he would
be dead. He was actually so utterly irrelevant to the case at hand that the court system was even persistently
misspelling his name. The vote was seven to two. Various of the justices disagreed with various of the
comments that Chief Justice Taney was making, but none of them spoke up. Legally, this decision didn’t
amount to a glass half full of warm spit, as it legitimized an expansion of slavery which in fact could never be
allowed to occur, and since it refused freedom to a slave who was anyway shortly to be emancipated and then
expire. The dicta of the court ignored everything known about the US history of race relations, in favor of
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setting up its own officious just-so story of what race relations in the US amounted to: for instance, the decision
declared that no black had ever voted, when the justices, even the chief justice himself, well knew that to be
historically about as tendentious as any falsehood ever could be.
When Chief Justice Roger Brooke Taney wrote in the decision that America’s blacks had implicitly been
excluded from the Declaration of Independence, his pseudohistorical argument was that allegedly American
blacks “had for more than a century before [the Declaration] been regarded as beings of an inferior order.”
According to Winthrop Jordan, “Until well into the nineteenth century, Jefferson’s judgment on that matter,
with all its confused tentativeness, stood as the strongest suggestion of inferiority expressed by any native
American.”90 While Thomas Jefferson had been directing a tepid, patronizing letter to Benjamin Banneker
himself, he had meanwhile been writing letters to other white men like himself in which he had been being
curtly dismissive of Banneker’s accomplishments.

For a person more obstinately holding to the doctrine of the genetic inferiority of all blacks to all whites,
during an era in which educated opinion was strongly favored environmental explanations, only the foul
David Hume comes to mind!

90. WHITE OVER BLACK, page 455: “native American” would be of course his polite euphemism for “white USer.”
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“I am apt to suspect the negroes and in general all
other species of men (for there are four or five
different kinds) to be naturally inferior to the whites.
There never was a civilized nation of any other
complexion than white, nor even any individual eminent
either
in
action
or
speculation.
No
ingenious
manufactures amongst them, no arts, no sciences.”
— David Hume (my father Benjamin B. Smith
also said this but not so quotably.
As a curious coincidence both Hume
and my dad were proud and white.)

Jefferson was an enthusiastic supporter of Thomas Cooper, the white man who became perhaps the earliest
propagator of a systematic theory of racism and who would profoundly influence an entire generation of
Southern youth, including the notorious Josiah Nott.91 On whom other than this President Jefferson himself
might Taney have been relying? Not on James Otis, for sure, because that founding father had written “That
the colonists, black and white, born here are freeborn British subjects and entitled to all the essential civil
rights of such, is a truth not only manifest from the provincial charters, from the principles of common law,
and acts of Parliament, but from the British constitution, which was established and the [Glorious] Revolution
with a professed design to secure the liberties of all the subjects to all generations.”92
However we may deprecate Justice Taney’s thought process, his assertion must be accepted as little more than
a statement of fact. Why? Because we can point to this putative, claimed author of the wording of the
Declaration of Independence as incontrovertible evidence of its truth. Jefferson is without a doubt the most
91. Cooper later became the president of South Carolina College.
92. RIGHTS OF THE BRITISH COLONIES ASSERTED AND PROVED, 1766.
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problematic figure in American history, despite the fact that he was recently characterized in a poll of
historians as the most admired American after Lincoln.
The Scott family of slaves which had attempted to sue for their freedom on the grounds of having been kept
in illegal servitude, in Fort Snelling a United States government facility in which slavery should have been
forbidden in the Minnesota Territory where slavery was in fact contrary to the law (and one of them, Harriet,
in fact resold by one government functionary to another, after her freedom had been promised to her by her
owner, while in this U.S. facility in this free territory), was found to be still property,93 and remanded to the
custody of its current owner, who, actually, was in the process of manumitting Mr. Scott:
In the first place our Blacks are attentive to their business, and are
no idlers, as they are represented to be in the slave States. Secondly,
they are a useful class, and here on the confines of Barbarism do as
much to put a civilized aspect upon the face of society as any other
class. Their barber shops are favorite places of resort for many
bachelor Whites who meet there, as on a social exchange. Thirdly, the
Blacks are our musicians. A negro’s music always has a charm for every
ear — whether it is the music of the rosin and the bow, or the guitar,
or the soft lubly voice; each separately or all combined, as of a stilly
night, in a serenade.

Lizzie Scott, slave

Portrait of Dred Scott, slave
by an unknown artist
(property of New York
Historical Society)
who lived in a US
government installation
in a free territory
and yet was not set free
by this Government
of free men by free men
sworn to uphold the law
and administer justice.

Eliza Scott, slave

Harriet Robinson Scott,
Lizzie Scott, slave Eliza Scott, slave
mother of two slave girls born in 1846
born in 1838 aboard
–one of whom happened
in a slave state
a steamboat between
to have been born
to two parents
two free territories
in “free territory”–
one of whom,
technically not
who lived in a US
at least (maybe), property unlike her
government installation
should not have
sister and her
in a free territory
been being
mother and father
and was sold by one sworn treated as
— but then she was
agent of our government anyone else’s
a black girl
to another, so she could be property.
as you can see.
the slave wife of a slave.

Obviously in an attempt to transit this nation from a discriminatory system based primarily upon condition and
93. I forget: was Justice Clarence Thomas on the bench at that time?
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upon geographical location into a discriminatory system based no longer in any manner upon identifiers of
condition or upon identifiers of geographical location, but solely upon identifiers of race, in effect our Chief
Justice Roger Brooke Taney had announced, in the Supreme Court’s decision in the case of the black man Dred
Scott, that the Congress’s “Missouri Compromise” legislation was null and void.

Our Chief Justice pointed out that, what the hey, it isn’t as if these buckras have any rights that a USer is bound
to respect.
They had for more than a century before been regarded as beings of an
inferior order, and altogether unfit to associate with the white race,
either in social or political relations; and so far inferior, that they
had no rights which the white man was bound to respect; and that the
negro might justly and lawfully be reduced to slavery for his benefit.

This man had no rights that any
white American was bound to
respect. None at all. Nope.
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Well, the actual words might have been a bit more judicious as shown, but they certainly were words to with
the impact of the more mundane vocabulary I had mimicked. And in order to deploy these phrases, he had to
override the clear and indisputable historical warnings of other justices and attempt directly to nullify the
historical record that not all black Americans had been slaves:
In writing the majority opinion in Dred Scott vs. Sanford, Chief
Justice Taney wrote that no slave or descendant of a slave could ever
be considered a citizen under the U.S. Constitution (and thus Scott had
no standing to sue in federal court and was still a slave despite having
accompanied his master to nonslaveholding territory) because, in his
incorrect assertion, all blacks had been slaves at the time of the
constitution’s framing — the incorrectness of his assertion was noted
in the dissenting opinion. [Justice Curtise in dissent: “At the time
of the ratification of the Articles of Confederation, all free nativeborn inhabitants of the States of New Hampshire, Massachusetts, New
York, New Jersey, and North Carolina, though descended from African
slaves, were not only citizens of those States, but such of them as had
the other necessary qualifications possessed the franchise of electors
on equal terms with other citizens.”] For Taney, the question of
whether Scott was currently a slave or a free man had no bearing on his
claim to U.S. citizenship; slavery as a legal identity was subsumed in
the “prior” question of race. Thus at the very moment when sectionalist
tensions were at their highest —when the “north” and the “south” seemed
to designate wholly separate moral orders— the distinction between
being a slave and being a freedman was elided, and that elision was
given juridical sanction.
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On the following day, in their gazettes, Americans would be reading in the coldest of cold black-and-white
about this significant new development in the national proslavery/antislavery struggle:

VIEW THE PAGE IMAGES
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1858
Abraham Lincoln of Illinois was named the Republican Party’s candidate for the US Senate and delivered a
plea for unity under his leadership in which he commented “A house divided against itself cannot stand.” In
this year this candidate would express the personal opinion that although the language of our Declaration of
Independence, that “all men ... happiness” yada yada yada, was not compatible with holding American blacks
in a condition of enslavement, nevertheless it was compatible with denying to them full political and social
parity with white Americans. They might well be granted something more than slavery just as soon as it
became convenient to white Americans to grant that to them, but, since they were of course inherently inferior
to real human beings, which is to say, white human beings like Abraham Lincoln, they would always warrant
something less than full consideration.
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The Democratic candidate from Illinois, Stephen A. Douglas, would win the election.
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August 5, Thursday: The cable was brought ashore. Charles Briggs and Augustus Maverick would exult, in their THE
STORY OF THE TELEGRAPH, about the laying of this transatlantic cable:
It shows that nothing is impossible for man.

HISTORY OF TELEGRAPHY
Not to be outdone, the Times of London exulted that:
The Atlantic Telegraph has half undone the Declaration
of 1776.
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE

World peace was breathlessly anticipated. This was the time to “make muskets into candlesticks.”
It is impossible that old prejudices and hostilities
should longer exist, while such an instrument has been
created for the exchange of thought between all the
nations of the earth.
Due probably to the fact that the cable that had been laid was of much too small a diameter and the voltage
being used much too high, transmitting Queen Victoria’s message to President Buchanan would require 161/2
hours. (At that rate of transmission, class, how long would it have required to have transmitted the story of the
Tower of Babel?)
Henry Thoreau for the 16th and 17th times (Dr. Bradley P. Dean has noticed) deployed in his journal a weather
term that had been originated by Luke Howard: “The black willows are perhaps in their best condition,–airy,
rounded masses of light green rising one above another, with a few slender black stems, like umbrella handles,
seen here and there in their midst, low spreading cumuli of slender falcate leaves, buttressed by smaller
sallows, button-bushes, cornels, and pontederias,–like long green clouds or wreaths of vapor resting on the
riverside.... The willows slumber along its shore, piled in light but low masses, even like the cumuli clouds
above.”
August 5: Thursday. 9.30 A. M.–Up river to Pantry Brook.
It clears up this morning after several cool, cloudy, and rainy dog-days. The wind is westerly and will probably
blow us part way back. The river is unusually full for the season, and now quite smooth. The pontederia is
apparently in its prime; the button-bush perhaps a little past, the upper halves of its balls in the sun looking
brown generally. The late rose is still conspicuous, in clumps advanced into the meadow here and there. See the
mikania only in one or two places beginning. The white lilies are less abundant than usual, methinks, perhaps
on account of the high water. The water milkweed [Asclepias incarnata, the swamp milkweed] flower is an
interesting red, here and there, like roses along the shore. The gratiola begins to yellow the shore in some places,
and I notice the unobtrusive red of dense fields of stachys on the flat shores. The sium has begun to lift its
umbels of white flowers above most other plants. The purple utricularia tinges the pools in many places, the
most common of all its tribe.
The best show of lilies is on the west side of the bay, in Cyrus Hosmer’s meadow, above the willow row. Many
of them are not open at 10 o’clock A. M. I noticed one with the sepals perfectly spread flat on the water, but the
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petals still held together in a sharp cone, being held by the concave, slightly hooked points. Touching this with
an oar, it opens quickly with a spring. The same with many others, whose sepals were less spread. Under the
influence of the light and warmth, the petals elevate or expand themselves in the middle, becoming more and
more convex, till at last, being released at their overlapping points, they spring open and quickly spread
themselves equally, revealing their yellow stamens. How satisfactory is the fragrance of this flower! It is the
emblem of purity. It reminds me of a young country maiden. It is just so simple and unproved. Wholesome as
the odor of the cow. It is not a highly refined odor, but merely a fresh youthful morning sweetness. It is merely
the unalloyed sweetness of the earth and the water; a fair Opportunity and field for life; like its petals, uncolored
by any experience; a simple maiden on her way to school, her face surrounded by a white ruff. But how quickly
it becomes the prey of insects!
As we paddle slowly along the edge of the pads, we can see the weeds and the bottom distinctly in the sun, in
this still August air, even five or six feet deep,–the countless utricularias, potamogetons, etc., etc., and hornwort
standing erect with its reddish stems. Countless schools of little minnows of various species, chubby little
breams not an inch long, and lighter-colored banded minnows are steadily passing, partly concealed by the pads,
and ever and anon we see the dimple where some larger pickerel has darted away, for they lie just on the outer
edge of the pads.
The foliage is apparently now in the height of its beauty, this wet year, now dense enough to hide the trunks and
stems. The black willows are perhaps in their best condition,–airy, rounded masses of light green rising one
above another, with a few slender black stems, like umbrella handles, seen here and there in their midst, low
spreading cumuli of slender falcate leaves, buttressed by smaller sallows, button-bushes, cornels, and
pontederias,–like long green clouds or wreaths of vapor resting on the riverside. They scarcely leave the
impression of leaves, but rather of a low, swelling, rounded bank, even as the heaviest particles of alluvium are
deposited nearest the channel. It is a peculiarity of this, which I think is our most interesting willow, that you
rarely see the trunk and yet the foliage is never dense. They generally line one side of the river only, and that is
the meadow, a concave, passive, female side.94 They resound still with the sprightly twitter of the kingbird, that
aerial and spirited bird hovering over them, swallow-like, which loves best, methinks, to fly where the sky is
reflected beneath him. Also now from time to time you hear the chattering of young blackbirds or the link of
bobolinks there, or see the great bittern flap slowly away.
The kingbird [Eastern KingbirdRobin Tyrannus tyrannus], by his activity and lively note and his white
breast, keeps the air sweet. He sits now on a dead willow twig, akin to the flecks of mackerel sky, or its reflection
in the water, or the white clamshell, wrong side out, opened by a musquash, or the fine particles of white quartz
that may be found in the muddy river’s sand. He is here to give a voice to all these. The willow’s dead twig is
aerial perch enough for him. Even the swallows deign to perch on it. These willows appear to grow best on
elevated sand-bars or deep sandy banks, which the stream has brought down, leaving a little meadow behind
them, at some bend, often mixed with sawdust from a mill. They root themselves firmly here, and spread
entirely over the sand.
The rose, which grows along with the willows and button-bushes, has a late and rare look now.
From off Rainbow Rush Shore I pluck a lily more than five inches in diameter. Its sepals and petals are long and
slender or narrow (others are often short, broad, and rounded); the thin white edges of the four sepals are, as
usual, or often, tinged with red. There are some twenty-five petals in about four rows. Four alternate ones of the
outmost row have a reddish or rosaceous line along the middle between the sepals, and both the sepals and the
outmost row of petals have seven or eight parallel darkish lines from base to tip. As you look down on the lily,
it is a pure white star centred with yellow,–with its short central anthers orange yellow.
The Scirpu~ lacu~tri~ and rainbow rush are still in bloom and going to seed. The first is the tule of California.
Landed at Fair Haven Pond to smell the Aster macrophyllu~. It has a slight fragrance, somewhat like that of the
Maine and northern New Hampshire one. Why has it no more in this latitude? When I first plucked it on Webster
Stream I did not know but it was some fragrant garden herb. Here I can detect some faint relationship only by
perseveringly smelling it.
The purple utricularia is the flower of the river to-day, apparently in its prime. It is very abundant, far more than
any other utricularia, especially from Fair Haven Pond upward. That peculiar little bay in the pads, just below
the inlet of the river, I will call Purple Utricularia Bay, from its prevalence there. I count a dozen within a square
foot, one or two inches above the water, and they tinge the pads with purple for more than a dozen rods. I can
distinguish their color thus far. The buds are the darkest or deepest purple. Methinks it is more abundant than
usual this year.
94.Vide August 7th and 15th.
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I notice a commotion in the pads there, as of a musquash making its way along, close beneath the surface, and
at its usual rate, when suddenly a snapping turtle puts its snout out, only up to the eyes. It looks exactly like a
sharp stake with two small knots on it, thus
While passing there, I heard what I should call my night-warbler’s note, and, looking up, saw the bird dropping
to a bush on the hillside. Looking through the glass, I saw that it was the Maryland yellow-throat!! and it
afterward flew to the button-bushes in the meadow95
I notice no polygonum out, or a little of the front-rank only. Some of the polygonums not only have leaves like
a willow, especially like the S. Iucida, but I see that their submerged leaves turn, or give place, to fibrous pink
roots which might be mistaken for those of the willow.
Lily Bay is on the left, just above the narrow place in the river, which is just above Bound Rock. There are but
few lilies this year, however; but if you wish to see how many there are, you must be on the side toward the sun.
Just opposite this bay, I heard a peculiar note which I thought at first might be that of a kingbird, but soon saw
for the first time a wren within two or three rods perched on the tall sedge or the wool-grass and making it,–
probably the short-billed marsh wren. It was peculiarly brisk and rasping, not at all musical, the rhythm
something like shar te dittle ittle ittle ittle ittle, but the last part was drier or less liquid than this implies. It was
a small bird, quite dark above and apparently plain ashy white beneath, and held its head up when it sang, and
also commonly its tail. It dropped into the deep sedge on our approach, but did not go off, as we saw by the
motion of the grass; then reappeared and uttered its brisk notes quite near us, and, flying off, was lost in the
sedge again.
We ate our dinner on the hill by Rice’s. This forenoon there were no hayers in the meadow, but before we
returned we saw many at work, for they had already cut some grass next to the upland, on the drier sides of the
meadow, and we noticed where they had stuck up green bushes near the riverside to mow to.
While bathing at Rice’s landing, I noticed under my arm, amid the potamogeton, a little pickerel between two
and a half and three inches long, with a little silvery minnow about one inch long in his mouth. He held it by
the tail, as it was jerking to and fro, and was slowly taking it in by jerks. I watched to see if he turned it, but to
my surprise he at length swallowed it tail foremost, the minnow struggling to the last and going alive into his
maw. Perhaps the pickerel learn by experience to turn them head downward. Thus early do these minnows fall
on fate, and the pickerel too fulfill his destiny.
Several times on our return we scared up apparently two summer ducks, probably of this year, from the side of
the river, first, in each case, seeing them swimming about in the pads; also, once, a great bittern,–I suspect also
a this year’s bird, for they are probably weaned at the same time with the green one.
Though the river was high, we pushed through many beds of potamogeton, long leafy masses, slanting
downward and waving steadily in the stream, ten feet or more in length by a foot wide. In some places it looked
as if the new sparganium would fairly choke up the stream.
Huckleberries are not quite yet in their prime.

August 21, Saturday: The negrero Echo, taken with a cargo of 306 slaves, was brought to the port of Charleston, South
Carolina (HOUSE EXECUTIVE DOCUMENT, 35th Congress, 2d session II, part 4, Number 2, part 4, pages 5, 14).
INTERNATIONAL SLAVE TRADE

Life must have seemed quite a bit different on this day, for Abraham Lincoln and for Henry Thoreau:

JAMES BAKER

August 21: P.M.–A-berrying to Conantum. I notice hardhacks clothing their stems now with their
erected leaves, showing the whitish under sides. A pleasing evidence of the advancing season.
How yellow that kind of hedgehog (?) sedge, [l] in the toad pool by Cyrus Hubbard’s corner.
I still see the patch of epilobium on Bee Tree Hill as plainly as ever, though only the pink seed-vessels and stems
are left.

95.Thoreau was never sure about his night warbler. Though here he identified the Common Yellowthroat as his mysterious
singer, Cruickshank says on most occasions it was probably the Ovenbird Seiurus aurocapillus giving its aerial song.
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Per the COLLECTED WORKS OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN, here is the 1st debate with Stephen A. Douglas,
that was taking place on this day at Ottawa, Illinois:

August 21, 1858
Mr. Douglas’ Speech.
Ladies and gentlemen: I appear before you to-day for the purpose
of discussing the leading political topics which now agitate the
public mind. By an arrangement between Mr. Lincoln and myself,
we are present here to-day for the purpose of having a joint
discussion as the representatives of the two great political
parties of the State and Union, upon the principles in issue
between these parties and this vast concourse of people, shows
the deep feeling which pervades the public mind in regard to the
questions dividing us.
Prior to 1854 this country was divided into two great political
parties, known as the Whig and Democratic parties. Both were
national and patriotic, advocating principles that were
universal in their application. An old line Whig could proclaim
his principles in Louisiana and Massachusetts alike. Whig
principles had no boundary sectional line, they were not limited
by the Ohio river, nor by the Potomac, nor by the line of the
free and slave States, but applied and were proclaimed wherever
the Constitution ruled or the American flag waved over the
American soil. (Hear him, and three cheers.) So it was, and so
it is with the great Democratic party, which, from the days of
Jefferson until this period, has proven itself to be the
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historic party of this nation. While the Whig and Democratic
parties differed in regard to a bank, the tariff, distribution,
the specie circular and the sub-treasury, they agreed on the
great slavery question which now agitates the Union. I say that
the Whig party and the Democratic party agreed on this slavery
question while they differed on those matters of expediency to
which I have referred. The Whig party and the Democratic party
jointly adopted the Compromise measures of 1850 as the basis of
a proper and just solution of this slavery question in all its
forms. Clay was the great leader, with Webster on his right and
Cass on his left, and sustained by the patriots in the Whig and
Democratic ranks, who had devised and enacted the Compromise
measures of 1850.
In 1851, the Whig party and the Democratic party united in
Illinois in adopting resolutions endorsing and approving the
principles of the compromise measures of 1850, as the proper
adjustment of that question. In 1852, when the Whig party
assembled in Convention at Baltimore for the purpose of
nominating a candidate for the Presidency, the first thing it
did was to declare the compromise measures of 1850, in substance
and in principle, a suitable adjustment of that question. (Here
the speaker was interrupted by loud and long continued
applause.) My friends, silence will be more acceptable to me in
the discussion of these questions than applause. I desire to
address myself to your judgment, your understanding, and your
consciences, and not to your passions or your enthusiasm. When
the Democratic convention assembled in Baltimore in the same
year, for the purpose of nominating a Democratic candidate for
the Presidency, it also adopted the compromise measures of 1850
as the basis of Democratic action. Thus you see that up to 1853’54, the Whig party and the Democratic party both stood on the
same platform with regard to the slavery question. That platform
was the right of the people of each State and each Territory to
decide their local and domestic institutions for themselves,
subject only to the federal constitution.
During the session of Congress of 1853-’54, I introduced into
the Senate of the United States a bill to organize the
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska on that principle which had
been adopted in the compromise measures of 1850, approved by the
Whig party and the Democratic party in Illinois in 1851, and
endorsed by the Whig party and the Democratic party in national
convention in 1852. In order that there might be no
misunderstanding in relation to the principle involved in the
Kansas and Nebraska bill, I put forth the true intent and meaning
of the act in these words: “It is the true intent and meaning
of this act not to legislate slavery into any State or Territory,
or to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof
perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic institutions
in their own way, subject only to the federal constitution.”
Thus, you see, that up to 1854, when the Kansas and Nebraska
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bill was brought into Congress for the purpose of carrying out
the principles which both parties had up to that time endorsed
and approved, there had been no division in this country in
regard to that principle except the opposition of the
abolitionists. In the House of Representatives of the Illinois
Legislature, upon a resolution asserting that principle, every
Whig and every Democrat in the House voted in the affirmative,
and only four men voted against it, and those four were old line
Abolitionists. (Cheers.)
In 1854, Mr. Abraham Lincoln and Mr. Trumbull entered into an
arrangement, one with the other, and each with his respective
friends, to dissolve the old Whig party on the one hand, and to
dissolve the old Democratic party on the other, and to connect
the members of both into an Abolition party under the name and
disguise of a Republican party. (Laughter and cheers, hurrah for
Douglas.) The terms of that arrangement between Mr. Lincoln and
Mr. Trumbull have been published to the world by Mr. Lincoln’s
special friend, James H. Matheny, Esq., and they were that
Lincoln should have Shields’ place in the U.S. Senate, which was
then about to become vacant, and that Trumbull should have my
seat when my term expired. (Great laughter.) Lincoln went to
work to abolitionize the Old Whig party all over the State,
pretending that he was then as good a Whig as ever; (laughter)
and Trumbull went to work in his part of the State preaching
Abolitionism in its milder and lighter form, and trying to
abolitionize the Democratic party, and bring old Democrats
handcuffed and bound hand and foot into the Abolition camp.
(“Good,” “hurrah for Douglas,” and cheers.) In pursuance of the
arrangement, the parties met at Springfield in October, 1854,
and proclaimed their new platform. Lincoln was to bring into the
Abolition camp the old line Whigs, and transfer them over to
Joshua Reed Giddings, Chase, Ford, Frederick Douglass and Parson
Lovejoy,96 who were ready to receive them and christen them in
their new faith. (Laughter and cheers.) They laid down on that
occasion a platform for their new Republican party, which was
to be thus constructed. I have the resolutions of their State
convention then held, which was the first mass State Convention
ever held in Illinois by the Black Republican party, and I now
hold them in my hands and will read a part of them, and cause
the others to be printed. Here is the most important and material
resolution of this Abolition platform.
1. Resolved, That we believe this truth to be self-evident, that
when parties become subversive of the ends for which they are
established, or incapable of restoring the government to the
true principles of the constitution, it is the right and duty
of the people to dissolve the political bands by which they may
have been connected therewith, and to organize new parties upon
such principles and with such views as the circumstances and
exigencies of the nation may demand.
96. Joshua Reed Giddings, U.S. representative from Ohio, and Thomas H. Ford, Ohio Know-Nothing and abolitionist.
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2.
Resolved,
That
the
times
imperatively
demand
the
reorganization of parties, and repudiating all previous party
attachments, names and predilections, we unite ourselves
together in defence of the liberty and constitution of the
country, and will hereafter co-operate as the Republican party,
pledged to the accomplishment of the following purposes: to
bring the administration of the government back to the control
of first principles; to restore Nebraska and Kansas to the
position of free territories; that, as the constitution of the
United States, vests in the States, and not in Congress, the
power to legislate for the extradition of fugitives from labor,
to repeal and entirely abrogate the fugitive slave law; to
restrict slavery to those States in which it exists; to prohibit
the admission of any more slave States into the Union; to abolish
slavery in the District of Columbia; to exclude slavery from all
the territories over which the general government has exclusive
jurisdiction; and to resist the acquirements of any more
territories unless the practice of slavery therein forever shall
have been prohibited.
3. Resolved, That in furtherance of these principles we will use
such constitutional and lawful means as shall seem best adapted
to their accomplishment, and that we will support no man for
office, under the general or State government, who is not
positively and fully committed to the support of these
principles, and whose personal character and conduct is not a
guaranty that he is reliable, and who shall not have abjured old
party allegiance and ties.
(The resolutions, as they were read, were cheered throughout.)
Now, gentlemen, your Black Republicans have cheered every one
of those propositions, (“good and cheers,”) and yet I venture
to say that you cannot get Mr. Lincoln to come out and say that
he is now in favor of each one of them. (Laughter and applause.
“Hit him again.”) That these propositions, one and all,
constitute the platform of the Black Republican party of this
day, I have no doubt, (“good”) and when you were not aware for
what purpose I was reading them, your Black Republicans cheered
them as good Black Republican doctrines. (“That’s it,” etc.) My
object in reading these resolutions, was to put the question to
Abraham Lincoln this day, whether he now stands and will stand
by each article in that creed and carry it out. (“Good.” “Hit
him again.”) I desire to know whether Mr. Lincoln to-day stands
as he did in 1854, in favor of the unconditional repeal of the
fugitive slave law. I desire him to answer whether he stands
pledged to-day, as he did in 1854, against the admission of any
more slave States into the Union, even if the people want them.
I want to know whether he stands pledged against the admission
of a new State into the Union with such a constitution as the
people of that State may see fit to make. (“That’s it;” “put it
at him.”) I want to know whether he stands to-day pledged to the
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abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. I desire him
to answer whether he stands pledged to the prohibition of the
slave trade between the different States. (“He does.”) I desire
to know whether he stands pledged to prohibit slavery in all the
territories of the United States, North as well as South of the
Missouri Compromise line, (“Kansas too.”) I desire him to answer
whether he is opposed to the acquisition of any more territory
unless slavery is first prohibited therein. I want his answer
to these questions. Your affirmative cheers in favor of this
Abolition platform is not satisfactory. I ask Abraham Lincoln
to answer these questions, in order that when I trot him down
to lower Egypt I may put the same questions to him. (Enthusiastic
applause.) My principles are the same everywhere. (Cheers, and
“hark.”) I can proclaim them alike in the North, the South, the
East, and the West. My principles will apply wherever the
Constitution prevails and the American flag waves. (“Good,” and
applause.) I desire to know whether Mr. Lincoln’s principles
will bear transplanting from Ottawa to Jonesboro? I put these
questions to him to-day distinctly, and ask an answer. I have a
right to an answer (“that’s so,” “he can’t dodge you,” etc.),
for I quote from the platform of the Republican party, made by
himself and others at the time that party was formed, and the
bargain made by Lincoln to dissolve and kill the old Whig party,
and transfer its members, bound hand and foot, to the Abolition
party, under the direction of Joshua Reed Giddings and Frederick
Douglass. (Cheers.) In the remarks I have made on this platform,
and the position of Mr. Lincoln upon it, I mean nothing
personally disrespectful or unkind to that gentleman. I have
known him for nearly twenty-five years. There were many points
of sympathy between us when we first got acquainted. We were
both comparatively boys, and both struggling with poverty in a
strange land. I was a school-teacher in the town of Winchester,
and he a flourishing grocery-keeper in the town of Salem.
(Applause and laughter.) He was more successful in his
occupation than I was in mine, and hence more fortunate in this
world’s goods. Abraham Lincoln is one of those peculiar men who
perform with admirable skill everything which they undertake. I
made as good a school-teacher as I could and when a cabinet maker
I made a good bedstead and tables, although my old boss said I
succeeded better with bureaus and secretaries than anything
else; (cheers,) but I believe that Lincoln was always more
successful in business than I, for his business enabled him to
get into the Legislature. I met him there, however, and had a
sympathy with him, because of the up hill struggle we both had
in life. He was then just as good at telling an anecdote as now.
(“No doubt.”) He could beat any of the boys wrestling, or running
a foot race, in pitching quoits or tossing a copper, could ruin
more liquor than all the boys of the town together, (uproarious
laughter,) and the dignity and impartiality with which he
presided at a horse race or fist fight, excited the admiration
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and won the praise of everybody that was present and
participated. (Renewed laughter.) I sympathised with him,
because he was struggling with difficulties and so was I. Mr.
Lincoln served with me in the Legislature in 1836, when we both
retired, and he subsided, or became submerged, and he was lost
sight of as a public man for some years. In 1846, when Wilmot
introduced his celebrated proviso, and the Abolition tornado
swept over the country, Lincoln again turned up as a member of
Congress from the Sangamon district. I was then in the Senate
of the United States, and was glad to welcome my old friend and
companion. Whilst in Congress, he distinguished himself by his
opposition to the Mexican war, taking the side of the common
enemy against his own country; (“that’s true,”) and when he
returned home he found that the indignation of the people
followed him everywhere, and he was again submerged or obliged
to retire into private life, forgotten by his former friends.
(“And will be again.”) He came up again in 1854, just in time
to make this Abolition or Black Republican platform, in company
with Joshua Reed Giddings, Lovejoy, Chase, and Frederick
Douglass for the Republican party to stand upon. (Laughter, “Hit
him again,” &c.) Trumbull, too, was one of our own
contemporaries. He was born and raised in old Connecticut, was
bred a federalist, but removing to Georgia, turned nullifier
when nullification was popular, and as soon as he disposed of
his clocks and wound up his business, migrated to Illinois,
(laughter,) turned politician and lawyer here, and made his
appearance in 1841, as a member of the Legislature. He became
noted as the author of the scheme to repudiate a large portion
of the State debt of Illinois, which, if successful, would have
brought infamy and disgrace upon the fair escutcheon of our
glorious State. The odium attached to that measure consigned him
to oblivion for a time. I helped to do it. I walked into a public
meeting in the hall of the House of Representatives and replied
to his repudiating speeches, and resolutions were carried over
his head denouncing repudiation, and asserting the moral and
legal obligation of Illinois to pay every dollar of the debt she
owed and every bond that bore her seal. (“Good,” and cheers.)
Trumbull’s malignity has followed me since I thus defeated his
infamous scheme.
These two men having formed this combination to abolitionize the
old Whig party and the old Democratic party, and put themselves
into the Senate of the United States, in pursuance of their
bargain, are now carrying out that arrangement. Matheny states
that Trumbull broke faith; that the bargain was that Abraham
Lincoln should be the Senator in Shields’ place, and Trumbull
was to wait for mine; (laughter and cheers,) and the story goes,
that Trumbull cheated Lincoln, having control of four or five
abolitionized Democrats who were holding over in the Senate; he
would not let them vote for Lincoln, and which obliged the rest
of the Abolitionists to support him in order to secure an
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Abolition Senator. There are a number of authorities for the
truth of this besides Matheny, and I suppose that even Mr.
Lincoln will not deny it. (Applause and laughter.)
Mr. Lincoln demands that he shall have the place intended for
Trumbull, as Trumbull cheated him and got his, and Trumbull is
stumping the State traducing me for the purpose of securing that
position for Lincoln, in order to quiet him. (“Lincoln can never
get it, &c.”) It was in consequence of this arrangement that the
Republican Convention was empanelled to instruct for Lincoln and
nobody else, and it was on this account that they passed
resolutions that he was their first, their last, and their only
choice. Archy Williams was nowhere, Browning was nobody,
Wentworth was not to be considered, they had no man in the
Republican party for the place except Lincoln, for the reason
that he demanded that they should carry out the arrangement.
(“Hit him again.”)
Having formed this new party for the benefit of deserters from
Whiggery, and deserters from Democracy, and having laid down the
Abolition platform which I have read, Lincoln now takes his
stand and proclaims his Abolition doctrines. Let me read a part
of them. In his speech at Springfield to the convention which
nominated him for the Senate, he said:
In my opinion it will not cease until a crisis shall have been
reached and passed. “A house divided against itself cannot
stand.” I believe this Government cannot endure permanently half
Slave and half Free. I do not expect the Union to be dissolved--I do not expect the house to fall---but I do expect it will
cease to be divided. It will become all one thing, or all the
other. Either the opponents of Slavery will arrest the further
spread of it, and place it where the public mind shall rest in
the belief that it is in the course of ultimate extinction; or
its advocates will push it forward till it shall become alike
lawful in all the States ---old as well as new, North as well
as South.
(“Good,” “good.” and cheers.)
I am delighted to hear you Black Republicans say “good.”
(Laughter and cheers.) I have no doubt that doctrine expresses
your sentiments (“hit them again,” “that’s it,”) and I will
prove to you now, if you will listen to me, that it is
revolutionary and destructive of the existence of this
Government. (“Hurrah for Douglas,” “good,” and cheers.) Mr.
Lincoln, in the extract from which I have read, says that this
Government cannot endure permanently in the same condition in
which it was made by its framers — divided into free and slave
States. He says that it has existed for about seventy years thus
divided, and yet he tells you that it cannot endure permanently
on the same principles and in the same relative condition in
which our fathers made it. (“Neither can it.”) Why can it not
exist divided into free and slave States? Washington, Jefferson,
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Franklin, Madison, Hamilton, Jay, and the great men of that day,
made this Government divided into free States and slave States,
and left each State perfectly free to do as it pleased on the
subject of slavery. (“Right, right.”) Why can it not exist on
the same principles on which our fathers made it? (“It can.”)
They knew when they framed the Constitution that in a country
as wide and broad as this, with such a variety of climate,
production and interest, the people necessarily required
different laws and institutions in different localities. They
knew that the laws and regulations which would suit the granite
hills of New Hampshire would be unsuited to the rice plantations
of South Carolina, (“right, right,”) and they, therefore,
provided that each State should retain its own Legislature, and
its own sovereignty with the full and complete power to do as
it pleased within its own limits, in all that was local and not
national. (Applause.) One of the reserved rights of the States,
was the right to regulate the relations between Master and
Servant, on the slavery question. At the time the Constitution
was formed, there were thirteen States in the Union, twelve of
which were slaveholding States and one a free State. Suppose
this doctrine of uniformity preached by Mr. Lincoln, that the
States should all be free or all be slave had prevailed and what
would have been the result? Of course, the twelve slaveholding
States would have overruled the one free State, and slavery
would have been fastened by a Constitutional provision on every
inch of the American Republic, instead of being left as our
fathers wisely left it, to each State to decide for itself.
(“Good, good,” and three cheers for Douglas.) Here I assert that
uniformity in the local laws and institutions of the different
States is neither possible or desirable. If uniformity had been
adopted when the government was established, it must inevitably
have been the uniformity of slavery everywhere, or else the
uniformity of negro citizenship and negro equality everywhere.
We are told by Abraham Lincoln that he is utterly opposed to the
Dred Scott decision, and will not submit to it, for the reason
that he says it deprives the negro of the rights and privileges
of citizenship. (Laughter and applause.) That is the first and
main reason which he assigns for his warfare on the Supreme Court
of the United States and its decision. I ask you, are you in
favor of conferring upon the negro the rights and privileges of
citizenship? (“No, no.”) Do you desire to strike out of our State
Constitution that clause which keeps slaves and free negroes out
of the State, and allow the free negroes to flow in, (“never,”)
and cover your prairies with black settlements? Do you desire
to turn this beautiful State into a free negro colony, (“no,
no,”) in order that when Missouri abolishes slavery she can send
one hundred thousand emancipated slaves into Illinois, to become
citizens and voters, on an equality with yourselves? (“Never,”
“no.”) If you desire negro citizenship, if you desire to allow
them to come into the State and settle with the white man, if
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you desire them to vote on an equality with yourselves, and to
make them eligible to office, to serve on juries, and to adjudge
your rights, then support Mr. Lincoln and the Black Republican
party, who are in favor of the citizenship of the negro. (“Never,
never.”) For one, I am opposed to negro citizenship in any and
every form. (Cheers.) I believe this government was made on the
white basis. (“Good.”) I believe it was made by white men, for
the benefit of white men and their posterity for ever, and I am
in favour of confining citizenship to white men, men of European
birth and descent, instead of conferring it upon negroes,
Indians and other inferior races.
(“Good for you.” “Douglas forever.”)
Mr. Lincoln, following the example and lead of all the little
Abolition orators, who go around and lecture in the basements
of schools and churches, reads from the Declaration of
Independence, that all men were created equal, and then asks how
can you deprive a negro of that equality which God and the
Declaration of Independence awards to him. He and they maintain
that negro equality is guarantied by the laws of God, and that
it is asserted in the Declaration of Independence. If they think
so, of course they have a right to say so, and so vote. I do not
question Mr. Lincoln’s conscientious belief that the negro was
made his equal, and hence is his brother, (laughter,) but for
my own part, I do not regard the negro as my equal, and
positively deny that he is my brother or any kin to me whatever.
(“Never.” “Hit him again,” and cheers.) Abraham Lincoln has
evidently learned by heart Parson Lovejoy’s catechism. (Laughter
and applause.) He can repeat it as well as Farnsworth,97 and he
is worthy of a medal from father Joshua Reed Giddings and
Frederick Douglass for his Abolitionism. (Laughter.) He holds
that the negro was born his equal and yours, and that he was
endowed with equality by the Almighty, and that no human law can
deprive him of these rights which were guarantied to him by the
Supreme ruler of the Universe. Now, I do not believe that the
Almighty ever intended the negro to be the equal of the white
man. (“Never, never.”) If he did, he has been a long time
demonstrating the fact. (Cheers.) For thousands of years the
negro has been a race upon the earth, and during all that time,
in all latitudes and climates, wherever he has wandered or been
taken, he has been inferior to the race which he has there met.
He belongs to an inferior race, and must always occupy an
inferior position. (“Good,” “that’s so,” &c.) I do not hold that
because the negro is our inferior that therefore he ought to be
a slave. By no means can such a conclusion be drawn from what I
have said. On the contrary, I hold that humanity and
christianity both require that the negro shall have and enjoy
every right, every privilege, and every immunity consistent with
the safety of the society in which he lives. (That’s so.) On
that point, I presume, there can be no diversity of opinion. You
97. US Representative John F. Farnsworth of Chicago.
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and I are bound to extend to our inferior and dependent being
every right, every privilege, every facility and immunity
consistent with the public good. The question then arises what
rights and privileges are consistent with the public good. This
is a question which each State and each Territory must decide
for itself---Illinois has decided it for herself. We have
provided that the negro shall not be a slave, and we have also
provided that he shall not be a citizen, but protect him in his
civil rights, in his life, his person and his property, only
depriving him of all political rights whatsoever, and refusing
to put him on an equality with the white man. (“Good.”) That
policy of Illinois is satisfactory to the Democratic party and
to me, and if it were to the Republicans, there would then be
no question upon the subject; but the Republicans say that he
ought to be made a citizen, and when he becomes a citizen he
becomes your equal, with all your rights and privileges. (“He
never shall.”) They assert the Dred Scott decision to be
monstrous because it denies that the negro is or can be a citizen
under the Constitution. Now, I hold that Illinois had a right
to abolish and prohibit slavery as she did, and I hold that
Kentucky has the same right to continue and protect slavery that
Illinois had to abolish it. I hold that New York had as much
right to abolish slavery as Virginia has to continue it, and
that each and every State of this Union is a sovereign power,
with the right to do as it pleases upon this question of slavery,
and upon all its domestic institutions. Slavery is not the only
question which comes up in this controversy. There is a far more
important one to you, and that is, what shall be done with the
free negro? We have settled the slavery question as far as we
are concerned; we have prohibited it in Illinois forever, and
in doing so, I think we have done wisely, and there is no man
in the State who would be more strenuous in his opposition to
the introduction of slavery than I would; (cheers) but when we
settled it for ourselves, we exhausted all our power over that
subject. We have done our whole duty, and can do no more. We
must leave each and every other State to decide for itself the
same question. In relation to the policy to be pursued towards
the free negroes, we have said that they shall not vote; whilst
Maine, on the other hand, has said that they shall vote. Maine
is a sovereign State, and has the power to regulate the
qualifications of voters within her limits. I would never
consent to confer the right of voting and of citizenship upon a
negro, but still I am not going to quarrel with Maine for
differing from me in opinion. Let Maine take care of her own
negroes and fix the qualifications of her own voters to suit
herself, without interfering with Illinois, and Illinois will
not interfere with Maine. So with the State of New York. She
allows the negro to vote provided he owns two hundred and fifty
dollars’ worth of property, but not otherwise. While I would not
make any distinction whatever between a negro who held property
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and one who did not; yet if the sovereign State of New York
chooses to make that distinction it is her business and not mine,
and I will not quarrel with her for it. She can do as she pleases
on this question if she minds her own business, and we will do
the same thing. Now, my friends, if we will only act
conscientiously and rigidly upon this great principle of popular
sovereignty which guarantees to each State and Territory the
right to do as it pleases on all things local and domestic
instead of Congress interfering, we will continue at peace one
with another. Why should Illinois be at war with Missouri, or
Kentucky with Ohio, or Virginia with New York, merely because
their institutions differ? Our fathers intended that our
institutions should differ. They knew that the North and the
South having different climates, productions and interests,
required different institutions. This doctrine of Mr. Lincoln’s
of uniformity among the institutions of the different States is
a new doctrine, never dreamed of by Washington, Madison, or the
framers of this Government. Mr. Abraham Lincoln and the
Republican party set themselves up as wiser than these men who
made this government, which has flourished for seventy years
under the principle of popular sovereignty, recognizing the
right of each State to do as it pleased.
18
Under that principle we have grown from a nation of three or
four millions to a nation of about thirty millions of people;
we have crossed the Alleghany Mountains and filled up the whole
Northwest, turning the prairies into a garden, and building up
churches
and
schools,
thus
spreading
civilization
and
Christianity where before there was nothing but savage
barbarism. Under that principle we have become, from a feeble
nation, the most powerful on the face of the earth, and if we
only adhere to that principle, we can go forward increasing in
territory, in power, in strength, and in glory until the
Republic of America shall be the north star that shall guide the
friends of freedom throughout the civilized world. And why can
we not adhere to the great principle of self-government upon
which our institutions were originally based? I believe that
this new doctrine preached by Mr. Lincoln and his party will
dissolve the Union if it succeeds .
* This extract from Mr. Lincoln’s Peoria Speech of 1854, was read by him in the Ottawa debate, but was not reported fully or
accurately, in either the Times or Press & Tribune. It is inserted now as necessary to a complete report of the debate. [Footnote
written by Lincoln in the margin of the debates scrapbook.]
[5] “Materially” corrected by Lincoln to “materials.”
[6] “Whas" corrected by Lincoln to “What.”
[7] U.S. Senator Charles E. Stuart (“my friend from Michigan”).
[8] This episode is not reported in the Press and Tribune, and was deleted by Lincoln in the debates scrapbook.
[9] The five preceding paragraphs composing this digression were deleted by Lincoln in the debates scrapbook. The bias of the
Times reporter is obvious, but it may be well to note that the episode appears in the Press and Tribune as follows:
“MR. LINCOLN---Let the Judge add that Lincoln went along with them.
“JUDGE DOUGLAS.---Mr. Lincoln says let him add that he went along with them to the Senate Chamber. I will not add that for I
do not know it.
“MR. LINCOLN.---I do know it.
“JUDGE DOUGLAS.---But whether he knows or not my point is this, and I will yet bring him to his milk on this point.”
[10] This paragraph is not in the Press and Tribune.

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

1859
The slave Harriet Roberts Newby wrote three letters to her free mulatto husband Dangerfield Newby begging
him to come and buy her and his children. The Virginia family that owned them was said to be in need of
money, so the husband was traveling around Ohio asking for donations. The family of Dr. Jesse Jennings back
in Warington [Warrenton?], Virginia, however, would reject Dangerfield Newby’s offer, so when he was killed
while serving as a bridge sentinel at Harpers Ferry, Dangerfield left an account amounting to $742
(approximately $13,000-$19,000 in our turn-of-the-millennium dollars).

James Redpath’s THE ROVING EDITOR; OR, TALKS WITH SLAVES IN THE SOUTHERN STATES, an abolitionist
book dedicated to John Brown, was suggesting that slavery could be ended by inciting “a few scores of rattling
insurrections ... and by a little wholesome slaughter to arouse the conscience of the people.” Redpath was
giving no indication whether the aforesaid red path of slaughter ought to consist of the blood of white
Americans killed by black, the blood of black Americans killed by white, or the blood of black and white
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Americans indiscriminately intermingled.98

At some point during this year Frederick Douglass would meet secretly with Captain John Brown in an
abandoned rock quarry near Chambersburg, Pennsylvania and be briefed on the progress of the plan to attack

98. Francis Jackson Meriam had helped James Redpath collect his materials for this book,
in Haiti and across the American South.
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the federal arsenal at Harpers Ferry, Virginia.

Douglass would opt out of the plot, which he considered too risky, and flee via Canada to England rather than
himself personally participate. He would then remark humorously:
“I’ve always been more distinguished for running than for fighting.”
(Note that in abandoning the struggle in this manner, Douglass was not doing anything that other folks
were not doing. For instance, praising Brown’s actions at Harpers Ferry but declaring that she could foresee a
“crisis” which was going to be inevitable, the little lady Harriet Beecher Stowe who did more than anyone else
to start America’s biggest war would be withdrawing from all anti-slavery agitation and embarking in her
swishy silk dress upon her 3d genteel tour of the grand hotels of the European subcontinent, paid for of course
with the enormous extent of the ongoing royalties she was receiving from her writings — which had touched
the pulse of the nation she was abandoning to its fate. Meanwhile another little lady, Harriet Tubman, would
be pleading to John Brown that she could not participate in his raid on the federal arsenal as she had become
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ill — although I know of no historian who has ever attempted to check the trustworthiness of that excuse.)99
In Harriet Beecher Stowe’s new novel THE MINISTER ’S WOOING set at the turn of the 18th Century, one of the
characters, Candace the fat wife of Cato and slave of the Merwyns, was according to Nell Painter, “probably
inspired in part by Truth” — despite the blunt reality that in Litchfield, Massachusetts the Beecher family’s
laundry had been done by a black woman, named Candace. When Mr. Merwyn tried to find out whether his
slaves didn’t really prefer the freedom from life’s cares which sprang from their being so many pieces of
property:
When Gineral Washington was here, I hearn ’em read
de Declaration ob Independence and Bill o’ Rights;
an’ I tole Cato den, says I, “Ef dat ar’ true, you an’
I are as free as anybody.” It stands to reason. Why,
look at me — I a’n’t a critter. ... I’s a reasonable
bein’ —a woman, —as much a woman as anybody.
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE
This character modeled upon Truth had ideas not only about racism but also about feminism:
“I de weaker vessel?” said Candace, looking down from
the tower of her ample corpulence ... “I de weaker
vessel? Umph!”
And she had ideas about Calvinism and man’s natural depravity as products of the Adam who fell into sin:
... nebber did eat dat ar’ apple ... Don’t tell me!

99. A practical woman, she mistrusted these white men to the point at which she had recurrent nightmares in which John Brown and
his sons figured as serpents. On the day of the raid, Harriet Tubman had a premonition that this was a lost cause.
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Our national birthday, Monday the 4th of July: Nathaniel Hawthorne’s 55th birthday.

Because of its symbolic significance, this had been the day selected by John Brown for the raid on Harpers
Ferry. But that had been mere planning. Harriet Tubman hadn’t shown up, and various items of supply had
been delayed. The raid had had to be postponed.

CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY

In Washington DC, a convict who was serving a sentence for murder was allowed to read the Declaration of
Independence aloud for the benefit of the other prisoners. (That ought to have been instructive!)
In an oration delivered in Grahamville, South Carolina by Robert Barnwell Rhett, the creation of a Southern
nation was proposed.

July 4: June 28th, I observed up the Assabet some exceedingly handsome amelanchier leaves, brightcrimson, regularly striped with green on the veins and with scattered yellow spots. The shrub probably dying.
Vide some in press.
P.M. – To Fair Haven Pond, measuring depth of river.
As you walk beside a ditch or brook, you see the frogs which you alarm launching themselves from a
considerable distance into the brook. They spring considerably upward, so as to clear all intervening obstacles,
and seem to know pretty well where the brook is. Yet no doubt they often strike, to their chagrin and perhaps
sorrow, on a pebbly shore or rock. Their noses must be peculiarly organized to resist accidents of this kind, and
allow them to cast themselves thus heedlessly into the air, trusting to fall into the water, for they come down
nose foremost. A frog reckons that he knows where the brook is. I shudder for them when I see their soft,
unshielded proboscis falling thus heedlessly on whatever may be beneath.
I observe at Well Meadow Head that the fall has already come conspicuously to the hellebore, and they are
mostly turned yellow, while their large green seed-vessels are ripening; but the skunk-cabbage is still green.
The front-rank polygonum, having been submerged by the unusually high water of the last fortnight, is a
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conspicuous red or purple color; and this is evidently the effect of the water alone, as, I think, it is the water
which turns the early maples. [Both white and red, when the leaves are not half developed, long ago.] All the
river’s edge is now tinged with this purplish streak, yet they are healthy-looking leaves.
Johnswort is just fairly begun. Hypericum ellipticum and Jersey tea first observed.
The deepest place I find in the river to-day is off Bittern Cliff, answering to the bold shore. There is an
uninterrupted deep and wide reach of the river from Fair Haven Pond to Nut Meadow Brook.

October 20, Thursday: In Chicago, John Hossack, a grain wholesaler of Ottawa, Illinois, spoke before his and Joseph
Stout’s sentencing in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois. The two white men
had been found guilty of aiding in the rescue of Jim Gray, a fugitive slave, on October 20, 1859, from the
custody of a US Deputy Marshal in violation of the national Fugitive Slave Law. Naughty, naughty. Have these
men no appreciation of the rights of property? Mr. Hossack, a Scotchman by birth, had spent many years as a
baker in Québec and then relocated to Ottawa, Illinois during the construction of the Illinois and Michigan
Canal. The criminals would pay a fine of $100 and be imprisoned for 10 days. Mr. Hossack’s speech would in
the following year be published in New-York:

SPEECH OF JOHN HOSSACK,
CONVICTED OF A
VIOLATION OF THE FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW,
BEFORE JUDGE DRUMMOND,
OF THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CHICAGO, ILL.
NEW YORK:
PUBLISHED BY THE AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY.
1860.
MAY IT PLEASE THE COURT:
I have a few words to say why sentence should not be pronounced
against me. I am found guilty of a violation of the Fugitive
Slave Law, and it may appear strange to your Honor that I have
no sense of guilt. I came, Sir, from the tyranny of the Old
World, when but a lad, and landed upon the American shores,
having left my kindred and native land in pursuit of some place
where men of toil would not be crushed by the property-holding
class. Commencing the struggle of life at the tender age of
twelve years, a stranger in a strange land, having to earn my
bread by the sweat of my brow, your Honor will bear with me.
Unaccustomed as I am to appear in Courts, much less to address
them, I have feared that I might fail in bearing myself on this
occasion worthy of the place and the position I occupy, and the
great principles involved in the case before you. I say to your
Honor, therefore, if I fail in observing the usual forms of the
place, it will be from a want of judgment and error of the head,
and not of the heart. Therefore I do not think I shall fare worse
at the hands of your Honor, if I state plainly my views and
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feelings on the great question of the age — the rights of man.
I feel that it is a case that will be referred to long after you
and I have gone to meet the great Judge of all the earth.
It has been argued by the prosecution that I, a foreigner,
protected by the laws of my adopted country, should be the last
to disobey those laws; but in this I find nothing that should
destroy my sympathy for the crushed, struggling children of toil
in all lands.
Surely, I have been protected. The fish in the rivers, the quail
in the stubble, the deer in the forest, have been protected.
Shall I join hands with those who make wicked laws, in crushing
out the poor black man, for whom there is no protection but in
the grave, where the wicked cease from troubling, and the weary
are at rest?
It is true, Sir — I am a foreigner. I first saw the light among
the rugged but free hills of Scotland; a land, Sir, that never
was conquered, and where a slave never breathed. Let a slave set
foot on that shore, and his chains fall off for ever, and he
becomes what God made him — a man. In this far-off land, I heard
of your free institutions, your prairie lands, your projected
canals, and your growing towns. Twenty-two years ago, I landed
in this city. I immediately engaged on the public works, on the
canal then building that connects this city with the great river
of the West. In the process of time, the State failed to procure
money to carry on the public works. I then opened a prairie farm
to get bread for my family, and I am one of the men who have
made Chicago what it is to-day, having shipped some of the first
grain that was exported from this city. I am, Sir, one of the
pioneers of Illinois, who have gone through the many hardships
of the settlement of a new country. I have spent upon it my best
days, the strength of my manhood. I have eleven children, who
are natives of this my adopted country. No living man, Sir, has
greater interest in its welfare; and it is because I am opposed
to carrying out wicked and ungodly laws, and love the freedom
of my country, that I stand before you to-day.
Again, Sir, I ought not to be sentenced because, as has been
argued by the prosecution, I am an Abolitionist. I have no
apologies to make for being an Abolitionist. When I came to this
country, like the mass from beyond the sea, I was a Democrat;
there was a charm in the name. But, Sir, I soon found that I had
to go beyond the name of a party in this country, in order to
know any thing of its principles or practice. I soon found that
however much the great parties of my adopted country differed
upon banks, tariffs and land questions, in one thing they
agreed, in trying which could stoop the lowest to gain the favor
of the most cursed system of slavery that ever swayed an iron
rod over any nation, the Moloch which they had set up, to which
they offered as human sacrifice millions of the children of
toil. As a man who had fled from the crushing aristocracy of my
native land, how could I support a worse aristocracy in this
land? I was compelled to give my humble name and influence to a
party who proposed, at least, to embrace in its sympathies all
classes of men, from all quarters of the globe. In this choice,
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I found myself in the company of Clarkson and Wilberforce in my
native land, and of Washington and Franklin, and many such, in
this boasted land of the free; and more than all these, the
Redeemer in whom I humbly trust for acceptance with my God, who
came to heal the broken-hearted, to preach deliverance to the
captives, to set at liberty those who were bruised; yea, this
very religion binds me to those in bonds as bound with them.
Tell me, Sir, with these views, can I be any thing but an
Abolitionist? Surely, for this I ought not to be sentenced.
Again, Sir, I ought not to be sentenced, because the Fugitive
Slave Law, under which I am torn from my family and business by
the supple tools of the Slave Power, the slave-breeder and the
slave-hunter, is at variance with both the spirit and letter of
the Constitution. Sir, I place myself upon the Constitution, in
the presence of a nation who have the Declaration of
Independence read to them every Fourth of July, and profess to
believe it. Yea, in the presence of civilized man, I hold up the
Constitution of my adopted country as clear from the blood of
men, and from a tyranny that would make crowned heads blush. The
parties who prostitute the Constitution to the support of
slavery are traitors — traitors not only to the liberties of
millions
of
enslaved
countrymen,
but
traitors
to
the
Constitution itself which they have sworn to support.
A foreigner upon your soil, I go not to the platforms of
contending parties to find truth. I go, Sir, to the Constitution
of my country: the word slave is not to be found. I read, “We,
the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect
Union, establish justice,” — yes, Sir, establish justice — “to
promote the general welfare, and to secure the blessings of
liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish
this Constitution for the United States of America.” These were
the men who had proclaimed to the world that all men were created
equal; that they were endowed by their Creator with certain
inalienable rights — life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness; and contended even unto death for seven long years.
Can it be, Sir, that these great men, under cover of those
hallowed words, intended to make a government that should
outrage justice and trample upon liberty as no other government
under the whole heavens has ever done? This dreadful power, that
has compelled the great political parties of the country to
creep in the dust for its favor; that has debauched to a large
extent the Christianity of the nation; that bids a craven
priesthood stand with Golden Rule in hand, and defend the
robbing of mothers of their babes, and husbands of their wives;
that bids courts decree injustice; Sir, I plant myself upon the
Constitution, and demand justice and liberty, and say to this
bloody Moloch, Away! Sir, the world has never furnished so great
a congregation of hypocrites as those that formed the
Constitution, if they designed to make it the greatest
slaveholder, slave-breeder and slave-catcher on earth. He is a
great slaveholder that has a thousand slaves; but if this law
is a true exponent of the Constitution, this Government,
ordained for justice and liberty, holds four millions of slaves.
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No, Sir! no! for the honor of the fathers of my country, I appeal
from the bloody slaveholding statute to the liberty-loving
Constitution. While these fathers lived, State after State, in
carrying out the spirit of the Constitution, put an end to the
dreadful system. The great Washington, in his last will and
testament, carried out the spirit of the Constitution.
But, sir, the law under which you may sentence me violates both
the letter and the spirit of the Constitution. I have a word to
say upon the articles of the Constitution which it is claimed
the Fugitive Slave Law is designed to carry out.
No person held to service or labor in one State, under
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall in
consequence of any law or regulation therein, be
discharged from such service or labor, but shall be
delivered up on the claim of the party to whom such
service or labor is due.
That is the provision that is claimed transforms the Government
into a monster of iniquity. I have read, over and over, that
article, interpreted by all laws of language known to a plain
man. How these three or four lines can transform this
Government, ordained to secure justice, into a mean tool to aid
the plunderers of cradles, the destroyers of home, the ravishers
of women, and the oppressors of men, to carry on their hellish
work — how it can do this thing, I cannot see. That article binds
the several States separately not to pass a certain law, but
where in it do we find a Fugitive Slave Law? Where do you find
a Commissioner? Where do you find that the Government is to hunt
up and return, at its own expense, a slave that flees from his
cruel and bloody master? Where in those lines is the authority
to compel me to be a partaker in the crimes of the man-stealer?
The General Government is not once mentioned; but the States in
their separate sovereignties are named. But, Sir, this article
expressly provides that the party making the claim shall have
owed him service, or labor due from the party claimed. If Jim
Gray owed service, or labor, or money, to Phillips, I am the
last man in the world to raise my voice or hand to prevent
Phillips, or any man, from obtaining his dues. What I would grant
to the devil himself, I would not withhold even from the
slaveholder — his due. Jim Gray claims that he does not owe
Phillips a day’s work or a dollar of money. Phillips claims that
he owes him every day’s work that has been deposited in his bones
and sinews; yea, the toil of his body and mind both, till death
shall end the period of stipulated toil. Here is a question for
legal examination and judicial discussion. Does the man Gray owe
this man Phillips any thing? The Constitution is very clear and
very plain in pointing out the way this question is to be
settled.
Article V. provides that no person shall be deprived of life,
liberty or property without due process of law. That Jim Gray
is a person, is admitted on all hands. Phillips admits it; the
blood-hounds, marshals and attorneys that hunt him, say he is a
person — a person held to service. The amount in dispute is the
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liberty and life-long toil of a man just entering into the full
maturity of manhood. A great question lies between these men.
But Gray, standing on soil covered by this Constitution, can be
robbed of liberty, or the wages of his toil, only by due process
of law.
Article VII. says, expressly, in suits at common law, when the
value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of
trial by jury shall be preserved. Here, sir, is a case involving
the question of liberty, and hundreds of dollars of money. The
law, Sir, under which I appear before you, overrides these plain
provisions, and commits this whole question to one man, and
offers him a bribe to trample right and liberty under foot. I
know, Sir, it may be said that Jim Gray was a slave, and not
entitled to these humane provisions. Had he never worn the chain
of the oppressor, nor felt the lash of the bloody task-master —
had he been born in Canada, or any where else on the globe — had
he been a citizen of one of the States of this Union, and never
been enslaved, it would have been all the same. His liberty would
have been stricken down, and he been given to the party claiming
his life-long toil, and your Commissioner would have pocketed
the bribe offered by this law for doing such a crime against
humanity and the plainest provisions of the Constitution.
No sir; in a Court of the United States, where the Constitution
provides for trial by jury, I ought not to be sentenced for
raising my hand to rescue a fellow-man from a mob that would
strip him of his liberty and life-long toil without due process
of law, without trial by jury. Sir, this, law tramples so
flagrantly upon the spirit and letter of the Constitution, that
I ought not to be sentenced.
Before passing from the Constitutional objections to this law,
I would call the attention of your Honor to the partiality of
the law, which is so at variance with the designs of the Fathers
in organizing this Government. No man can read the Constitution
—in which the word slave cannot be found; from which the idea
that a man could be reduced to a thing, and held as property,
was carefully excluded— no man, I say, can read that
Constitution, and come to the conclusion that slavery was to be
fostered, guaranteed and protected far beyond every thing else
in the country. Admit that Jim Gray was Phillips’s property, how
comes it that that particular property is more sacred than any
other property? Phillips’s horse escapes from him, and is found
in a distant State; but the President of the United States, and
every department of Government, are not put on the track to find
the horse, and return him to Phillips’s stable, and then pay the
whole bill from the National Treasury. No, Sir. But his slave
escapes — he runs away, and, for some reason, his property in
man is so much more holy and sacred, that the whole Government
is bound to take the track and hunt, the poor panting fugitive
down, and carry him back to his chains and bondage at the
Government’s expense.
Sir, under a Constitution unstained by the word slave, we have
a law magnifying slave property above all other property in the
nation — a law giving it guarantees that no other property could
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possibly obtain. Sir, the partiality of this law is so great,
that it stands opposed to a Constitution that guarantees equal
justice and protection to all.
John G. Fee is driven out of his Kentucky home, and robbed of
the fruits of his life-long toil. There is no power to secure
him his home, or protect him in his rights of property or
opinion. But had John G. Fee only owned a slave, and his slave
escaped, the Government, under this law, would have followed his
slave to the utmost limit of the United States, and returned his
slave to him at its own expense. Your Honor will pardon me,
(if I need pardon,) but I cannot, for the life of me, see what
there is in robbing a man of his inalienable rights and enslaving
him for life, that should entitle it to the special and peculiar
protection of national law.
I am aware, Sir, that I shall be reminded that judges, marshals,
attorneys, and many citizens, regard this law as Constitutional,
and stand ready to execute it, though it trample every principle
of the Declaration of Independence in the dust. Sir, no law can
be enacted so bad but that it will find men deluded or base
enough to execute it. The law of Egypt that consigned the newborn babe to the slaughter found tools for its execution. The
bloody decree of Herod found men ready to obey the law of the
country, though it commanded the slaughter of the innocents of
a province, Sir, tell me not of men ready and willing to execute
the law! My Redeemer, whose name I am hardly worthy to speak,
and yet whose name is all my trust, although he knew no sin, yet
he was crucified by law.
Again, Sir, it will be said that some whom the world calls
Doctors of Divinity and Doctors of Law have undertaken to prove
that slavery was guaranteed by the Constitution. If that be so,
in the name of the Most High God, tear out the red strip of
blood; it was not written by the Angel Gabriel, nor nailed to
the throne of the Almighty. If slavery is in it, it is “a
covenant with death, and an agreement with hell.”
But, Sir, I have one consideration more that I will urge why
sentence ought not to be pronounced against me. This law, which
I think I have proved outrageous to the rights of man, is so
obviously at variance with the law of that God who commands me
to love Him with all my soul, mind, might and strength, and my
neighbor as myself, and the Redeemer who took upon him my nature
and the nature of poor Jim Gray has been so particular in telling
me who my neighbor is, that the path of duty is plain to me.
This law so plainly tramples upon the divine law, that it cannot
be binding upon any human being under any circumstances to obey
it. The law that bids me do to other men as I would have other
men do to me, is too plain, too simple to be misunderstood. But,
Sir, I am not now left to the general law of love in searching
for my duty in this particular case. Permit me to refer your
Honor to the oldest law-book in existence. Though it may not be
in use in this Court, yet I think it better authority than
Blackstone or any law-book that ever was written. It is the book
of books. In that book, I find some special enactments given to
the Hebrew commonwealth, that leave me in no doubt as to my duty
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in reference to this law. “He that stealeth a man and selleth
him, or if he be found in his hands, he shall surely be put to
death.” Again: “Thou shalt not deliver unto his master the
servant that has escaped from his master unto thee; he shall
dwell with thee, even among you, in that place he shall choose
in one of thy gates where it liketh him best; thou shalt not
oppress him.” These plain statutes, with many more that I might
give, leave me in no doubt as to the mind of the unchanging
Jehovah, in reference to man-stealing and slave-hunting. Sir,
the whole system of slavery originated in man-stealing, and is
perpetuated by fraud and violence and plunder. Others may have
their doubts as to their duty under this law; I, Sir, have none.
This law is just as binding on me as was the law of Egypt to
slaughter Hebrew children; just as binding as the law that said,
Worship the golden image, worship not God; just as binding as
the law forbidding Christ and his Apostles to preach the Gospel.
Send me a law bidding me rob or murder my neighbor, I must
decline to obey it. I can suffer, but I must not do wrong. Send
me a law bidding me join hands in robbing my fellow-men of their
freedom, I cannot do so great a wrong. Yea, send me a law bidding
me stop my ears to the cry of the poor, I can suffer the loss
of all these hands have earned, I can suffer bonds and
imprisonment —yes, God helping me, I can give up my life— but I
cannot knowingly trample upon the law of my God, nor upon the
bleeding, prostrate form of my fellow-man. I go not to Missouri
to relieve oppressed humanity, for my duty has called me nearer
home; but when He that directs the steps of man conducts a poor,
oppressed, panting fugitive to my door, and there I hear his
bitter cry, I dare not close my ear against it, lest in my
extremity I cry for mercy, and shall not be heard. Sir, this law
so flagrantly outrages the divine law, that I ought not to be
sentenced under it.
A single remark, and I have done. From the testimony, (part of
which is false,) and from your rendering and interpretation of
the law, the jury have found me guilty; yes, guilty of carrying
out the great principles of the Declaration of Independence;
yes, guilty of carrying out the still greater principles of the
Son of God. Great God! can these things be? Can it be possible?
What country is this? Can it be that I live in a land boasting
of freedom, of morality, of Christianity? How long, O, how long
shall the people bow down and worship this great image set up
in this nation? Yes, the jury say guilty, but recommend me to
the mercy of the Court. Mercy, Sir, is kindness to the guilty.
I am guilty of no crime, I therefore ask for no mercy. No, Sir,
I ask for no mercy; I ask for justice. Mercy is what I ask of
my God. Justice in the Courts of my adopted country is all I
ask. It is the inhuman and infamous law that is wrong, not me.
My feelings are at my home. My wife and my children are dear to
my heart. But, Sir, I have counted the cost. I am ready to die,
if need be, for the oppressed of my race. But slavery must die;
and when my country shall have passed through the terrible
conflict which the destruction of slavery must cost, and when
the history of the great struggle shall be candidly written, the
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rescuers of Jim Gray will be considered as having done honor to
God, to humanity, and to themselves.
I am told there is no appeal from this Court; yet I do appeal
to the Court of High Heaven, when Judge Drummond and Judge Caton,
the rescuer and the rescued, shall all have to stand at the
judgment-seat of the Most High.
I have, Sir, endeavored to obey the Divine law and all the laws
of my country that do not conflict with the laws of my God. My
humble wish is, that it may then appear that I have done my duty.
All I wish to be written on my tomb-stone is, “He feared God and
loved his fellow-men.”
October 20. P. M.–To Ripple Lake.
Dug some artichokes behind Alcott’s, the largest about one inch in diameter. Now apparently is the time to begin
to dig them, the plant being considerably frost-bitten. Tried two or three roots. The main root ran down straight
about six inches and then terminated abruptly, thus:

[Thoreau’s sketch to be scanned]
They have quite a nutty taste eaten raw.
What is that flat, spreading festuca-like grass, just killed, behind A.’s house?
AS I go to Clintonia Swamp along the old cross-road, I see a large and very straggling flock of crows fly[ING]
southwest from over the hill behind Bull’s and contending with the strong and cold northwest wind. This is the
annual phenomenon. They are on their migrations.
The beach plum is nearly bare, and so is the woodbine on the brick house. The wild red cherry by A. Brooks’s
Hollow is completely fallen; how long? The sand cherry in my field path is almost entirely bare. Some
chinquapin is half fallen.
Scare up a yellow-legs, apparently the larger, on the shore of Walden. It goes off with a sharp phe phe, phe phe.
This is the coldest day as yet; wind from the northwest. It is finger-cold as I come home, and my hands find
their way to my pocket. I learn the next day that snow fell to-day in northern New York and New Hampshire,
and that accounts for it. We feel the cold of it here as soon as the telegraph can inform us. La Mountain’s
adventure has taught us how swiftly the wind may travel to us from that quarter.
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October 22, Saturday: The Lunatic Asylum West of the Alleghany Mountains opened for patients in Weston, Virginia.
This facility would wind up in West Virginia due to the Civil War and be renamed the West Virginia Hospital
for the Insane. It would later be known as Weston State Hospital and then as Weston Hospital.100
PSYCHOLOGY
The Reverend Samuel Joseph May sailed from England for the United States.

Franklin Benjamin Sanborn wrote from his Canadian hideout to his co-conspirator of the Secret “Six”
conspiracy, the Reverend Theodore Parker, in exile in Rome: “Our old friend struck his blow in such a way,
—either by his own folly or the direction of Providence,— that it has recoiled, and ruined him, and perhaps
those who were his friends…. The poor old man fought like a hero, and will die like one, —by the rope, it is
100. Street, W.R. A CHRONOLOGY OF NOTEWORTHY EVENTS IN AMERICAN PSYCHOLOGY. Washington DC: American
Psychological Association, 1994
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most likely. Two of his sons were shot by his side, and three-fourths of his men. There has been nothing so
much in the ‘high Roman fashion’ seen in this country for many a year. Now he lies in a Virginia jail, tormented
with questions, wounded, and waiting his trial for murder and treason…. What course the government will
pursue remains to be seen; but most likely they will follow up the matter as closely as possible; and we shall
have plenty of treason-trials, and bloody threats, and some bloodshed. All this will weaken the Slave Power;
and the good of the tragedy will outweigh the evil, no doubt.”
Henry Thoreau developed his thoughts on Captain John Brown., positing a future in which just as the
American society was doing away with dueling or fighting one another with pistols, in course of time it might
be possible also to do away with fighting one another with lawyers — “Such improvements are not altogether
unheard of.”
October 22: P.M.–To Cliffs and Fair Haven.
I am surprised to find in the field behind the top of the Cliffs a little vetch still perfectly fresh and blooming,
where Wheeler had grain a year or two since, with numerous little plump pods four or five eighths of an inch
long and commonly four roundish seeds to each. It must be, I think, Gray’s Vicia tetrasperma, though he makes
that have white flowers (apparently same as Bigelow’s V. pusilla, also made to have white flowers, but Dewey
calls them “bluish white”), while these are purple. Otherwise it corresponds.
A marsh hawk sails over Fair Haven Hill. In the wood-path below the Cliffs I see perfectly fresh and fair Viola
pedata flowers, as in the spring, though but few together. No flower by its second blooming more perfectly
brings back the spring to us.
In my blustering walk over the Mason and Hunt pastures yesterday, I saw much of the withered indigo-weed
which was broken off and blowing about, and the seeds in its numerous black pods rattling like the rattlepod
though not nearly so loud.
The very surface of the earth itself has been rapidly imbrowned of late, like the acorns in their cups, in
consequence of cold and frost; and the evergreens and few deciduous plants which are slow to wither, like Jersey
tea, are more and more distinct.
F. hyemalis quite common for a week past.
One would say that the modern Christian was a man who had consented to say all the prayers in their liturgy,
provided you would let him go straight to bed and sleep quietly afterward. All his prayers begin with “Now I
lay me down to sleep.” He has consented to perform certain old-established charities, too, after a fashion, but
he doesn’t wish to hear of any new-fangled ones; he doesn’t want to have any codicils added to the contract, to
fit it to the present time,–unexpected demands made on him, after he has said his prayers. He shows the whites
of his eyes on the Sabbath and the blacks all the rest of the week.
It was evidently far from being a wild and desperate and insane attempt. It was a well-matured plan.
The very fact that he had no rabble or troop of hirelings about him would alone distinguish him from ordinary
heroes. His company was small indeed, because few could be found worthy to pass muster. He would have no
rowdy or swaggerer, no profane swearer, for, as he said, he always found these men to fail at last. He would
have only men of principle, and they are few. When it was observed that if he had had a chaplain his would have
been a perfect Cromwellian company, he said that he would have had a chaplain if he could [HAVE] found one
who could perform that service suitably.
Each one who there laid down his life for the poor and oppressed was thus a picked man, culled out of many
thousands, if not millions; a man of principle, of rare courage, and of devoted humanity; ready to lay down their
lives any moment for the weak and enslaved. It may be doubted if there were any more their equals in all the
land, for their leader scoured the land far and wide, seeking to swell his troop. These alone stood forward,
prepared to step between the oppressor and the oppressed. Surely they were the very best men you could select
to be hung. That was the greatest compliment this country could pay them. They were ripe for the gallows.
I regard this event as a touchstone designed to bring out with glaring distinctness the character of this
government.
A man of Spartan habits, who at sixty has scruples about his diet at your table, must eat sparingly and fare hard,
as becomes a soldier, he says, and one who is ever fitting himself for difficult enterprises.
A man of rare common sense and directness of speech, as of action; a Transcendentalist above all, a man of
ideals and principles,–that was what distinguished him. Of unwavering purposes, not to be dissuaded but by an
experience and wisdom greater than his own. Not yielding to a whim or transient impulse, but carrying out the
purpose of a life.
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He did not go to the college called Harvard; he was not fed on the pap that is there furnished. As he phrased it,
“I know no more of grammar than one of your calves.” But he went to the great university of the West, where
he sedulously pursued the study of Liberty, for which he had early betrayed a fondness, and, having taken many
degrees, he finally commenced the practice of Humanity, as you all know.
I see now that it was necessary that the bravest and humanest man in all the country should be hung. Perhaps
he saw it himself. If any leniency were shown him, any compromise made with him, any treating with him at
all, by the government, he might be suspected.
We needed to be thus assisted to see our government by the light of history. It needed to see itself.
Compare the platform of any or all of the political parties, which deem themselves sane, with the platform on
which he lay and uttered these things!!
I foresee the time when the painter will paint that scene, the poet will sing it, the historian record it, and, with
the Landing of the Pilgrims and the Declaration of Independence, it will be the ornament of some future national
gallery, when the present form of slavery shall be no more. We shall then be at liberty to weep for John Brown.
Then and not till then we will take our revenge.
I rejoice that I live in this age, that I was his contemporary.
When I consider the spectacle of himself, and his six sons, and his son-in-law, enlisted for this fight, proceeding
coolly, reverently, humanely to work, while almost all America stood ranked on the other side, I say again that
it affects me as a sublime spectacle. For months if not years, sleeping and waking upon it, summering and
wintering the thought, without expecting any reward but a good conscience and the gratitude of those made free.
If he had had any journal advocating “his cause,” it would have been fatal to his efficiency,–any “organ,” as the
phrase is, monotonously and wearisomely playing that same old tune, and then passing round the hat. If he had
acted in any way so as to gain the respect or toleration of the government, he might have been suspected. It was
the fact that the tyrant must give place to him, or he to the tyrant, that distinguished him from all other reformers
that I know.
For once the Sharp’s rifle and the revolver were employed in a righteous cause. The tools were in the hands of
one who could use them. I know that the mass of my neighbors think that the only righteous use that can be
made of them is to fight duels with them when we are insulted by other nations, or hunt Indians, or shoot fugitive
slaves with them.
Talk of political parties and their platforms! he could not have any platform but that of the Harper’s Ferry
engine-house.
I am aware that I anticipate a little,–that he was still, at the last accounts, alive in the hands of his foes; but that
being the case, I find myself most naturally thinking and speaking of him as physically dead.
The same indignation that cleared the temple once will clear it again. The question is not about the weapon, but
the spirit in which you use it. No man has appeared in America as yet who loved his fellowman so well and
treated him so tenderly. He lived for him; he took up his life and he laid it down for him.
Though you may not approve of his methods or his principles, cease to call names, to cry mad dog. The method
is nothing; the spirit is all in all. It is the deed, the devotion, the soul of the man. For you this is at present a
question of magnanimity. If the schoolboy, forgetting himself, rushed to the rescue of his drowning playmate,
what though he knock down somebody on his way, what though he does not go to the same church with you,
or his father belong to the same political party! Would you not like to claim kindred with him in this, though in
no other thing he is like, or likely, to you?
Heroes have fought well on their stumps when their legs were shot off, but I never heard of any good done by
a government that had no heart, or at least had not brains of a high order.
This is not the time to hear what Tom, Dick, or Harry is doing, or in such a case would have done. We shall have
time enough to find that out in, if we do not know it already. We ask you to the extent of your ability to appreciate
this man and his deed, in spite of the difference between you and him. Who cares whether he belonged to your
clique, or party, or sect, or not?
A man does a brave and humane deed, and at once, on all sides, we hear people and parties declaring: “I didn’t
do it, nor countenance him to do it, in any conceivable way. It can’t fairly be inferred from my past career.”
Now, I am not interested to hear you define your position. I don’t know that I ever was, or ever shall be. I am
not now, at any rate. I think [IT] is mere egotism, and impertinent.
On the whole my respect for my fellow-men, except as one may outweigh a million, is not being increased these
days. I have noticed the cold-blooded way in which newspaper-writers and men generally speak of this event,
as if an ordinary malefactor, though one of unusual pluck,–as the Governor of Virginia says, using the language
of the cockpit, “the gamest man he ever saw,”–had been caught and were about to be hung. He was not dreaming
of his foes when the Governor thought he looked so brave.
Think of him,–of his rare qualities!–such a man as it takes ages to make, and ages to understand; no mock hero,
not the representative of any party. A man such as the sun may never rise upon again in this benighted land, to
whose making went the costliest material, the finest adamant, the purest gold; sent to be the redeemer of those
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HANGING

in captivity;–and the only use to which you can put him, after mature deliberation, is to hang him at the end of
a rope. I need not describe him. He has stood where I now stand; you have all seen him. You who pretend to
care for Christ crucified, consider what you are about to do to him who offered himself to be the savior of four
millions of men!
I wish to correct the tone and some of the statements of the newspapers respecting the life and character and last
action of John Brown. The newspapers seem to ignore, or perhaps they are really ignorant of, the fact that there
are at least as many as one or two individuals to a town throughout the North who think much as I do about him
and his enterprise. I do not hesitate to assert that they are an important and growing party.
I speak for the slave when I say that I prefer the philanthropy of John Brown to that philanthropy which neither
shoots me nor liberates me.
Talk of failure and throwing his life away! he is not dead yet in any sense, and if he were dead he would still
live. Were the battles of Black Jack and Ossawatomie and many encounters of less note useless and a failure? I
think that it was he more than any other who made Kansas as free as she is, who taught the slaveholder that it
was not safe for him to carry his slaves thither. None of the political parties have ever accomplished anything
of the sort. It was he who taught Missouri that it was not profitable to hold slaves in that neighborhood. Was it
a failure to deliver from bondage thirteen human beings and walk off with them by broad daylight, for weeks if
not months, at a leisurely pace, through one State after another, for half the length of the North, conspicuous to
all parties, with a price set upon his head, going into a court-room on his way and telling what he had done? To
face singly in his work of righteousness the whole power of this unrighteous government, and successfully too!
Who has gained the most ground within five years,–Brown or the Slave Power?
And this, not because the government was lenient, but because none of its menials dared to touch him. They
counted the cost and concluded that a thousand dollars was not enough.
There are a few–there are more than you suppose–who cannot help thinking of that man now in the clutches of
the enraged slaveholder.
He is one of that class of whom we hear a great deal, but, for the most part, see nothing at all,–the Puritans. It
is in vain to kill him. He died lately in the time of Cromwell, but he reappeared here. Why should he not? Some
of the Puritan stock are said to have come over and settled in New England. They were a class that did something
else than celebrate their forefathers’ day and eat parched corn in remembrance of their ancestors. They were
neither Democrats nor Republicans. They were men of simple habits, straightforward, prayerful; not thinking
much of rulers who did not fear God, not making many compromises, or seeking after available candidates.
He is of the same age with the century. He is what is called a thin and wiry-looking man, being composed of
nerves instead of flesh, some five feet nine or ten inches high, with a sharp eye, and the last time he was
hereabouts wore a long white beard; with a very soldier-like bearing.
I understand his grandfather was an officer in the Revolution; that he himself was born in Connecticut, but early
went to Ohio with his father. His father was a contractor who furnished beef to the army there in the last war,
and young Brown, accompanying his father to the camp and assisting him in his employment, saw considerable
of military life,–more perhaps than he would if he had been a soldier, for he was sometimes present at the
councils of the officers. He saw enough, at any rate, to disgust him with war and excite in him a great abhorrence
of it; so much so that, though he was offered some petty office in the army, he not only refused it, but also
refused to train when he was warned, and was fined for it. He was then about eighteen. He said that few persons
had any conception of the cost, even the pecuniary cost, of firing a single bullet in war. Above all, he learned
by experience how armies were collected, supplied, and maintained in the field for a length of time,–a work
which required at least as much experience and skill as to lead them in battle. And he then resolved that he would
never have anything to do with war, unless it were a war for liberty. I should say that he was an old-fashioned
man in his respect for the Constitution and the Declaration of Independence, and his faith in the permanence of
this Union. Slavery he saw to be wholly opposed to all of these, and he was its determined foe.
When the troubles first broke out in Kansas, he sent several of his sons thither to strengthen the party of the Free
State men, fitting them out with such weapons as he had, telling them if the troubles should increase, and there
should be need of him, he should follow, to assist them with his hand and counsel. It was not long before he felt
it to be his duty to give the Free State men of Kansas, who had no leader of experience, the benefit of what
experience he had had.
At a time when scarcely a man from the Free States was able to reach Kansas by any direct route, at least without
having his arms taken from him, he, carrying what imperfect firelocks and other weapons he could collect,
openly drove an ox-cart through Missouri, with his surveyor’s compass exposed in it, and, passing for a simple
surveyor, who by his very profession must be neutral, he met with no resistance and in the course of his leisurely
journey became thoroughly acquainted with the plans of the Border Ruffians. For some time after his arrival he
pursued, before he was known, similar tactics. When, for instance, he saw a knot of the Ruffians on the prairie,
discussing, of course, the single topic that then occupied their minds, he would take his compass and one of his
sons, and perhaps proceed to run an imaginary line which passed through the very spot on which that conclave

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

HANGING

had assembled, and then of course he would have some talk with them, learn their news and their plans, and
when he had heard all they had to impart, he would resume his surveying, and run on his line till he was out of
sight. This is enough to show that his plans were not crazily laid.
For a good part of his life he was a surveyor, part of the time, I think, in Illinois. At one time he was engaged in
wool-growing, and went to Europe once as the agent of some wool-growers; and there too he carried his
common sense with him. I have been told, for instance, that he made such a remark as this,–that he saw why the
soil of England was so rich and that of Germany (or a part of it at least) so exhausted, and he thought of writing
to some of the crowned heads about it. It was because in England the peasantry lived on the soil which they
cultivated, while in Germany they were gathered into villages at night. It would be worth the while to have
collected all the remarks of such a traveller.
Of course, he is not so foolish as to ask or expect any favors from the government, nor probably will his friends
for him.
No wonder it struck the politicians and preachers generally very forcibly that either he was insane or they, and
they, being the painters, or judges, this time, decided, naturally enough, that it must be he. Such, however, as
far as I learn, has not been nor is likely to be the decision of those who have recently stood face to face to him
and who are now about to hang him. They have not condescended to such insult. The slaveholders and the slaves
who have really dealt with him are not likely sincerely to question his sanity, but rather political or religious
parties, who stand further off from a living man.
I almost fear to hear of his deliverance, doubting if a prolonged life, if any life, can do as much good as his death.
No doubt many of you have seen the little manuscript book which he carried about him, during the Kansas
troubles,–his “orderly book,” as I think he called it,–containing the names of his small company, a score at most,
and half of them his own family, and the rules which bound them together,–a contract which many of them have
sealed with their blood. There was one rule, as I remember, which prohibited prophane swearing in his camp.
I believe that he never was able to find more than a score or so of recruits whom he would accept, and only ten
or a dozen in whom he had perfect faith.
Perhaps anxious politicians may prove that only seventeen white men and five negroes were concerned in this
enterprise, but the anxiety to prove this might suggest to themselves that all is not told. Why do they still dodge
the truth? Do they not realize why they are so anxious? It is because of a dim consciousness of the fact, which
they do not distinctly face, that at least five millions of the inhabitants of the United States who were not pining
to attempt, would have rejoiced if it had succeeded. They at most only criticise the tactics.
He said that if any man offered himself to be a soldier under him who was forward to tell what he could or would
do if he could only get sight of the enemy, he had but little confidence in him.
One writer says, I know not with what motive, that it is a fact “illustrative of Brown’s insanity, that he has charts
of nearly all the great battle-fields of Europe.” I fear that his collection is not to be compared for completeness
with that which this government possesses, however his sanity may be compared with its, though it did not make
them itself, but there are two or three fields in Kansas of which he did not need to make any chart.
At any rate, I do not think it is sane to spend one’s whole life talking or writing about this matter, and I have not
done so. A man may have other affairs to attend to.
The murderer always knows that he is justly punished; but when a government takes the life of a man without
the consent of his conscience, it is an audacious government, and is taking a step toward its own dissolution. Is
it not possible that an individual may be right and a government wrong? Are laws to be enforced simply because
they were made, and declared by any number of men to be good, when they are not good? Is there any necessity
for a man’s being a tool to perform a deed of which he disapproves? Is it the intention of lawmakers that good
men shall be hung ever? Are judges to interpret the law according to the letter, and not the spirit? Who is it
whose safety requires that Captain Brown be hung? Is it indispensable to any Northern man? If you do not wish
it, say so distinctly. What right have you to enter into a compact with yourself (even) that you will do thus or
so, against your better nature? Is it for you to make up your mind,–to form any resolution whatever,–and not
accept the convictions that are forced upon you, and which even pass your understanding?
Any man knows when he is justified, and not all the wits in the world can enlighten him on that point.
I do not believe in lawyers,–in that mode of defending or attacking a man,–because you descend to meet the
judge on his own ground, and, in cases of the highest importance, it is of no consequence whether a man breaks
a human law or not. Let lawyers decide trivial cases. If they were interpreters of the everlasting laws which
rightfully bind man, that would be another thing.
Just as we are doing away with duelling or fighting one another with pistols. I think that we may in course of
time do away with fighting one another with lawyers. Such improvements are not altogether unheard of.
A counterfeiting law-factory, standing half in a slave land and half in a free! What kind of laws for freemen can
you expect from that? Substantial justice!! There’s nothing substantial about it, but the Judge’s salary and the
lawyer’s fee.
The thought of that man’s position and probable fate is spoiling many a man’s day here at the North for other
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thinking. We do not think of buying any crape this time.
It seems that one of his abettors had lived there for years, and Brown took all his measures deliberately. The
country was mountainous, and it was given out that they were concerned in mining operations, and to play this
part required very little invention on his part, such had been his previous pursuits and habits. Having been a
surveyor, he would not make a strange figure in the fields and woods; this, too, would account [FOR] quantities
of spades and pickaxes, and strangers from time to time visiting and conferring with him in a somewhat
mysterious manner.
I have no respect for the judgment of any man who can read the report of that conversation and still call the
principal insane. It has the ring of a saner sanity than an ordinary discipline and habits of life, than an ordinary
organization, secures. Take any sentence of it,–”Any questions that I can honorably answer, I will; not
otherwise. So far as I am myself concerned, I have told everything truthfully. I value my word, sir.”
He never overstated anything, but spoke within bounds. I remember particularly how, in his speech here, he
referred to what his family had suffered in Kansas, never giving the least vent to his pent-up fire. It was a
volcano with an ordinary chimney-flue. Also, referring to the deeds of certain Border Ruffians, he said, rapidly
paring away his speech, like an experienced soldier keeping a reserve of force and meaning, “They had a perfect
right to be hung.”
I would fain do my best to correct, etc., little as I know of him.
But I believe, without having any outward evidence, that many have already silently retracted their words.
They (Allen and Stark) may have possessed some of his love of liberty, indignation, and courage to face their
country’s foes, but they had not the rare qualities–the peculiar courage and self-reliance–which could enable
them to face their country itself, and all mankind, in behalf of the oppressed.
He could give you information on various subjects, for he had travelled widely and observed closely. He said
that the Indians with whom he dealt in Kansas were perhaps the richest people in a pecuniary sense on the earth.
The money that this government annually paid them gave so much to each member of the community. They
were, moreover, more intelligent than the mass of the Border Ruffians, or that class of the inhabitants of
Missouri.
Much of the time of late years he has had to skulk in the swamps of Kansas with a price set upon his head,
suffering from sickness and poverty and exposure, befriended only by Indians and [A] few white men. When
surprise was expressed that he was not taken, he accounted for it by saying that it was perfectly well understood
that he would not be taken alive. He would even show himself openly in towns which were half composed of
Border Ruffians, and transact some business, without delaying long, and yet nobody attempted to arrest [HIM],
because, as he said, a small party did not like to undertake it, and a large one could not be got together in season.
I thought the same of his speech which I heard some years ago,–that he was not in the least a rhetorician, was
not talking to Buncombe or his constituents anywhere, who had no need to invent anything, but to tell the simple
truth and communicate his resolution. Therefore he appeared incomparably strong, and eloquence in Congress
or elsewhere was at a discount. It was like the speeches of Cromwell compared with those of an ordinary king.
They have tried a long time; they have hung a good many, but never found the right one before.
Dispersing the sentiments of humanity! As if they were ever found unaccompanied by its deeds! as if you could
disperse them as easily as water with a watering-pot and they were good only to lay the dust with!
A few ministers are doing their duty in New York. This use of the word “insane” has got to be a mere trope.
Newspaper-editors talk as if it were impossible that a man could be “divinely appointed” in these days to do any
work whatever, as if vows and religion were out of date as connected with any man’s daily work, and as if a
man’s death were a failure and his continued life, be it of whatever character, were a success. They argue that
it is a proof of his insanity that he thought he was appointed to do this work which he did,–that he did not suspect
himself for a moment!
If they do not mean this, then they do not speak the truth and say what they mean. They are simply at their old
tricks still.
He said truly that the reason why such greatly superior numbers quailed before him with a handful of men only
was, as some of his prisoners stated, that the former lacked a cause,–a kind of armor which he and his party
never lacked. He said that when the time arrived, few men were found willing to lay down their lives in defense
of what they knew to be wrong. They did not like that this should be their last act in this world.
As if the agent to abolish slavery could only be somebody “appointed” by the President or some political party.
All this–his insanity (monomania, says one), etc.–made him to be “dreaded by the Missourians as a supernatural
being.” Sure enough, a hero in the midst of us cowards is always so dreaded. He is just that thing. He shows
himself superior to nature. He has a spark of divinity in him.
“Unless above himself he can
Erect himself, how poor a thing is man!”
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I have read all the newspapers I could get within a week, and I do not remember in them a single expression of
sympathy for these men.
Most of them decided not to print the full report of Brown’s words in the armory “to the exclusion of other
matter.” Why, they have matterated, and there is no safety for them but in excluding the dead part and giving
place to the living and healthy. But I object not so much to what they have not done as to what they have done.
He was by descent and birth a New England farmer, a man of great common sense, deliberate and practical as
that class, and tenfold more so. He was like the best of those who stood at our bridge once, on Lexington
Common, and on Bunker Hill, only he was firmer and higher-principled than any that I chance to have heard of
as there. It was no Abolition lecturer that converted him.
A Western paper says, to account for his escape from so many perils, that he was concealed under a “rural
exterior,” as if in that prairie land a hero should by good rights wear a citizen’s dress only. It would appear from
published letters that the women of the land are where the men should be. What sort of violence is that which
is encouraged not by soldiers but by citizens, not so much by laymen as by ministers of the Gospel, not so much
by the fighting sects as by Quakers, and not so much by Quaker men as Quaker women? The enemy may well
“quake” at the thought of it. Is not that a righteous war where the best are thus opposed to the worst?
Governor Wise speaks far more justly and admiringly of him than any Northern editor that I have heard of.
“They are themselves mistaken who take him to be a madman. . . . He is cool, collected, and indomitable, and
it is but just to him to say that he was humane to his prisoners. . . . And he inspired me with great trust in his
integrity as a man of truth. He is a fanatic, vain and garrulous (!!), but firm, truthful, and intelligent. His men,
too, who survive, are like him. . . . Colonel Washington says that he was the coolest and firmest man he ever
saw in defying danger and death. With one son dead by his side, and another shot through, he felt the pulse of
his dying son with one hand, and held his rifle with the other, and commanded his men with the utmost
composure, encouraging them to be firm, and to sell their lives as dear as they could. Of the three white
prisoners, Brown, Stevens, and Coppoc, it was hard to say which was the most firm.” There is another man with
whom the South and a good part of the North heartily sympathize. His name is Walker.
I subscribed a trifle when he was here three years ago, I had so much confidence in the man,–that he would do
right,–but it would seem that he had not confidence enough in me, nor in anybody else that I know, to
communicate his plans to us.
I do not wish to kill or to be killed, but I can foresee circumstances in which both of these things would be by
me unavoidable. In extremities I could even be killed.
This event advertises me that there is such a fact as death,–the possibility of a man’s dying. It seems as if no
man had ever died in America; for in order to die you must first have lived. I don’t believe in the hearses and
palls and funerals that they have had. There was no death in the case, because there had been no life; they merely
rotted or sloughed off, pretty much as they had rotted or sloughed along. No temple’s veil was rent, only a hole
dug somewhere. The best of them fairly ran down like a clock. I hear a good many pretend that they are going
to die; or that they have died, for aught I know. Nonsense! I’ll defy them to do it. They haven’t got life enough
in them. They deliquesce like fungi, and keep a hundred eulogists mopping the spot where they left off. Only
half a dozen or so have died since the world began. Memento mori! they don’t understand that sublime sentence
which some worthy got sculptured on his gravestone once. They’ve understood it in a grovelling and snivelling
sense. They’ve wholly forgotten how to die. Be sure you die. Finish your work. Know when to leave off. Men
make a needless ado about taking lives,–capital punishment. Where is there any life to take? You don’t know
what it means to let the dead bury the dead.
Beauty stands veiled the while, and music is a screeching lie.
These men, in teaching us how to die, have at the same time taught us how to live. If this man’s acts and words
do not create a revival, it will be the severest possible satire on the acts and words of those who are said to have
effected such things.
Do you ever think you have died, or are going to die, sir? No! there is no hope of you, sir. You haven’t got your
lesson yet. You’ve got to stay after school.
It is the best news that America has ever heard.
Franklin,–Washington,–they were let off without dying; these were merely missing one day.
It has already quickened the public pulse of the North; it has infused more, and more generous, blood into her
veins and heart than any number of years of what is called commercial and political prosperity could. How many
a man who was lately contemplating suicide has now something to live for!
Mr. Giddings says of them that “their sad fate will occupy a brief page in the history of our nation.” Does he
think that the history of the Republican Party–hitherto, for it may be re-created by his death–will be in the
proportion of a sentence to that page?
When I reflect to what a cause this man devoted himself, and how religiously, and then reflect to what cause his
judges and all who condemn him so angrily and fluently devote themselves, I see that they are as far apart as
the heavens and earth are asunder. The amount of it is our “leading men” are a harmless kind of folk, and they
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know well enough that they were not divinely appointed, but elected by the votes of their party.
The most sensible of the apparently editorial articles on this event that I have met with is in the Wheeling
Intelligence. Vide Supplement to Journal, October 29th.

December 2, Friday:The spirit of John Brown, allegedly, to Governor Henry A. Wise:
First Hevan Dec 2
Friend Wise
I got here this Morning at 11 1/2 o’clock Set Peter was at
the Door. he said welcom John Brown you are the first man that
come here from Virginia in 20 years and I am afraid you will
Be the last excep Cook and his friends
Youres &ca
John Brown
P.S. Write soon and send your letter By Cook as that will Be
the Last canse you ever will get
J.B
The Reverend Henry Highland Garnet announced at a service in New-York’s Shiloh Church that henceforward
“the Second day of December will be called Martyr’s Day.”

“There can be no redemption of sin

without the shedding of blood.”

We may now allow ourselves to notice what for a long time has not been awarded an adequate commentary,
that for this commemorative service which coincided with the hanging of John Brown for treason, Henry
Thoreau, Waldo Emerson, and the other “speakers” delivered nothing of their own thoughts. (A local lad
named Frank Pierce would later have occasion to recall that he had helped his dad move some sort of heavy
musical instrument, a piano or organ, into the hall for this occasion.
) The speakers merely took the
podium in their turn to read entirely innocuous stuff out of Andrew Marvell, and out of Sir Walter Raleigh, and
out of Tacitus. Why were they doing this upon such an occasion? It must have been like drinking Polynesian
Double Mai-Tais at a wake. Well, one reason might have been that enflamed Concord townspeople were
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nearby, counting down the minutes as the traitor rode atop his own coffin out to the hanging ground,

until the traitor would swing at the stroke of noon — and as he swung, igniting a hanging effigy of the traitor.
These local patriots did not want their world turned upside down, but instead, they wanted that all respect and
consideration continue to be accorded to worthy people. They were not ready to begin to accord respect and
consideration also to unworthy people, such as coloreds, and criminals. Such patriots constituted an obvious
and unpredictable, although local and temporary, hazard. We have the testimony of one participant in this
classics-reading, however, that something else, a more permanent and extensive threat, was on the minds of
the participants and their audience. What if, as a result of this meeting, they were arrested by officials of the
federal government and charged with high treason? In a trial, they would need to be able to defend themselves
in some manner, and this would enable to defend themselves on the grounds that actually this meeting had been
for the simple and straightforward and entirely innocuous purpose of reading of the classic authors. Not a word
had they spoken about this traitor Brown who, coincidentally, was being hanged in another state at that hour.
Well, does this make you think less of Henry David Thoreau, that such considerations would have been borne
in mind under the uncertainties of the moment? How would you yourself have conducted yourself in the face
of such uncertainties? You will please to note that there was all the difference in the world between defending
Brown in public while he was merely an accused citizen before a court-martial panel of military officers,
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before he had been found to have committed the capital crime of treason, of having attempted by force and
violence to overthrow the government of the United States of America, and defending him in public after that
finding of guilt. It may well be that, in critical times, with martial law a very real possibility, one who attempts
to give aid and comfort to treason is himself a traitor, and may well anticipate being treated as one.
While people have begun hanging people, who can be sure where this spate of hanging is going to stop?
Friday, December 2, 1859, broke clear and summerlike
over a nation solemn and awed by the grim business
taking place in Virginia. Southerners put up a facade
of business-as-usual, but in the free states church
bells tolled morning, noon, and night from Cape Cod to
Kansas. In Concord, Thoreau argued with the narrowminded selectmen who refused to endorse the ringing and
threatened to fire off the town’s minute guns as a
countermeasure, but in Albany the council authorized a
one-hundred-gun salute in tribute to Brown and in
Syracuse the great fire bell in City Hall rang
mournfully all through the day.
The above, from page 500 of Mayer’s ALL ON FIRE makes it sound as if Thoreau was threatening to fire off
Concord’s minute-guns because narrow-minded selectmen were refusing permission to knell the 1st Parish
bell. No. What Thoreau recorded was that local opponents to the commemoration service threatened that if
mourners knelled the 1st Parish bell in honor of John Brown’s passing, they would fire off the town’s minuteguns in celebration of the traitor’s execution.
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Upon expecting that the federal captive John Brown had probably been put to death in Charlestown, Virginia,
Friend Daniel Ricketson mused on how his sympathy for Brown’s determined endeavor related to the qualms
he had as to episodically violent manner in which Brown had conducted himself in response to the constant
violence that was the institution of slavery:
To-day at 12 M. John Brown was probably executed at
Charlestown,
Va.,
for
a
noble
but
apparently
ineffectual attempt to emancipate slaves. My sympathy
for the brave and self-sacrificing old man has been
deeply aroused. His sufferings are now probably all
over, and his body rests in peace, the bloody
requisitions of the law having been satisfied....
Feeling sad at the mournful close of poor John Brown’s
life, now I trust with his Father and his God beyond
the reach of the tyrant slaveholder. Cloudy this
afternoon, and all nature affected with a general
gloom, as it were at the loss of the brave old
philanthropic hero now lying dead and cold in the hands
of his enemies and the enemies of humanity.
John Brown cannot die; his body may perish, but that
which was the most himself, his noble, selfsacrificing spirit, will survive, and that object to
which he so heartily devoted himself and for which he
has died, will be hastened to its accomplishment by his
cruel and untimely death, untimely so far as the means
used to effect it on the part of his tyrannical
captors.
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The Reverend Samuel Joseph May organized a crowd to gather at the Syracuse NY city hall to do honor to

him who had honored in “spirit and letter the great holy doctrine of the Declaration of Independence.”

The reverend termed the action “ill-advised,” condemned its violence, and then repeated the sentiment of John
Brown’s closing speech at his trial — that had he acted on behalf of the rich and well-born, the government
would be glorifying him rather than killing him, and that therefore the true reason why the courts martial panel
was condemning him to death had nothing to do with the nature of his actions in and of themselves, and had
everything to do with the fact that he had performed these actions on behalf of the humble people of this
world.101 When the appointed time arrived for the federal government to kill its captive, the minister intoned
“The day has come, it is slavery or liberty, compromises are at an end,” and the sexton tolled the bell of the
city hall 63 times.
Upon the request of Franklin Benjamin Sanborn, Thoreau borrowed Emerson’s covered wagon and mare and
delivered a distressed young man at sunrise past the railroad depot in Concord to the railroad depot next down
the line, in South Acton. No questions asked or answered, Thoreau simply did as his friends needed The young
man sat in the back seat and talked continuously, insisted that his driver was Mr. Emerson, and at one point
attempted to dismount and walk back to Concord. The “Mr. Lockwood” whom Thoreau escorted was Francis
Jackson Meriam, a young manic-depressive with but one good eye, one of the culprits of the Harpers Ferry
fiasco, the last-recruited agent of the Secret “Six”, and it is an open question what would have happened to
101. Which, of course, was an excellent point, and one which needed to be made.
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Thoreau, had anyone seen through “Mr. Lockwood’s” assumed identity and had Henry been captured while
assisting such an escaping “traitor.”

(Meriam had been in Boston coming from Canada, and finally had been induced by friends to head back
toward area of St. Catharines, Canada; he eventually would settle in Illinois and marry with Minerva Caldwell
of Galena, Illinois and obtain a position as a captain in the 3rd South Carolina Colored Infantry. Erratic and
unbalanced, he would often urge wild schemes upon his superiors, and sometimes attempt them. In an
engagement under General Grant he would be severely wounded in the leg. In 1865 he would die suddenly in
New-York.)
Then Thoreau drove back to Concord from South Acton, returned the wagon, and delivered “The Martyrdom
of John Brown” at Concord Town Hall. This was the noon of Brown’s hanging and other residents of Concord,
down the street, were hanging Brown in effigy.

While the condemned man was being hanged, the Reverend Adin Ballou stayed at home and wrote an editorial
asking “Are Non-Resistants for Murder?” He had not been much impressed with Brown’s reliance upon pikes,
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or reliance on the readings of the “Beecher’s Bible” (Sharps rifle, ten “verses” per minute).

After they would take Captain John Brown’s Sharps rifle away
from him at Harpers Ferry, they would allow this little boy to
pose with it. Grow up, son, and be a Christian like us:
kill people, own slaves.

Down South, just before noon, as Brown was being taken from his cell to sit on his own coffin in a wagon and
ride away in the midst of the troops, a guard handed him a slip of paper and a quarter, requesting an autograph.
Brown wrote hurriedly on the slip of paper:102

We may notice in passing that what John Brown was repeating here was the idea of the Reverend Henry
Highland Garnet, that Brown had himself caused to be published and distributed. In a speech to a national

102. He handed the man back his quarter.
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black convention in 1843, the Reverend Garnet had declared that

“There can be no redemption of sin

without the shedding of blood.”

We understand how such a speech, determinedly ignoring (à la Robert D. Richardson, Jr.) the vast difference
between shedding one’s own blood in the furtherance of one’s agenda and shedding the blood of another,
could fit right into a desperate man’s desperate agenda — for Brown had printed and distributed this speech.

Be sure you grok the logic here:
The logic is not “A black minister said it
and therefore we should pay attention.”
The logic is: “They should die for their sins and set us free;
therefore by becoming murderers we will set ourselves free.”
Also, on December 2nd, several hundred medical students from Virginia marched through the streets of
Philadelphia, with red ribbons on their coats, shouting out how many niggers they owned.
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As John Brown was being led down the corridor in the prison, he kissed the warder John Avis’s young son.103

Currier & Ives would record this as the kissing of a black baby:
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103. The warder’s family, a white family named Avis, lived at the front of the prison. This, plus the fact that Brown had spoken of
how desirable it would be to have black people in attendance during his hanging, evidently led to the disgusting and inflammatory
and utterly unfounded and unwarranted report in the popular newspapers, that the child he had kissed was black.
John Brown of Ossawatomie spake on his dying day:
’I will not have to shrive my soul a priest in Slavery’s pay;
But let some poor slave-mother whom I have striven to free,
With her children, from the gallows-stair put up a prayer for me!’
John Brown of Ossawatomie, they led him out to die;
And lo! a poor slave-mother with her little child pressed nigh:
Then the bold, blue eye grew tender, and the old harsh face grew mild,
As he stooped between the jeering ranks and kissed the negro’s child!
The shadows of his stormy life that moment fell apart,
And they who blamed the bloody hand forgave the loving heart;
That kiss from all its guilty means redeemed the good intent,
And round the grisly fighter’s hair the martyr’s aureole bent!
Perish with him the folly that seeks through evil good!
Long live the generous purpose unstained with human blood!
Not the raid of midnight terror, but the thought which underlies;
Not the borderer’s pride of daring, but the Christian’s sacrifice.
Nevermore may yon Blue Ridges the Northern rifle hear,
Nor see the light of blazing homes flash on the negro’s spear;
But let the free-winged angel Truth their guarded passes scale,
To teach that right is more than might, and justice more than mail!
So vainly shall Virginia set her battle in array;
In vain her trampling squadrons knead the winter snow with clay!
She may strike the pouncing eagle, but she dares not harm the dove;
And every gate she bars to Hate shall open wide to Love!
— Friend John Greenleaf Whittier
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It was high noon on 2 Dec 1859 and time for the military ceremony.
If anyone did, John Brown had a perfect right to dance:
After giving the lives of a number of other people for what he believed,
he had somewhat belatedly gotten the idea of sacrifice
that Angelina Grimké had tried to explain in 1835:
It is my deep, solemn, deliberate conviction that this
is a cause worth dying for.... YES! LET IT COME — let
us suffer, rather than insurrections should arise.

—and offered his own life rather than somebody else’s life for what he believed.
Then the death roll of the drums of Robert E. Lee’s marching band, snares
loosened, purposefully drowned out John Brown’s last words from the
high scaffold in the stubble field as the black hood was placed over his head.
(Thi
ti l
i
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In 1884, Thomas Hovenden would prepare a painting depicting the famous falsehood, what supposedly had

taken place at the door of the Charlestown jail while John Brown was being led to his execution, and would
do at least as good a job of it as Currier & Ives had done at the time.
At least this Thomas Hovenden, by following the imagination of the Currier & Ives Sketcher, would get the
backdrop for his sentimental picture reasonably accurate, for this would be the Charlestown jail as it would
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appear in the year 1900:

Assorted companies of horse soldiers went into formation about the wagon as three infantry companies were
ordered to hold their regular files. A total of 1,500 troops had been amassed to take up formation in the stubble
field around the scaffold. “I had no idea Governor Wise considered my execution so important,” John Brown
commented as he was seating himself atop his coffin in the wagon drawn by a team of white horses, in loosefitting clothes, carpet slippers, and a hat. One of the Governor’s sons was there to be a voyeur, as was a
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militiaman from Company F of Richmond, John Wilkes Booth.104 Virginia Military Institute cadets were in

formation behind the scaffold with the commander they called Stonewall Jackson. It was noon and time for
the execution when Brown commented “This is a beautiful country — I never before had the pleasure of seeing

104. John Wilkes Booth would lie to his sister, and then to the general public, alleging that he had rushed to Harpers Ferry to aid
in suppressing the raiders. The truth was that he had merely ventured from the Richmond, Virginia stage to Charlestown, as a voyeur.
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it.”

He dropped his hat to the ground as the hood and then the noose were lowered over his head. “I can’t see,
gentlemen,” he commented, “you must lead me.” When the sheriff asked him if he would like to have some
kind of private signal just before the drop, he responded “It does not matter to me — I only want that everyone
should not keep me waiting so long.” Then a hatchet was used to chop through the rope that was holding the
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trap door of the platform shut.

“Dislocation of the neck is the ideal aimed at …”
– British Medical Journal, 1817
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This sad material would even, within this same year, become subject matter for a play by Kate Lucy Edwards,
“Ossawattomie Brown, or, The Insurrection at Harpers’ Ferry,” at the Bowery Theater in NewYork:105Eventually, certified hairs from Brown’s head, or, who knows, from his beard, would be being

OSAWATOMIE

105. This 3-act play would be published in the Kansas Historical Quarterly in February 1937, complete not only with the original
script, but also with the cast of characters with their entrances and exits, and descriptions of their costumes.
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chopped into pieces and offered for sale on Ebay:

There would also be an anonymous journalistic publication, reprinted here in full, bearing the title THE LIFE,
TRIAL AND EXECUTION OF CAPTAIN JOHN BROWN KNOWN AS “OLD BROWN OF
OSSAWATOMIE,” WITH A FULL ACCOUNT OF THE ATTEMPTED INSURRECTION AT HARPER’S
FERRY. COMPILED FROM OFFICIAL AND AUTHENTIC SOURCES. INCLUDING COOKE’S CONFESSION,
AND ALL THE INCIDENTS OF THE EXECUTION, printed in New-York by the Robert M. De Witt firm of 161 &
162 Nassau Street:
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THE
LIFE, TRIAL AND EXECUTION
OF
CAPTAIN JOHN BROWN
KNOWN AS
“OLD BROWN OF OSSAWATOMIE,”
WITH A FULL ACCOUNT OF THE ATTEMPTED
INSURRECTION AT HARPER’S FERRY.
COMPILED FROM OFFICIAL AND AUTHENTIC SOURCES.
INCLUDING COOKE’S CONFESSION, AND ALL THE INCIDENTS OF
THE

EXECUTION.

NEW YORK.
ROBERT M. DE WITT, PUBLISHER.
161 & 162 NASSAU STREET.
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December 3, Saturday: Harpers Ferry residents George Mauzy and Mary Mauzy wrote again to their daughter
Eugenia Mauzy Burton and son-in-law James H. Burton, who were then living in England (Burton had been
a machinist, foreman, and Acting Master Armorer at the Harpers Ferry Armory between 1844-1854):
To Mr. & Mrs. James H. Burton
December 3, 1859
My dear Children:
Well the great agony is over. “Old Osawatomie Brown” was
executed yesterday at noon – his wife came here the day before,
& paid him a short visit, after which she returned here under
an escort, where she and her company remained until the body
came down from Charlestown, in the evening, after which she took
charge of it and went home.
This has been one of the most remarkable circumstances that ever
occurred in this country, this old fanatic made no confession
whatever, nor concession that he was wrong, but contended that
he was right in everything he done, that he done great service
to God, would not let a minister of any denomination come near
or say anything to him, but what else could be expected from
him, or anyone else who are imbued with “Freeloveism, Socialism,
Spiritualism,” and all the other isms that were ever devised by
man or devil.
There is an immense concourse of military at Charlestown, not
less than 2000 men are quartered there, the Courthouse, all the
churches & all the Lawyers offices are occupied. We have upwards
of 300 regulars & 75 or 80 Montgomery Guards. These men were all
sent here by the Sec. of War & Gov. Wise to prevent a rescue of
Brown & his party by northern infidels and fanatics: of which
they boasted loudly, but their courage must have oozed out of
their finger ends, as none made their appearance. We are keeping
nightly watch, all are vigilant, partys of 10 men out every
night, quite a number of incendiary fires have taken place in
this vicinity & County, such as grain stacks, barns & other outbuildings. —George Mauzy
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Upon learning that John Brown had indeed been executed, Friend Daniel Ricketson continued his musing in
his journal:

HANGING

Learned that John Brown was hanged in Charlestown,
Virginia, yesterday, between 11 and 12 A.M., — a martyr
to the cause of the oppressed slave, — meeting death
with the dignity and composure of a Christian martyr,
as he undoubtedly was, although I do not think he took
the wisest or best way to effect his noble object, —
that of liberating the slaves of this professed
republic. Peace to his memory. Good men will bless his
name, and his memory will be venerated by the wise and
good.
His death must prove the destruction of the bloodcemented union of this nation.
Mark this record, whosoever may at some future day read
this page. I would make this record with due humility,
and with a tender solicitude for the best interests of
my countrymen. I wish not the blood of the tyrant, but
that he may become abashed and conscience-stricken
before God. My soul truly yearneth for peace and
prosperity to all mankind, but cruelty and slavery must
cease.
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Mary Ann Day Brown would be granted the corpse of her hanged husband, but not those of her two sons.

The widow Brown would continue to bear the year of Jubilee as best she could.
The Reverend Thomas Wentworth Higginson would visit her and then write A VISIT TO JOHN BROWN’S
HOUSEHOLD IN 1859, and Edmund Wilson has commented, in regard to this (page 247), that Higginson
interviewed the “widow in her bleak little Adirondack farm with a piety that could not have been more reverent
if Mrs. Brown had been the widow of Emerson.”
Francis Jackson Meriam had come out from Boston to Concord on the train, and Franklin Benjamin Sanborn
and others had insisted that he must escape to Canada. Waldo Emerson hired a horse and covered wagon and
Henry Thoreau took the distraught man to the train station in South Acton and put him on the train. He would
not, however, wind up in Canada. Thoreau referred to Meriam in his journal as “X”:
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December 3: Suddenly quite cold, and freezes in the house.
Rode with a man this forenoon who said that if he did not clean his teeth when he got up, it made him sick all
the rest of the day, but he had found by late experience that when he had not cleaned his teeth for several days
they cleaned themselves. I assured him that such was the general rule,–that when from any cause we were
prevented from doing what we had commonly thought indispensable for us to do, things cleaned or took care
of themselves.
X was betrayed by his eyes, which had a glaring film over them and no serene depth into which you could look.
Inquired particularly the way to Emerson’s and the distance, and when I told him, said he knew it as well as if
he saw it. Wished to turn and proceed to his house. Told me one or two things which he asked me not to tell S.
[SANBORN]. Said, “I know I am insane,”–and I knew it too. Also called it “nervous excitement.” At length,
when I made a certain remark, he said, “I don’t know but you are Emerson; are you? You look somewhat like
him.” He said as much two or three times, and added once, “But then Emerson wouldn’t lie.” Finally put his
questions to me, of Fate, etc., etc., as if I were Emerson. Getting to the woods, I remarked upon them, and he
mentioned my name, but never to the end suspected who his companion was. Then “proceeded to business,” –
“since the time was short,”– and put to me the questions he was going to put to Emerson. His insanity exhibited
itself chiefly by his incessant excited talk, scarcely allowing me to interrupt him, but once or twice apologizing
for his behavior. What he said was for the most part connected and sensible enough.
When I hear of John Brown and his wife weeping at length, it is as if the rocks sweated.

According to the Elwood Free Press for this date, this had been candidate Abraham Lincoln’s speech at Elwood
in “Bleeding Kansas”, a speech that must have been delivered on or about November 30th:
Mr. Lincoln was received with great enthusiasm. He stated the
reasons why he was unable to make a speech this evening. He could
only say a few words to us who had come out to meet him the first
time he had placed his foot upon the soil of Kansas. Mr. Lincoln
said that it was possible that we had local questions in regard
to Railroads, Land Grants and internal improvements which were
matters of deeper interest to us than the questions arising out
of national politics, but of these local interests he knew
nothing and should say nothing. We had, however, just adopted a
State Constitution, and it was probable, that, under that
Constitution, we should soon cease our Territorial existence,
and come forward to take our place in the brotherhood of States,
and act our parts as a member of the confederation. Kansas would
be Free, but the same questions we had had here in regard to
Freedom or Slavery would arise in regard to other Territories
and we should have to take our part in deciding them. People
often ask, “why make such a fuss about a few niggers?” I answer
the question by asking what will you do to dispose of this
question? The Slaves constitute one seventh of our entire
population. Wherever there is an element of this magnitude in a
government it will be talked about. The general feeling in
regard to Slavery had changed entirely since the early days of
the Republic. You may examine the debates under the
Confederation, in the Convention that framed the Constitution
and in the first session of Congress and you will not find a
single man saying that Slavery is a good thing. They all believed
it was an evil. They made the Northwest Territory —the only
Territory then belonging to the government— forever free. They
prohibited the African Slave trade. Having thus prevented its
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extension and cut off the supply, the Fathers of the Republic
believed Slavery must soon disappear. There are only three
clauses in the Constitution which refer to Slavery, and in
neither of them is the word Slave or Slavery mentioned. The word
is not used in the clause prohibiting the African Slave trade;
it is not used in the clause which makes Slaves a basis of
representation; it is not used in the clause requiring the
return of fugitive Slaves. And yet in all the debates in the
Convention the question was discussed and Slaves and Slavery
talked about. Now why was this word kept out of that instrument
and so carefully kept out that a European, be he ever so
intelligent, if not familiar with our institutions, might read
the Constitution over and over again and never learn that
Slavery existed in the United States. The reason is this. The
Framers of the Organic Law believed that the Constitution would
outlast Slavery and they did not want a word there to tell future
generations that Slavery had ever been legalized in America.
Your Territory has had a marked history — no other Territory has
ever had such a history. There had been strife and bloodshed
here, both parties had been guilty of outrages; he had his
opinions as to the relative guilt of the parties, but he would
not say who had been most to blame. One fact was certain — there
had been loss of life, destruction of property; our material
interests had been retarded. Was this desirable? There is a
peaceful way of settling these questions — the way adopted by
government until a recent period. The bloody code has grown out
of the new policy in regard to the government of Territories.
Mr. Lincoln in conclusion adverted briefly to the Harpers Ferry
Affair.106 He believed the attack of Brown wrong for two reasons.
It was a violation of law and it was, as all such attacks must
be, futile as far as any effect it might have on the extinction
of a great evil.
We have a means provided for the expression of our belief in
regard to Slavery — it is through the ballot box — the peaceful
method provided by the Constitution. John Brown has shown great
courage, rare unselfishness, as even Gov. [Henry A. Wise of
Virginia] testifies. But no man, North or South, can approve of
violence or crime. Mr. Lincoln closed his brief speech by
wishing all to go out to the election on Tuesday and to vote as
became the Freemen of Kansas.
On this evening candidate Abraham Lincoln was speaking in Stockton Hall at Leavenworth, Kansas. This is
how his speech would be reported in the newspaper:
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: You are, as yet, the people of a
Territory; but you probably soon will be the people of
a State of the Union. Then you will be in possession of
new privileges, and new duties will be upon you. You
will have to bear a part in all that pertains to the
administration of the National Government. That
government, from the beginning, has had, has now, and
must continue to have a policy in relation to domestic

106. October 16-18, 1859. This is apparently Abraham Lincoln’s first reference to John Brown, whose execution scheduled for
December 2, 1859, undoubtedly placed him in the forefront of conversational topics among his former friends and enemies in
Kansas.
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slavery. It cannot, if it would, be without a policy
upon that subject. And that policy must, of necessity,
take one of two directions. It must deal with the
institution as being wrong or as not being wrong.
Mr. Lincoln then stated, somewhat in detail, the early action
of the General Government upon the question — in relation to the
foreign slave trade, the basis of Federal representation, and
the prohibition of slavery in the Federal territories; the
Fugitive Slave clause in the Constitution, and insisted that,
plainly that early policy, was based on the idea of slavery being
wrong; and tolerating it so far, and only so far, as the
necessity of its actual presence required.
He then took up the policy of the Kansas-Nebraska act, which he
argued was based on opposite ideas — that is, the idea that
slavery is not wrong. He said:
You, the people of Kansas, furnish the example of the
first application of this new policy. At the end of
about five years, after having almost continual
struggles, fire and bloodshed, over this very question,
and after having framed several State Constitutions,
you have, at last, secured a Free State Constitution,
under which you will probably be admitted into the
Union. You have, at last, at the end of all this
difficulty, attained what we, in the old North-western
Territory, attained without any difficulty at all.
Compare, or rather contrast, the actual working of this
new policy with that of the old, and say whether, after
all, the old way — the way adopted by Washington and his
compeers — was not the better way.
Mr. Lincoln argued that the new policy had proven false to all
its promises — that its promise to the Nation was to speedily
end the slavery agitation, which it had not done, but directly
the contrary — that its promises to the people of the Territories
was to give them greater control of their own affairs than the
people of former Territories had had; while, by the actual
experiment, they had had less control of their own affairs, and
had been more bedeviled by outside interference than the people
of any other Territory ever had.
He insisted that it was deceitful in its expressed wish to confer
additional privileges upon the people; else it would have
conferred upon them the privilege of choosing their own
officers. That if there be any just reason why all the privileges
of a State should not be conferred on the people of a Territory
at once, it only could be the smallness of numbers; and that if
while their number was small, they were fit to do some things,
and unfit to do others, it could only be because those they were
unfit to do, were the larger and more important things — that,
in this case, the allowing the people of Kansas to plant their
soil with slavery, and not allowing them to choose their own
Governor, could only be justified on the idea that the planting
a new State with slavery was a very small matter, and the
election of Governor a very much greater matter. “Now,” said he,
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“compare these two matters and decide which is really the
greater. You have already had, I think, five Governors, and yet,
although their doings, in their respective days, were of some
little interest to you, it is doubtful whether you now, even
remember the names of half of them. They are gone (all but the
last) without leaving a trace upon your soil, or having done a
single act which can, in the least degree, help or hurt you, in
all the indefinite future before you. This is the size of the
Governor question. Now, how is it with the slavery question? If
your first settlers had so far decided in favor of slavery, as
to have got five thousand slaves planted on your soil, you could,
by no moral possibility, have adopted a Free State Constitution.
Their owners would be influential voters among you as good men
as the rest of you, and, by their greater wealth, and consequent,
greater capacity, to assist the more needy, perhaps the most
influential among you. You could not wish to destroy, or
injuriously interfere with their property. You would not know
what to do with the slaves after you had made them free. You
would not wish to keep them as underlings; nor yet to elevate
them to social and political equality. You could not send them
away. The slave States would not let you send them there; and
the free States would not let you send them there. All the rest
of your property would not pay for sending them to Liberia. In
one word, you could not have made a free State, if the first
half of your own numbers had got five thousand slaves fixed upon
the soil. You could have disposed of, not merely five, but five
hundred Governors easier. There they would have stuck, in spite
of you, to plague you and your children, and your children’s
children, indefinitely. Which is the greater, this, or the
Governor question? Which could the more safely be intrusted to
the first few people who settle a Territory? Is it that which,
at most, can be but temporary and brief in its effects? or that
which being done by the first few, can scarcely ever be undone
by the succeeding many?”
He insisted that, little as was Popular Sovereignty at first,
the Dred Scott decision, which is indorsed by the author of
Popular
Sovereignty,
has
reduced
it
to
still
smaller
proportions, if it has not entirely crushed it out. That, in
fact, all it lacks of being crushed out entirely by that
decision, is the lawyer’s technical distinction between decision
and dictum. That the Court has already said a Territorial
government cannot exclude slavery; but because they did not say
it in a case where a Territorial government had tried to exclude
slavery, the lawyers hold that saying of the Court to be dictum
and not decision. “But,” said Mr. Lincoln, “is it not certain
that the Court will make a decision of it, the first time a
Territorial government tries to exclude slavery?”
Mr. Lincoln argued that the doctrine of Popular Sovereignty,
carried out, renews the African Slave Trade. Said he: “Who can
show that one people have a better right to carry slaves to where
they have never been, than another people have to buy slaves
wherever they please, even in Africa?”
He also argued that the advocates of Popular Sovereignty, by
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their efforts to brutalize the negro in the public mind — denying
him any share in the Declaration of Independence, and comparing
him to the crocodile — were beyond what avowed pro-slavery men
ever do, and really did as much, or more than they, toward making
the institution national and perpetual.
He said many of the Popular Sovereignty advocates were “as much
opposed to slavery as any one;” but that they could never find
any proper time or place to oppose it. In their view, it must
not be opposed in politics, because that is agitation; nor in
the pulpit, because it is not religion; nor in the Free States,
because it is not there; nor in the Slave States, because it is
there. These gentlemen, however, are never offended by hearing
Slavery supported in any of these places. Still, they are “as
much opposed to Slavery as anybody.” One would suppose that it
would exactly suit them if the people of the Slave States would
themselves adopt emancipation; but when Frank Blair tried this
last year, in Missouri, and was beaten, every one of them threw
up his hat and shouted “Hurrah for the Democracy!”
Mr. Lincoln argued that those who thought Slavery right ought
to unite on a policy which should deal with it as being right;
that they should go for a revival of the Slave Trade; for
carrying the institution everywhere, into Free States as well
as Territories; and for a surrender of fugitive slaves in
Canada, or war with Great Britain. Said he, “all shades of
Democracy, popular sovereign as well as the rest, are fully
agreed that slaves are property, and only property. If Canada
now had as many horses as she has slaves belonging to Americans,
I should think it just cause of war if she did not surrender
them on demand.
“On the other hand, all those who believe slavery is wrong
should unite on a policy, dealing with it as a wrong. They should
be
deluded
into
no
deceitful
contrivances,
pretending
indifference, but really working for that to which they are
opposed.” He urged this at considerable length.
He then took up some of the objections to Republicans. They were
accused of being sectional. He denied it. What was the proof?
“Why, that they have no existence, get no votes in the South.
But that depends on the South, and not on us. It is their
volition, not ours; and if there be fault in it, it is primarily
theirs, and remains so, unless they show that we repeal them by
some wrong principle. If they attempt this, they will find us
holding no principle, other than those held and acted upon by
the men who gave us the government under which we live. They
will find that the charge of sectionalism will not stop at us,
but will extend to the very men who gave us the liberty we enjoy.
But if the mere fact that we get no votes in the slave states
makes us sectional, whenever we shall get votes in those states,
we shall cease to be sectional; and we are sure to get votes,
and a good many of them too, in these states next year.
You claim that you are conservative; and we are not. We
deny it. What is conservatism? Preserving the old
against the new. And yet you are conservative in
struggling for the new, and we are destructive in trying

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
to maintain the old. Possibly you mean you are
conservative in trying to maintain the existing
institution of slavery. Very well; we are not trying to
destroy it. The peace of society, and the structure of
our government both require that we should let it alone,
and we insist on letting it alone. If I might advise my
Republican friends here, I would say to them, leave your
Missouri neighbors alone. Have nothing whatever to do
with their slaves. Have nothing whatever to do with the
white people, save in a friendly way. Drop past
differences, and so conduct yourselves that if you
cannot be at peace with them, the fault shall be wholly
theirs.
You say we have made the question more prominent than
heretofore. We deny it. It is more prominent; but we did
not make it so. Despite of us, you would have a change
of policy; we resist the change, and in the struggle,
the greater prominence is given to the question. Who is
responsible for that, you or we? If you would have the
question reduced to its old proportions go back to the
old policy. That will effect it.
But you are for the Union; and you greatly fear the
success of the Republicans would destroy the Union. Why?
Do the Republicans declare against the Union? Nothing
like it. Your own statement of it is, that if the Black
Republicans elect a President, you won’t stand it. You
will break up the Union. That will be your act, not
ours. To justify it, you must show that our policy gives
you just cause for such desperate action. Can you do
that? When you attempt it, you will find that our policy
is exactly the policy of the men who made the Union.
Nothing more and nothing less. Do you really think you
are justified to break up the government rather than
have it administered by Washington, and other good and
great men who made it, and first administered it? If you
do you are very unreasonable; and more reasonable men
cannot and will not submit to you. While you elect [the]
President, we submit, neither breaking nor attempting
to break up the Union. If we shall constitutionally
elect a President, it will be our duty to see that you
submit. Old John Brown has just been executed for
treason against a state. We cannot object, even though
he agreed with us in thinking slavery wrong. That cannot
excuse violence, bloodshed, and treason. It could avail
him nothing that he might think himself right. So, if
constitutionally we elect a President, and therefore
you undertake to destroy the Union, it will be our duty
to deal with you as old John Brown has been dealt with.
We shall try to do our duty. We hope and believe that
in no section will a majority so act as to render such
extreme measures necessary.
Mr. Lincoln closed by an appeal to all —opponents as well as
friends— to think soberly and maturely, and never fail to cast
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their vote, insisting that it was not a privilege only, but a
duty to do so.
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1860
March 5, Monday:
March 5. The meadows skim over at night.
White pine cones half fallen.
The old naturalists were so sensitive and sympathetic to nature that they could be surprised by the ordinary
events of life. It was an incessant miracle to them, and therefore gorgons and flying dragons were not incredible
to them. The greatest and saddest defect is not credulity, but our habitual forgetfulness that our science is
ignorance.
Chickweed and shepherd’s-purse in bloom in C.’s garden, and probably all winter, or each month.
The song sparrows begin to sing hereabouts.
I see some tame ducks in the river, six of them. It is amusing to see how exactly perpendicular they will stand,
with their heads on the bottom and their tails up, plucking some food there, three or four at once. Perhaps the
grass, etc., is a little further advanced there for them.
George Buttrick thinks that forty musquash have been killed this spring between Hunt’s and Flint’s Bridge. The
best time to hunt them is early morning and evening. His father goes out at daybreak, and can kill more in one
hour after that than from that time to near sunset. He says that he has found eleven young in one musquash, and
that Joel Barrett observed that one pair near his house bred five times in one year. Thought it would hardly pay
to shoot them for their fur alone, but would if you owned river-meadow banks, they undermine them so.
So far as the natural history is concerned, you often have your choice between uninteresting truth and interesting
falsehood.
As the ancients talked about "hot and cold, moist and dry," so the moderns talk about "electric" qualities.
As we sat under Lupine Promontory the other day, watching the ripples that swept over the flooded meadow
and thinking what an eligible site that would be for a cottage, C. declared that we did not live in the country as
long as we lived on that village street and only took walks into the fields, any more than if we lived in Boston
or New York. We enjoyed none of the immortal quiet of the country as we might here, for instance, but
perchance the first sound that we hear in the morning, instead of the tinkling of a bird, is your neighbor hawking
and spitting.
Our spiraeas have been considerably unfolded for several days.
Ways fairly settled generally.

According to the Hartford, Connecticut Daily Courant on the following day, this had been Abraham Lincoln’s speech:
Whether we will have it so or not, the slave question is the
prevailing question before the nation. Though it may be true,
and probably is true, that all parties, factions and individuals
desire it should be settled, it still goes on unsettled — the
all-prevailing and all-pervading question of the day. Hardly any
other great question, however important it may have appeared,
has been before the country several years, that had the power
so to excite the public mind as this question of slavery. It has
been so for six years, and before this received considerable
consideration. It is in reality, older. It was rife before the
Revolution, even. But it was settled, apparently. It has been
settled many times; but each time it has risen it has come higher
and higher. It has been coming up and going down. Its last rise
was in January, 1854; it rose then higher than any former time,
but this has never subsided. Otherwise than this, it grows more
and more in magnitude and importance.
Two years ago, I said in a speech in Illinois, “We are now in
the fifth year of an inauguration of a policy which was to settle
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this question satisfactorily, but we have not seen the end.” It
may now be added that since the winter of 1857-1858, when the
Lecompton imbroglio was created, those who then brought up the
question have never been able to see the end. It characterized
all the speeches, that the policy they had adopted “was working
well, and we were just at the end of it, notwithstanding the
efforts of Abolitionists to continue it along. We are just
getting rid of this vexed question; and the tail of this hideous
creature is just going out of sight.”
Now we hear no more of this; and the question arises, “Why can’t
this question which we all desire so much to be settled, be
satisfactorily arranged?” The reason is, that while we all agree
that we want it settled, one faction wants to settle it one way,
a second has a different plan, and a third still another. Each
pulls in a different direction. All desire its settlement, but
differ in the method of doing it; and none of them being in a
decided majority have ever been able to accomplish the object.
I think one great mistake is made by them all. I think our wisest
men have made this mistake. They underrate its importance, and
a settlement can never be effected until its magnitude is
properly estimated. Until we do this, the means of settlement
will never be properly estimated. Now what is the difficulty?
One-sixth of the population of the United States is slave. Onesixth of the population of the United States is slave. One man
of every six, one woman of every six, one child of every six,
is a slave. Those who own them look upon them as property, and
nothing else. They contemplate them as property, and speak of
them as such. The slaves have the same “property quality,” in
the minds of their owners, as any other property. The entire
value of the slave population of the United States, is, at a
moderate estimate, not less than $2,000,000,000. This amount of
property has a vast influence upon the minds of those who own
it. The same amount of property owned by Northern men has the
same influence upon their minds. In this we do not assume that
we are better than the people of the South — neither do we admit
that they are better than we. We are not better, barring
circumstances, than they. Public opinion is formed relative to
a property basis. Therefore, the slaveholders battle any policy
which depreciates their slaves as property. What increases the
value of this property, they favor. When you tell them that
slavery is immoral, they rebel, because they do not like to be
told they are interested in an institution which is not a moral
one. When you enter into a defence of slavery, they seize upon
it, for they like justification. The result is, that public
opinion is formed among them which insists upon the
encouragement or protection, the enlargement or perpetuation of
slavery — and secures them property in the slave.
Now this comes in conflict with this proposition that we at the
North view slavery as a wrong. We understand that the “equality
of man” principle which actuated our forefathers in the
establishment of the government is right; and that slavery,
being directly opposed to this, is morally wrong. I think that
if anything can be proved by natural theology, it is that slavery
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is morally wrong. God gave man a mouth to receive bread, hands
to feed it, and his hand has a right to carry bread to his mouth
without controversy.
We suppose slavery is wrong, and that it endangers the
perpetuity of the Union. Nothing else menaces it. Its effect on
free labor makes it what Seward has been so roundly abused for
calling, an irrepressible conflict. Almost every man has a sense
of certain things being wrong, and at the same time, a sense of
its pecuniary value. These conflict in the mind, and make a
riddle of a man. If slavery is considered upon a property basis,
public opinion must be forced to its support. The alternative
is its settlement upon the basis of its being wrong. Some men
think it is a question of neither right or wrong; that it is a
question of dollars and cents, only; that the Almighty has drawn
a line across the country, south of which the land is always to
be cultivated by slave labor; when the question is between the
white man and the nigger, they go in for the white man; when it
is between the nigger and the crocodile, they take sides with
the nigger. There is effort to make this feeling of indifference
prevalent the country, and this is one of the things, perhaps,
that prevents the sudden settlement of the question. Is it
possible that a national policy can be sustained because nobody
opposes or favors it? It may answer to serve the ends of
politicians for a while, but it falls at last. There may be one
way, however, to make it stand, and that is to make the opinion
of the people conform to it; must be made to conclude that those
who want slavery shall have it, and that it is simply a matter
of dollars and cents. I do not believe a majority of the people
of this nation can be made to take this view of it.
Is there any man of the Democratic party, especially the
“Douglas wing,” but will say that in his opinion the Declaration
of Independence has no application to the negro? I have asked
this question many times during the past three years, and no
Democrat has yet denied that this was his belief, though I have
asked it always where people are in the habit of answering their
speakers when they please. So I assume this to be their belief
to-day; and I tell you, you are safe to offer a premium to any
man who will show you a Democrat who said so five years ago. I
avow I never heard it from any man until I heard it from the
lips of Judge Douglas. I had, to be sure, in certain portions
of the country, heard men say something to this effect, but they
didn’t sneak around it with any statement like this. They took
the bull by the horns, and said the Declaration of Independence
wasn’t true! Judge Taney might have first broached the doctrine.
Perhaps he did; but I heard it first from Judge Douglas, though
it was after Taney’s Dred Scott decision. If so, Douglas
possibly got it from him. Here’s half the people of this nation
saying what they would not have said five years ago; taking man
from his kind and placing him among the brutes. This is a long
stride towards bringing about this feeling of indifference in
the minds of the people of this country. One more such stride
and the object would be reached.
The proposition that there is a struggle between the white man
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and the negro contains a falsehood. There is no struggle between
them. It assumes that unless the white man enslaves the negro,
the negro will enslave the white man. In that case, I think I
would go for enslaving the black man, in preference to being
enslaved myself. As the learned Judge of a certain Court is said
to have decided — “When a ship is wrecked at sea, and two men
seize upon one plank which is capable of sustaining but one of
them, either of them can rightfully push the other off!” There
is, however, no such controversy here. They say that between the
nigger and the crocodile they go for the nigger. The proportion,
therefore, is, that as the crocodile to the nigger so is the
nigger to the white man.
They tell us that they desire the people of a territory to vote
slavery out or in as they please. But who will form the opinion
of the people there? The territories may be settled by emigrants
from the free States, who will go there with this feeling of
indifference. The question arises, “slavery or freedom?” Caring
nothing about it, they let it come in, and that is the end of
it. It is the surest way of nationalizing the institution. Just
as certain, but more dangerous because more insidious; but it
is leading us there just as certainly and as surely as Jeff.
Davis himself would have us go.
If, then, we of the Republican party who think slavery is a
wrong, and would mould public opinion to the fact that it is
wrong, should get the control of the general government, I do
not say we would or should meddle with it where it exists; but
we could inaugurate a policy which would treat it as a wrong,
and prevent its extension.
For instance, out in the street, or in the field, or on the
prairie I find a rattlesnake. I take a stake and kill him.
Everybody would applaud the act and say I did right. But suppose
the snake was in a bed where children were sleeping. Would I do
right to strike him there? I might hurt the children; or I might
not kill, but only arouse and exasperate the snake, and he might
bite the children. Thus, by meddling with him here, I would do
more hurt than good. Slavery is like this. We dare not strike
at it where it is. The manner in which our constitution is framed
constrains us from making war upon it where it already exists.
The question that we now have to deal with is, “Shall we be
acting right to take this snake and carry it to a bed where there
are children?” The Republican party insists upon keeping it out
of the bed.
Again: I met Mr. Cassius M. Clay in the cars at New Haven one
day last week, and it was my first opportunity to take him by
the hand. There was an old gentleman in the car, seated in front
of us, whose coat collar was turned far down upon the shoulders.
I saw directly that he had a large wen on his neck. I said to
Mr. Clay, That wen represents slavery; it bears the same
relation to that man that slavery does to the country. That wen
is a great evil; the man that bears it will say so. But he does
not dare to cut it out. He bleeds to death if he does, directly.
If he does not cut it out; it will shorten his life materially.
This is only applicable to men who think slavery is wrong. Those
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who think it right, of course will look upon the rattlesnake as
a jewel, and call the wen an ornament. I suppose the only way
to get rid of it is, for those who think it wrong, to work
together, and to vote no longer with the Democracy who love it
so well.
Do you who think slavery is wrong, but still vote with the
Democracy, act towards it as you do towards any other thing you
consider wrong? I think not; on the contrary, you find fault
with those who denounce it. In your view of the case it must not
be discussed at all. In your view it must not be spoken of in
the free States, because slavery is not there; nor in the slave
States, because it is there; you do not want it brought into
politics because it stirs up agitation; you do not want to hear
of it from the pulpit because it is not religion; you do not
want to take it into your Tract Societies because it creates
disturbance there.
Are you consistent in this? You say that if the South themselves
desire to stir the question, you wish them God-speed in it. Are
you certain of that? In 1858 Frank P. Blair of Missouri did just
this thing for his State. He went into the fight, and was a
candidate for Congress. He was beaten; and when you heard of his
defeat did you hang your heads in sorrow? I reckon not! I guess,
that you threw your hat into the air and shouted, “Hurrah! for
Democracy!” [Mr. Lincoln then proceeded to speak of the
provision in the constitution which permitted the slave trade
to continue 20 years. Although it was not expressly so stated,
it was understood by the framers of that instrument that it was
to have been abolished at the end of that time. He argued that
if they had not considered slavery a wrong, they would not have
thus limited the time of supply. He continued:]
I think the Democracy are pretty generally getting into a system
of bushwhackery in this controversy. You all know how Seward has
been abused for his “irrepressible conflict” doctrine. The
Democracy have repeated it over, and over, and over again; I
call this bushwhackery because they have been reminded time
after time, but could never be made to admit, that the old
fathers said the same thing. They dare not deny it because they
know the proof is ready at your hands to meet their denial.
Jefferson said it; Washington said it. Before Seward said it,
the same statement was made by Pryor of Virginia in his Richmond
Enquirer, the leading paper of his State. Pryor is sent to
Washington and Douglas hugs him to his bosom, but goes into fits
of hydrophobia at Seward’s enunciation of the same doctrine
which was preached by his Virginia friend.
Another species of bushwhacking is exhibited in their treatment
of the John Brown and Harper’s Ferry affair. They insist upon
it that the Republican party incites insurrections. Did they,
can they ever prove their statement? They tried it in the Senate
Investigation Committee and failed, but they keep saying it. We
have not been fairly dealt with in this matter. We need not
[have] expected that we would have been. There was some State
elections to come off soon afterwards. They had just passed
through elections in other States, and been whipped out. They
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were glad this occurred at Harper’s Ferry. They said to each
other — “Jump in — now’s your chance!” They were sorry there
were not more killed; but taking it as they found it, they howled
over it. The elections came off, but they did not result as the
Democracy had expected. Each Republican knew that the charge
that his party had incited the insurrection was, so far as he
was concerned, a slander upon him. That is my philosophy of the
result of the elections which ensued. The Democracy is still at
work upon John Brown and Harper’s Ferry, charging the
Republicans with the crime of instigating the proceedings there;
and if they think they are able to slander a woman into loving
them, or a man into voting with them, they will learn better
presently.
Now they are going to work at the shoe strike. I don’t know that
it comes into Connecticut. It goes into New Hampshire. A
Democratic Senator gets up in the Senate Chamber and pompously
announces that “I cannot dawt thot this strike is the thresult
of the onforchunit wahfar brought about boy this sucktional
controvussy!” Now whether this is so or not, I know one thing —
there is a strike! And I am glad to know that there is a system
of labor where the laborer can strike if he wants to! I would
to God that such a system prevailed all over the world.
Now this strike is caused by a withdrawal of Southern trade, or
it is not. If it is, what can you do to help it? Have you ever
made war upon the South? No. Then how can you help yourselves?
They withdraw their trade on a false accusation, because you
never warred upon them, and consequently cannot stop the war
they charge you with. You can, however, conform to their idea
that slavery is right. This will satisfy them, but what is the
effect on you? Why slavery comes in upon you! Public opinion
against it gives way. The barriers which protected you from it
are down; slavery comes in, and white free labor that can strike
will give way to slave labor that cannot!
* * * * * * *
The Republicans want to see all parts of the Union in harmony
with one another. Let us do our duty, but let us look to what
our duty is, and do nothing except after due deliberation. Let
us determine, if we can, what will satisfy the South. Will they
be satisfied that we surrender the territories to them
unconditionally? No. If we promise never to instigate an
invasion upon slavery? No. Equally without avail is the fact
that they have found nothing to detect us in doing them any
wrong. What then? We must say that slavery is right; we must
vote for Douglas’s new Sedition laws; we must withdraw our
statement that slavery is wrong. If a slave runs away, they
overlook the natural causes which impelled him to the act; do
not remember the oppression or the lashes he received, but
charge us with instigating him to flight. If he screams when
whipped, they say it is not caused by the pains he suffers, but
he screams because we instigate him to outcrying. We do let them
alone, to be sure, but they object to our saying anything against
their system. They do not ask us to change our free State
constitutions, but they will yet do that. After demanding what
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they do, and as they do, they cannot stop short of this. They
may be justified in this, believing, as they do, that slavery
is right, and a social blessing. We cannot act otherwise than
we do, believing that slavery is wrong. If it is right, we may
not contract its limits. If it is wrong, they cannot ask us to
extend it. Upon these different views, hinges the whole
controversy. Thinking it right, they are justified in asking its
protection; thinking it wrong, we cannot consent to vote for it,
or to let it extend itself. If our sense of duty forbids this
extension, let us do that duty. This contrivance of a middle
ground is such that he who occupies it is neither a dead or a
living man. Their “Union” contrivances are not for us, for they
reverse the scriptural order and call the righteous, not sinners
to repentance. They ask men who never had an aspiration except
for the Union, to swear fealty to the Union. Let us not be
slandered from our duties, or intimidated from preserving our
dignity and our rights by any menace; but let us have faith that
Right, Eternal Right makes might, and as we understand our duty,
so do it!
And here is this same speech by Abraham Lincoln in Hartford CT on this day, as it would be reported in their
Evening Press:
Slavery is the great political question of the nation. Though
all desire its settlement, it still remains the all-pervading
question of the day. It has been so especially for the past six
years. It is indeed older than the revolution, rising,
subsiding, then rising again, till ‘54, since which time it has
been constantly augmenting. Those who occasioned the Lecompton
imbroglio now admit that they see no end to it. It had been their
cry that the vexed question was just about to be settled — “the
tail of this hideous creature is just going out of sight.” That
cry is “played out,” and has ceased.
Why, when all desire to have this controversy settled, can we
not settle it satisfactorily? One reason is, we want it settled
in different ways. Each faction has a different plan — they pull
different ways, and neither has a decided majority. In my humble
opinion, the importance and magnitude of the question is
underrated, even by our wisest men. If I be right, the first
thing is to get a just estimate of the evil — then we can provide
a cure.
One-sixth, and a little more, of the population of the United
States are slaves — looked upon as property, as nothing but
property. The cash value of these slaves, at a moderate
estimate, is $2,000,000,000. This amount of property value has
a vast influence on the minds of its owners, very naturally. The
same amount of property would have an equal influence upon us
if owned in the North. Human nature is the same — people at the
South are the same as those at the North, barring the difference
in circumstances. Public opinion is founded, to a great extent,
on a property basis. What lessons the value of property is
opposed, what enhances its value is favored. Public opinion at
the South regards slaves as property and insists upon treating
them like other property.
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On the other hand, the free states carry on their government on
the principle of the equality of men. We think slavery is morally
wrong, and a direct violation of that principle. We all think
it wrong. It is clearly proved, I think, by natural theology,
apart from revelation. Every man, black, white or yellow, has a
mouth to be fed and two hands with which to feed it — and that
bread should be allowed to go to that mouth without controversy.
[Applause.]
Slavery is wrong in its effect upon white people and free labor;
it is the only thing that threatens the Union. It makes what
Senator
Seward
has
been
much
abused
for
calling
an
“irrepressible conflict.” When they get ready to settle it, we
hope they will let us know. Public opinion settles every
question here — any policy to be permanent must have public
opinion at the bottom — something in accordance with the
philosophy of the human mind as it is. The property basis will
have its weight — the love of property and a consciousness of
right or wrong have conflicting places in our organization,
which often make a man’s course seem crooks — his conduct a
riddle.
Some men would make it a question of indifference — neither right
nor wrong — merely a question of dollars and cents — the Almighty
has drawn a line across the land, below which it must be
cultivated by slave labor, above which by free labor. They would
say: “If the question is between the white man and the negro, I
am for the white man; if between the negro and the crocodile, I
am for the negro.” There is a strong effort to make this policy
of indifference prevail, but it can not be a durable one. A
“don’t care” policy won’t prevail, for every body does care.
Is there a Democrat, especially one of the Douglas wing, but
will declare that the Declaration of Independence has no
application to the negro? It would be safe to offer a moderate
premium for such a man. I have asked this question in large
audiences where they were in the habit of answering right out,
but no one would say otherwise. Not one of them said it five
years ago. I never heard it till I heard it from the lips of
Judge Douglas. True, some men boldly took the bull by the horns
and said the Declaration of Independence was not true! They
didn’t sneak around the question. I say I heard first from
Douglas that the Declaration did not apply to black men. Not a
man of them said it till then — they all say it now. This is a
long stride towards establishing the policy of indifference —
one more such stride, I think, would do it.
The proposition that there is a struggle between the white man
and the negro contains a falsehood. There is no struggle. If
there was, I should be for the white man. If two men are adrift
at sea on a plank which will bear up but one, the law justifies
either in pushing the other off. I never had to struggle to keep
a negro from enslaving me, nor did a negro ever have to fight
to keep me from enslaving him. They say, between the crocodile
and the negro they go for the negro. The logical proportion is
therefore; as a white man is to a negro, so is a negro to a
crocodile; or, as the negro may treat the crocodile, so the white
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man may treat the negro. The don’t care policy leads just as
surely to nationalising slavery as Jeff. Davis himself, but the
doctrine is more dangerous because more insidious.
If the Republicans, who think slavery is wrong, get possession
of the general government, we may not root out the evil at once,
but may at least prevent its extension. If I find a venomous
snake lying on the open praire, I seize the first stick and kill
him at once. But if that snake is in bed with my children, I
must be more cautious — I shall, in striking the snake, also
strike the children, or arouse the reptile to bite the children.
Slavery is the venomous snake in bed with the children. But if
the question is whether to kill it on the prairie or put it in
bed with other children, I think we’d kill it! [Cheers and
laughter.]
Another illustration. When for the first time I met Mr. Clay
[Cassius M. Clay], the other day in the cars, in front of us sat
an old gentleman with an enormous wen upon his neck. Everybody
would say the wen was a great evil, and would cause the man’s
death after a while — but you couldn’t cut it out, for he’d bleed
to death in a minute. But would you engraft the seeds of that
wen on the necks of sound and healthy men? He must endure and
be patient, hoping for possible relief. The wen represents
slavery on the neck of this country. This only applies to those
who think slavery is wrong. Those who think it right would
consider the snake a jewel, and the wen an ornament.
We want those [democrats] who think slavery wrong to quit voting
with those who think it right. They don’t treat it as they do
other wrongs — they won’t oppose it in the free states for it
isn’t there, nor in the slave states for it is there; don’t want
it in politics, for it makes agitation; not in the pulpit, for
it isn’t religion; not in a Tract Society, for it makes a fuss
— there is no place for its discussion. Are they quite consistent
in this?
If those democrats really think slavery wrong they will be much
pleased when earnest men in the slave states take up a plan of
gradual emancipation and go to work energetically and very
kindly to get rid of the evil. Now let us test them. Frank Blair
tried it; and he ran for Congress in ‘58, and got beaten. Did
the democracy feel bad about it? I reckon not — I guess you all
flung up your hats and shouted “Hurrah for the Democracy!”
[Laughter — three cheers for Blair and three for Clay.]
He went on to speak of the manner in which slavery was treated
by the Constitution. The word “slave” is no where used; the
supply of slaves was to be prohibited after 1808; they stopped
the spread of it in the territories; seven of the states
abolished it. He argued very conclusively that it was then
regarded as an evil which would eventually be got rid of, and
that they desired, once rid of it, to have nothing in the
constitution to remind them of it. The Republicans go back to
first principles and deal with it as a wrong. Mason [James
Mason], of Va., said openly that the framers of our government
were anti-slavery. [James H.] Hammond of S.C., said “Washington
set this evil example.” Bully Brooks [Preston S. Brooks] said:
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“At the time the Constitution was formed, no one supposed
slavery would last till now.” We stick to the policy of our
fathers.
The Democracy are given to “bushwhacking.” After having their
errors and mis-statements continually thrust in their faces,
they pay no heed, but go on howling about Seward and the
“irrepressible conflict.” That is “bushwhacking.” So with John
Brown and Harper’s Ferry. They charge it upon the Republican
party and ignominiously fail in all attempts to substantiate the
charge. Yet they go on with their bushwhacking, the pack in full
cry after John Brown.
The democrats had just been whipped in Ohio and Pennsylvania,
and seized upon the unfortunate Harper’s Ferry affair to
influence other elections then pending. They said to each other,
“Jump in — now’s your chance;” and were sorry there were not
more killed. But they didn’t succeed well. Let them go on with
their howling. They will succeed when by slandering women you
get them to love you, and by slandering men you get them to vote
for you. [Great applause.]
Mr. Lincoln then took up the Massachusetts shoemakers’ strike,
treating it in a humorous and philosophical manner, and exposing
to ridicule the foolish pretence of Senator Douglas — that the
strike arose from “this unfortunate sectional warfare.” Mr.
Lincoln thanked God that we have a system of labor where there
can be a strike. Whatever the pressure, there is a point where
the workman may stop. [Applause and cheers for free labor.]
He didn’t pretend to be familiar with the subject of the shoe
strike — probably knew as little about it as Senator Douglas
himself. This strike has occurred as the Senator says, or it has
not. Shall we stop making war upon the South? We never have made
war upon them. If any one has, [he] better go and hang himself
and save Virginia the trouble. If you give up your convictions
and call slavery right as they do, you let slavery in upon you
— instead of white laborers who can strike, you’ll soon have
black laborers who can’t strike.
I have heard that in consequence of this “sectional warfare,”
as Douglas calls it, Senator Mason of Va., had appeared in a
suit of homespun. Now up in New Hampshire, the woolen and cotton
mills are all busy, and there is no strike — they are busy making
the very goods Senator Mason has quit buying! To carry out his
idea, he ought to go barefoot! If that’s the plan, they should
begin at the foundation, and adopt the well-known “Georgia
costume” of a shirt-collar and pair of spurs! [“Irrepressible”
laughter and applause.]
It reminded him of the man who had a poor old lean, bony,
spavined horse, with swelled legs. He was asked what he was going
to do with such a miserable beast — the poor creature would die.
“Do?” said he. “I’m going to fat him up; don’t you see that I
have got him seal fat as high as the knees?” [Roars of laughter.]
Well, they’ve got the Union dissolved up to the ankle, but no
farther! [Applause and laughter.]
All portions of this confederacy should act in harmony and with
careful deliberation. The democrats cry John Brown invasion. We
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are guiltless of it, but our denial does not satisfy them.
Nothing will satisfy them but disinfecting the atmosphere
entirely of all opposition to slavery. They have not demanded
of us to yield the guards of liberty in our state constitutions,
but it will naturally come to that after a while. If we give up
to them, we cannot refuse even their utmost request. If slavery
is right, it ought to be extended; if not, it ought to be
restricted — there is no middle ground. Wrong as we think it,
we can afford to let it alone where it of necessity now exists;
but we cannot afford to extend it into free territory and around
our own homes. Let us stand against it!
The “Union” arrangements are all a humbug — they reverse the
scriptural order, calling the righteous and not sinners to
repentance. Let us not be slandered or intimidated to turn from
our duty. Eternal right makes might — as we understand our duty,
let us do it!

March 8, Thursday: Presidential candidate Abraham Lincoln delivered, in Woonsocket, Rhode Island, the standard

stump speech about American slavery being contrary to the spirit of our Declaration of Independence that he
had already delivered on March 6th in New Haven and on March 7th in Meriden, Connecticut and would go
on to deliver without significant changes on March 9th in Norwich and on March 10th in Bridgeport CT.
According to the New Haven Daily Palladium for March 7th, this was the gist of it:
MR. PRESIDENT AND FELLOW-CITIZENS OF [INSERT TOWN HERE]:
If the Republican party of this nation shall ever have the national house entrusted to
its keeping, it will be the duty of that party to attend to all the affairs of national
house-keeping. Whatever matters of importance may come up, whatever difficulties
may arise in the way of its administration of the government, that party will then have
to attend to. It will then be compelled to attend to other questions, besides this
question which now assumes an overwhelming importance — the question of Slavery. It
is true that in the organization of the Republican party this question of Slavery was
more important than any other; indeed, so much more important has it become that no
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other national question can even get a hearing just at present. The old question of
tariff — a matter that will remain one of the chief affairs of national housekeeping
to all time — the question of the management of financial affairs; the question of the
disposition of the public domain — how shall it be managed for the purpose of getting
it well settled, and of making there the homes of a free and happy people — these will
remain open and require attention for a great while yet, and these questions will have
to be attended to by whatever party has the control of the government. Yet, just now,
they cannot even obtain a hearing, and I do not purpose to detain you upon these
topics, or what sort of hearing they should have when opportunity shall come.
For, whether we will or not, the question of Slavery is the question, the all absorbing
topic of the day. It is true that all of us — and by that I mean, not the Republican
party alone, but the whole American people, here and elsewhere — all of us wish this
question settled — wish it out of the way. It stands in the way, and prevents the
adjustment, and the giving of necessary attention to other questions of national
house-keeping. The people of the whole nation agree that this question ought to be
settled, and yet it is not settled. And the reason is that they are not yet agreed how
it shall be settled. All wish it done, but some wish one way and some another, and some
a third, or fourth, or fifth; different bodies are pulling in different directions, and
none of them having a decided majority, are able to accomplish the common object.
In the beginning of the year 1854 a new policy was inaugurated with the avowed object
and confident promise that it would entirely and forever put an end to the Slavery
agitation. It was again and again declared that under this policy, when once
successfully established, the country would be forever rid of this whole question. Yet
under the operation of that policy this agitation has not only not ceased, but it has
been constantly augmented. And this too, although, from the day of its introduction,
its friends, who promised that it would wholly end all agitation, constantly insisted,
down to the time that the Lecompton bill was introduced, that it was working
admirably, and that its inevitable tendency was to remove the question forever from
the politics of the country. Can you call to mind any Democratic speech, made after
the repeal of the Missouri Compromise, down to the time of the Lecompton bill, in
which it was not predicted that the Slavery agitation was just at an end; that “the
abolition excitement was played out,” “the Kansas question was dead,” “they have made
the most they can out of this question and it is now forever settled.” But since the
Lecompton bill no Democrat, within my experience, has ever pretended that he could
see the end. That cry has been dropped. They themselves do not pretend, now, that
the agitation of this subject has come to an end yet. [Applause.]
The truth is, that this question is one of national importance, and we cannot help
dealing with it: we must do something about it, whether we will or not. We cannot avoid
it; the subject is one we cannot avoid considering; we can no more avoid it than a man
can live without eating. It is upon us; it attaches to the body politic as much and as
closely as the natural wants attach to our natural bodies. Now I think it important that
this matter should be taken up in earnest, and really settled. And one way to bring
about a true settlement of the question is to understand its true magnitude.
There have been many efforts to settle it. Again and again it has been fondly hoped
that it was settled, but every time it breaks out afresh, and more violently than ever.
It was settled, our fathers hoped, by the Missouri Compromise, but it did not stay
settled. Then the compromises of 1850 were declared to be a full and final settlement
of the question. The two great parties, each in National Convention, adopted
resolutions declaring that the settlement made by the Compromise of 1850 was a
finality — that it would last forever. Yet how long before it was unsettled again! It
broke out again in 1854, and blazed higher and raged more furiously than ever before,
and the agitation has not rested since.
These repeated settlements must have some fault about them. There must be some
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inadequacy in their very nature to the purpose for which they were designed. We can
only speculate as to where that fault — that inadequacy, is, but we may perhaps profit
by past experience.
I think that one of the causes of these repeated failures is that our best and greatest
men have greatly underestimated the size of this question. They have constantly
brought forward small cures for great sores — plasters too small to cover the wound.
That is one reason that all settlements have proved so temporary — so evanescent.
[Applause.]
Look at the magnitude of this subject! One sixth of our population, in round numbers
— not quite one sixth, and yet more than a seventh, — about one sixth of the whole
population of the United States are slaves! The owners of these slaves consider them
property. The effect upon the minds of the owners is that of property, and nothing
else — it induces them to insist upon all that will favorably affect its value as property,
to demand laws and institutions and a public policy that shall increase and secure its
value, and make it durable, lasting and universal. The effect on the minds of the
owners is to persuade them that there is no wrong in it. The slaveholder does not like
to be considered a mean fellow, for holding that species of property, and hence he has
to struggle within himself and sets about arguing himself into the belief that Slavery
is right. The property influences his mind. The dissenting minister, who argued some
theological point with one of the established church, was always met by the reply, “I
can’t see it so.” He opened the Bible, and pointed him to a passage, but the orthodox
minister replied, “I can’t see it so.” Then he showed him a single word — “Can you see
that?” “Yes, I see it,” was the reply. The dissenter laid a guinea over the word and
asked, “Do you see it now?” [Great laughter.] So here. Whether the owners of this
species of property do really see it as it is, it is not for me to say, but if they do, they
see it as it is through 2,000,000,000 of dollars, and that is a pretty thick coating.
[Laughter.] Certain it is, that they do not see it as we see it. Certain it is, that this two
thousand million of dollars, invested in this species of property, all so concentrated
that the mind can grasp it at once — this immense pecuniary interest, has its influence
upon their minds.
But here in Connecticut and at the North Slavery does not exist, and we see it through
no such medium. To us it appears natural to think that slaves are human beings; men,
not property; that some of the things, at least, stated about men in the Declaration
of Independence apply to them as well as to us. [Applause.] I say, we think, most of us,
that this Charter of Freedom applies to the slave as well as to ourselves, that the class
of arguments put forward to batter down that idea, are also calculated to break down
the very idea of a free government, even for white men, and to undermine the very
foundations of free society. [Continued applause.] We think Slavery a great moral wrong,
and while we do not claim the right to touch it where it exists, we wish to treat it as
a wrong in the Territories, where our votes will reach it. We think that a respect for
ourselves, a regard for future generations and for the God that made us, require that
we put down this wrong where our votes will properly reach it. We think that species
of labor an injury to free white men — in short, we think Slavery a great moral, social
and political evil, tolerable only because, and so far as its actual existence makes it
necessary to tolerate it, and that beyond that, it ought to be treated as a wrong.
Now these two ideas, the property idea that Slavery is right, and the idea that it is
wrong, come into collision, and do actually produce that irrepressible conflict which
Mr. Seward has been so roundly abused for mentioning. The two ideas conflict, and
must conflict.
Again, in its political aspect, does anything in any way endanger the perpetuity of this
Union but that single thing, Slavery? Many of our adversaries are anxious to claim that
they are specially devoted to the Union, and take pains to charge upon us hostility to
the Union. Now we claim that we are the only true Union men, and we put to them this
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one proposition: What ever endangered this Union, save and except Slavery? Did any
other thing ever cause a moment’s fear? All men must agree that this thing alone has
ever endangered the perpetuity of the Union. But if it was threatened by any other
influence, would not all men say that the best thing that could be done, if we could not
or ought not to destroy it, would be at least to keep it from growing any larger? Can
any man believe that the way to save the Union is to extend and increase the only thing
that threatens the Union, and to suffer it to grow bigger and bigger? [Great applause.]
Whenever this question shall be settled, it must be settled on some philosophical
basis. No policy that does not rest upon some philosophical public opinion can be
permanently maintained. And hence, there are but two policies in regard to Slavery
that can be at all maintained. The first, based on the property view that Slavery is
right, conforms to that idea throughout, and demands that we shall do everything for
it that we ought to do if it were right. We must sweep away all opposition, for
opposition to the right is wrong; we must agree that Slavery is right, and we must
adopt the idea that property has persuaded the owner to believe — that Slavery is
morally right and socially elevating. This gives a philosophical basis for a permanent
policy of encouragement.
The other policy is one that squares with the idea that Slavery is wrong, and it consists
in doing everything that we ought to do if it is wrong. Now, I don’t wish to be
misunderstood, nor to leave a gap down to be misrepresented, even. I don’t mean that
we ought to attack it where it exists. To me it seems that if we were to form a
government anew, in view of the actual presence of Slavery we should find it necessary
to frame just such a government as our fathers did; giving to the slaveholder the
entire control where the system was established, while we possessed the power to
restrain it from going outside those limits. [Applause.] From the necessities of the case
we should be compelled to form just such a government as our blessed fathers gave
us; and, surely, if they have so made it, that adds another reason why we should let
Slavery alone where it exists.
If I saw a venomous snake crawling in the road, any man would say I might seize the
nearest stick and kill it; but if I found that snake in bed with my children, that would
be another question. [Laughter.] I might hurt the children more than the snake, and it
might bite them. [Applause.] Much more, if I found it in bed with my neighbor’s
children, and I had bound myself by a solemn compact not to meddle with his children
under any circumstances, it would become me to let that particular mode of getting
rid of the gentleman alone. [Great laughter.] But if there was a bed newly made up, to
which the children were to be taken, and it was proposed to take a batch of young
snakes and put them there with them, I take it no man would say there was any
question how I ought to decide! [Prolonged applause and cheers.]
That is just the case! The new Territories are the newly made bed to which our
children are to go, and it lies with the nation to say whether they shall have snakes
mixed up with them or not. It does not seem as if there could be much hesitation what
our policy should be! [Applause.]
Now I have spoken of a policy based on the idea that Slavery is wrong, and a policy
based upon the idea that it is right. But an effort has been made for a policy that shall
treat it as neither right or wrong. It is based upon utter indifference. Its leading
advocate has said “I don’t care whether it be voted up or down.” [Laughter.] “It is
merely a matter of dollars and cents.” “The Almighty has drawn a line across this
continent, on one side of which all soil must forever be cultivated by slave labor, and
on the other by free;” “when the struggle is between the white man and the negro, I
am for the white man; when it is between the negro and the crocodile, I am for the
negro.” Its central idea is indifference. It holds that it makes no more difference to
us whether the Territories become free or slave States, than whether my neighbor
stocks his farm with horned cattle or puts it into tobacco. All recognize this policy,
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the plausible sugar-coated name of which is “popular sovereignty.” [Laughter.]
This policy chiefly stands in the way of a permanent settlement of the question. I
believe there is no danger of its becoming the permanent policy of the country, for it
is based on a public indifference. There is nobody that “don’t care.” ALL THE PEOPLE
DO CARE! one way or the other. [Great applause.] I do not charge that its author, when
he says he “don’t care,” states his individual opinion; he only expresses his policy for
the government. I understand that he has never said, as an individual, whether he
thought Slavery right or wrong — and he is the only man in the nation that has not!
Now such a policy may have a temporary run; it may spring up as necessary to the
political prospects of some gentleman; but it is utterly baseless; the people are not
indifferent; and it can therefore have no durability or permanence.
But suppose it could! Then it could be maintained only by a public opinion that shall say
“we don’t care.” There must be a change in public opinion, the public mind must be so
far debauched as to square with this policy of caring not at all. The people must come
to consider this as “merely a question of dollars and cents,” and to believe that in some
places the Almighty has made Slavery necessarily eternal. This policy can be brought
to prevail if the people can be brought round to say honestly “we don’t care;” if not, it
can never be maintained. It is for you to say whether that can be done. [Applause.]
You are ready to say it cannot, but be not too fast! Remember what a long stride has
been taken since the repeal of the Missouri Compromise! Do you know of any
Democrat, of either branch of the party — do you know one who declares that he
believes that the Declaration of Independence has any application to the negro?
Judge Taney declares that it has not, and Judge Douglas even vilifies me personally
and scolds me roundly for saying that the Declaration applies to all men, and that
negroes are men. [Cheers.] Is there a Democrat here who does not deny that the
Declaration applies to a negro? Do any of you know of one? Well, I have tried before
perhaps fifty audiences, some larger and some smaller than this, to find one such
Democrat, and never yet have I found one who said I did not place him right in that. I
must assume that Democrats hold that, and now, not one of these Democrats can show
that he said that five years ago! [Applause.] I venture to defy the whole party to
produce one man that ever uttered the belief that the Declaration did not apply to
negroes, before the repeal of the Missouri Compromise! Four or five years ago we all
thought negroes were men, and that when “all men” were named, negroes were
included. But the whole Democratic party has deliberately taken negroes from the
class of men and put them in the class of brutes. [Applause.] Turn it as you will, it is
simply the truth! Don’t be too hasty then in saying that the people cannot be brought
to this new doctrine, but note that long stride. One more as long completes the
journey, from where negroes are estimated as men to where they are estimated as
mere brutes — as rightful property!
That saying, “in the struggle between the white man and the negro,” &c., which I know
came from the same source as this policy — that saying marks another step. There is
a falsehood wrapped up in that statement. “In the struggle between the white man and
the negro” assumes that there is a struggle, in which either the white man must
enslave the negro or the negro must enslave the white. There is no such struggle! It
is merely an ingenious falsehood, to degrade and brutalize the negro. Let each let the
other alone, and there is no struggle about it. If it was like two wrecked seamen on a
narrow plank, when each must push the other off or drown himself, I would push the
negro off or a white man either, but it is not; the plank is large enough for both.
[Applause.] This good earth is plenty broad enough for white man and negro both, and
there is no need of either pushing the other off. [Continued applause.]
So that saying, “in the struggle between the negro and the crocodile,” &c., is made up
from the idea that down where the crocodile inhabits a white man can’t labor; it must
be nothing else but crocodile inhabits a white man can’t labor; it must be nothing else
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but crocodile or negro; if the negro does not the crocodile must possess the earth;
[laughter;] in that case he declares for the negro. The meaning of the whole is just this:
As a white man is to a negro, so is a negro to a crocodile; and as the negro may
rightfully treat the crocodile, so may the white man rightfully treat the negro. This
very dear phrase coined by its author, and so dear that he deliberately repeats it in
many speeches, has a tendency to still further brutalize the negro, and to bring public
opinion to the point of utter indifference whether men so brutalized are enslaved or
not. When that time shall come, if ever, I think that policy to which I refer may
prevail. But I hope the good freemen of this country will never allow it to come, and
until then the policy can never be maintained.
Now consider the effect of this policy. We in the States are not to care whether
Freedom or Slavery gets the better, but the people in the Territories may care. They
are to decide, and they may think what they please; it is a matter of dollars and cents!
But are not the people of the Territories detailed from the States? If this feeling of
indifference — this absence of moral sense about the question — prevails in the
States, will it not be carried into the Territories? Will not every man say, “I don’t
care, it is nothing to me?” If any one comes that wants Slavery, must they not say, “I
don’t care whether Freedom or Slavery be voted up or voted down?” It results at last
in naturalizing [the word Lincoln spoke was more likely to have been “nationalizing”] the
institution of Slavery. Even if fairly carried out, that policy is just as certain to
naturalize [again, “nationalize”] Slavery as the doctrine of Jeff Davis himself. These are
only two roads to the same goal, and “popular sovereignty” is just as sure and almost
as short as the other. [Applause.]
What we want, and all we want, is to have with us the men who think slavery wrong. But
those who say they hate slavery, and are opposed to it, but yet act with the
Democratic party — where are they? Let us apply a few tests. You say that you think
slavery is wrong, but you denounce all attempts to restrain it. Is there anything else
that you think wrong, that you are not willing to deal with as a wrong? Why are you so
careful, so tender of this one wrong and no other? [Laughter.] You will not let us do a
single thing as if it was wrong; where is no place where you will allow it to be even called
wrong! We must not call it wrong in the Free States, because it is not there, and we
must not call it wrong in the Slave States because it is there; we must not call it wrong
in politics because that is bringing morality into politics, and we must not call it wrong
in the pulpit because that is bringing politics into religion; we must not bring it into the
Tract Society or the other societies, because those are such unsuitable places, and
there is no single place, according to you, where this wrong thing can properly be called
wrong! [Continued laughter and applause.]
Perhaps you will plead that if the people of Slave States should themselves set on foot
an effort for emancipation, you would wish them success, and bid them God-speed. Let
us test that! In 1858, the emancipation party of Missouri, with Frank Blair at their
head, tried to get up a movement for that purpose, and having started a party
contested the State. Blair was beaten, apparently if not truly, and when the news came
to Connecticut, you, who knew that Frank Blair was taking hold of this thing by the
right end, and doing the only thing that you say can properly be done to remove this
wrong — did you bow your heads in sorrow because of that defeat? Do you, any of you,
know one single Democrat that showed sorrow over that result? Not one! On the
contrary every man threw up his hat, and hallooed at the top of his lungs, “hooray for
Democracy!” [Great laughter and applause.]
Now, gentlemen, the Republicans desire to place this great question of slavery on the
very basis on which our fathers placed it, and no other. [Applause.] It is easy to
demonstrate that “our Fathers, who framed this government under which we live,”
looked on Slavery as wrong, and so framed it and everything about it as to square with
the idea that it was wrong, so far as the necessities arising from its existence
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permitted. In forming the Constitution they found the slave trade existing; capital
invested in it; fields depending upon it for labor, and the whole system resting upon
the importation of slave-labor. They therefore did not prohibit the slave trade at
once, but they gave the power to prohibit it after twenty years. Why was this? What
other foreign trade did they treat in that way? Would they have done this if they had
not thought slavery wrong?
Another thing was done by some of the same men who framed the Constitution, and
afterwards adopted as their own act by the first Congress held under that
Constitution, of which many of the framers were members; they prohibited the spread
of Slavery into Territories. Thus the same men, the framers of the Constitution, cut
off the supply and prohibited the spread of Slavery, and both acts show conclusively
that they considered that the thing was wrong.
If additional proof is wanting it can be found in the phraseology of the Constitution.
When men are framing a supreme law and chart of government, to secure blessings and
prosperity to untold generations yet to come, they use language as short and direct
and plain as can be found, to express their meaning. In all matters but this of Slavery
the framers of the Constitution used the very clearest, shortest, and most direct
language. But the Constitution alludes to Slavery three times without mentioning it
once! The language used becomes ambiguous, roundabout, and mystical. They speak of
the “immigration of persons,” and mean the importation of slaves, but do not say so.
In establishing a basis of representation they say “all other persons,” when they mean
to say slaves — why did they not use the shortest phrase? In providing for the return
of fugitives they say “persons held to service or labor.” If they had said slaves it would
have been plainer, and less liable to misconstruction. Why didn’t they do it? We cannot
doubt that it was done on purpose. Only one reason is possible, and that is supplied us
by one of the framers of the Constitution — and it is not possible for man to conceive
of any other — they expected and desired that the system would come to an end, and
meant that when it did, the Constitution should not show that there ever had been a
slave in this good free country of ours! [Great applause.]
I will dwell on that no longer. I see the signs of the approaching triumph of the
Republicans in the bearing of their political adversaries. A great deal of their war with
us now-a-days is mere bushwhacking. [Laughter.] At the battle of Waterloo, when
Napoleon’s cavalry had charged again and again upon the unbroken squares of British
infantry, at last they were giving up the attempt, and going off in disorder, when some
of the officers in mere vexation and complete despair fired their pistols at those solid
squares. The Democrats are in that sort of extreme desperation; it is nothing else.
[Laughter.] I will take up a few of these arguments.
There is “THE IRREPRESSIBLE CONFLICT.” [Applause.] How they rail at Seward for
that saying! They repeat it constantly; and although the proof has been thrust under
their noses again and again, that almost every good man since the formation of our
government has uttered that same sentiment, from Gen. Washington, who “trusted
that we should yet have a confederacy of Free States,” with Jefferson, Jay, Monroe,
down to the latest days, yet they refuse to notice that at all, and persist in railing at
Seward for saying it. Even Roger A. Pryor, editor of the Richmond Enquirer, uttered
the same sentiment in almost the same language, and yet so little offence did it give
the Democrats that he was sent for to Washington to edit the States — the Douglas
organ there, while Douglas goes into hydrophobia and spasms of rage because Seward
dared to repeat it. [Great applause.] This is what I call bushwhacking, a sort of argument
that they must know any child can see through.
Another is JOHN BROWN! [Great laughter.] You stir up insurrections, you invade the
South! John Brown! Harper’s Ferry! Why, John Brown was not a Republican! You have
never implicated a single Republican in that Harper’s Ferry enterprise. We tell you
that if any member of the Republican party is guilty in that matter, you know it or you
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do not know it. If you do know it, you are inexcusable not to designate man and prove
the fact. If you do not know it, you are inexcusable to assert it, and especially to
persist in the assertion after you have tried and failed to make the proof. You need
not be told that persisting in a charge which one does not know to be true is simply
malicious slander. Some of you admit that no Republican designedly aided or
encouraged the Harper’s Ferry affair; but still insist that our doctrines and
declarations necessarily lead to such results. We do not believe it. We know we hold
to no doctrines, and make no declarations, which were not held to and made by our
fathers who framed the Government under which we live, and we cannot see how
declarations that were patriotic when they made them are villainous when we make
them. You never dealt fairly by us in relation to that affair — and I will say frankly
that I know of nothing in your character that should lead us to suppose that you would.
You had just been soundly thrashed in elections in several States, and others were
soon to come. You rejoiced at the occasion, and only were troubled that there were
not three times as many killed in the affair. You were in evident glee — there was no
sorrow for the killed nor for the peace of Virginia disturbed — you were rejoicing that
by charging Republicans with this thing you might get an advantage of us in New York,
and the other States. You pulled that string as tightly as you could, but your very
generous and worthy expectations were not quite fulfilled. [Laughter.] Each Republican
knew that the charge was a slander as to himself at least, and was not inclined by it
to cast his vote in your favor. It was mere bushwhacking, because you had nothing else
to do. You are still on that track, and I say, go on! If you think you can slander a woman
into loving you or a man into voting for you, try it till you are satisfied! [Tremendous
applause.]
Another specimen of this bushwhacking, that “shoe strike.” [Laughter.] Now be it
understood that I do not pretend to know all about the matter. I am merely going to
speculate a little about some of its phases. And at the outset, I am glad to see that a
system of labor prevails in New England under which laborers CAN strike when they
want to [Cheers,] where they are not obliged to work under all circumstances, and are
not tied down and obliged to labor whether you pay them or not! [Cheers.] I like the
system which lets a man quit when he wants to, and wish it might prevail everywhere.
[Tremendous applause.] One of the reasons why I am opposed to Slavery is just here.
What is the true condition of the laborer? I take it that it is best for all to leave each
man free to acquire property as fast as he can. Some will get wealthy. I don’t believe
in a law to prevent a man from getting rich; it would do more harm than good. So while
we do not propose any war upon capital, we do wish to allow the humblest man an equal
chance to get rich with everybody else. [Applause.] When one starts poor, as most do
in the race of life, free society is such that he knows he can better his condition; he
knows that there is no fixed condition of labor, for his whole life. I am not ashamed
to confess that twenty five years ago I was a hired laborer, mauling rails, at work on
a flat-boat — just what might happen to any poor man’s son! [Applause.] I want every
man to have the chance — and I believe a black man is entitled to it — in which he can
better his condition — when he may look forward and hope to be a hired laborer this
year and the next, work for himself afterward, and finally to hire men to work for him!
That is the true system. Up here in New England, you have a soil that scarcely sprouts
black-eyed beans, and yet where will you find wealthy men so wealthy, and poverty so
rarely in extremity? There is not another such place on earth! [Cheers.] I desire that
if you get too thick here, and find it hard to better your condition on this soil, you may
have a chance to strike and go somewhere else, where you may not be degraded, nor
have your family corrupted by forced rivalry with negro slaves. I want you to have a
clean bed, and no snakes in it! [Cheers.] Then you can better your condition, and so it
may go on and on in one ceaseless round so long as man exists on the face of the earth!
[Prolonged applause.]
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Now, to come back to this shoe strike, — if, as the Senator from Illinois asserts, this
is caused by withdrawal of Southern votes, consider briefly how you will meet the
difficulty. You have done nothing, and have protested that you have done nothing, to
injure the South. And yet, to get back the shoe trade, you must leave off doing
something that you are now doing. What is it? You must stop thinking slavery wrong!
Let your institutions be wholly changed; let your State Constitutions be subverted,
glorify slavery, and so you will get back the shoe trade — for what? You have brought
owned labor with it to compete with your own labor, to under work you, and to degrade
you! Are you ready to get back the trade on those terms?
But the statement is not correct. You have not lost that trade; orders were never
better than now! Senator Mason, a Democrat, comes into the Senate in homespun, a
proof that the dissolution of the Union has actually begun! but orders are the same.
Your factories have not struck work, neither those where they make anything for
coats, nor for pants, nor for shirts, nor for ladies’ dresses. Mr. Mason has not reached
the manufacturers who ought to have made him a coat and pants! To make his proof
good for anything he should have come into the Senate barefoot! (Great laughter.)
Another bushwhacking contrivance; simply that, nothing else! I find a good many
people who are very much concerned about the loss of Southern trade. Now either
these people are sincere or they are not. (Laughter.) I will speculate a little about
that. If they are sincere, and are moved by any real danger of the loss of Southern
trade, they will simply get their names on the white list,107 and then, instead of
persuading Republicans to do likewise, they will be glad to keep you away! Don’t you see
they thus shut off competition? They would not be whispering around to Republicans
to come in and share the profits with them. But if they are not sincere, and are merely
trying to fool Republicans out of their votes, they will grow very anxious about your
pecuniary prospects; they are afraid you are going to get broken up and ruined; they
did not care about Democratic votes — Oh no, no, no! You must judge which class those
belong to whom you meet; I leave it to you to determine from the facts.
Let us notice some more of the stale charges against Republicans. You say we are
sectional. We deny it. That makes an issue; and the burden of proof is upon you. You
produce your proof; and what is it? Why, that our party has no existence in your
section — gets no votes in your section. The fact is substantially true; but does it
prove the issue? If it does, then in case we should, without change of principle, begin
to get votes in your section, we should thereby cease to be sectional. You cannot
escape this conclusion; and yet, are you willing to abide by it? If you are, you will
probably soon find that we have ceased to be sectional, for we shall get votes in your
section this very year. [Applause.] The fact that we get no votes in your section is a
fact of your making, and not of ours. And if there be fault in that fact, that fault is
primarily yours, and remains so until you show that we repel you by some wrong
principle or practice. If we do repel you by any wrong principle or practice, the fault
is ours; but this brings you to where you ought to have started — to a discussion of
the right or wrong of our principle. If our principle, put in practice, would wrong your
section for the benefit of ours, or for any other object, then our principle, and we with
it, are sectional, and are justly opposed and denounced as such. Meet us, then, on the
question of whether our principle, put in practice, would wrong your section; and so
meet it as if it were possible that something may be said on our side. Do you accept
the challenge? No? Then you really believe that the principle which our fathers who
framed the Government under which we live thought so clearly right as to adopt it, and
indorse it again and again, upon their official oaths, is, in fact, so clearly wrong as to
demand your condemnation without a moment’s consideration.
107. Abraham Lincoln was referring to a movement on the part of certain business interests to help along the Southern boycott of
antislavery New England manufactures by preparing a list of “white” (which is to say, proslavery Democrats, whom it would be
politically correct to patronize) rather than “black” (which is to say, opposed to human slavery, firms which would be politically
incorrect to patronize) New England manufacturing concerns.
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Some of you delight to flaunt in our faces the warning against sectional parties given
by Washington in his Farewell address. Less than eight years before Washington gave
that warning, he had, as President of the United States, approved and signed an act
of Congress, enforcing the prohibition of Slavery in the northwestern Territory,
which act embodied the policy of Government upon that subject, up to and at the very
moment he penned that warning; and about one year after he penned it he wrote
LaFayette that he considered that prohibition a wise measure, expressing in the same
connection his hope that we should some time have a confederacy of Free States.
Bearing this in mind, and seeing that sectionalism has since arisen upon this same
subject, is that warning a weapon in your hands against us, or in our hands against you?
Could Washington himself speak, would he cast the blame of that sectionalism upon us,
who sustain his policy, or upon you who repudiate it? We respect that warning of
Washington, and we commend it to you, together with his example pointing to the right
application of it. [Applause.]
But you say you are conservative — eminently conservative — while we are
revolutionary, destructive, or something of the sort. What is conservatism? Is it not
adherence to the old and tried, against the new and untried? We stick to, contend for,
the identical old policy on the point in controversy which was adopted by our fathers
who framed the Government under which we live; while you with one accord reject, and
scout, and spit upon that old policy, and insist upon substituting something new. True,
you disagree among yourselves as to what that substitute shall be. You have
considerable variety of new propositions and plans, but you are unanimous in rejecting
and denouncing the old policy of the fathers. Some of you are for reviving the foreign
slave-trade; some for a Congressional Slave-Code for the Territories; some for
Congress forbidding the Territories to prohibit Slavery within their limits; some for
maintaining Slavery in the Territories through the Judiciary; some for the “gur-reat
pur-rin-ciple” that “if one man would enslave another, no third man should object,”
fantastically called “Popular Sovereignty;” [great laughter,] but never a man among you in
favor of Federal prohibition of Slavery in Federal Territories, according to the
practice of our fathers who framed the Government under which we live. Not one of
all your various plans can show a precedent or an advocate in the century within which
our Government originated. And yet you draw yourselves up and say “We are eminently
conservative!” [Great laughter.]
It is exceedingly desirable that all parts of this great Confederacy shall be at peace,
and in harmony, one with another. Let us Republicans do our part to have it so. Even
though much provoked, let us do nothing through passion and ill temper. Even though
the Southern people will not so much as listen to us, let us calmly consider their
demands, and yield to them if, in our deliberate view of our duty, we possibly can.
Judging by all they say and do, and by the subject and nature of their controversy with
us, let us determine, if we can, what will satisfy them?
Will they be satisfied if the Territories be unconditionally surrendered to them? We
know they will not. In all their present complaints against us, the Territories are
scarcely mentioned. Invasions and insurrections are the rage now. Will it satisfy them
if, in the future, we have nothing to do with invasions and insurrections? We know it
will not. We so know because we know we never had anything to do with invasions and
insurrections; and yet this total abstaining does not exempt us from the charge and
the denunciation.
The question recurs, what will satisfy them? Simply this: we must not only let them
alone, but we must, somehow, convince them that we do let them alone. [Applause.] This,
we know by experience, is no easy task. We have been so trying to convince them, from
the very beginning of our organization, but with no success. In all our platforms and
speeches, we have constantly protested our purpose to let them alone; but this has
had no tendency to convince them. Alike unavailing to convince them is the fact that

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
they have never detected a man of us in any attempt to disturb them.
These natural and apparently adequate means all failing, what will convince them? This,
and this only; cease to call slavery wrong, and join them in calling it right. And this must
be done thoroughly — done in acts as well as in words. Silence will not be tolerated —
we must place ourselves avowedly with them. Douglas’s new sedition law must be
enacted and enforced, suppressing all declarations that Slavery is wrong, whether
made in politics, in presses, in pulpits, or in private. We must arrest and return their
fugitive slaves with greedy pleasure. We must pull down our Free State Constitutions.
The whole atmosphere must be disinfected of all taint of opposition to Slavery, before
they will cease to believe that all their troubles proceed from us. So long as we call
Slavery wrong, whenever a slave runs away they will overlook the obvious fact that he
ran because he was oppressed, and declare he was stolen off. Whenever a master cuts
his slaves with the lash, and they cry out under it, he will overlook the obvious fact
that the negroes cry out because they are hurt, and insist that they were put up to it
by some rascally abolitionist. [Great laughter.]
I am quite aware that they do not state their case precisely in this way. Most of them
would probably say to us, “Let us alone, do nothing to us, and say what you please about
Slavery.” But we do let them alone — have never disturbed them — so that, after all,
it is what we say, which dissatisfies them. They will continue to accuse us of doing,
until we cease saying.
I am also aware they have not, as yet, in terms, demanded the overthrow of our Free
State Constitutions. Yet those Constitutions declare the wrong of Slavery, with more
solemn emphasis than do all other sayings against it; and when all these other sayings
shall have been silenced, the overthrow of these Constitutions will be demanded, and
nothing be left to resist the demand. It is nothing to the contrary, that they do not
demand the whole of this just now. Demanding what they do, and for the reason they
do, they can voluntarily stop nowhere short of this consummation. Holding as they do,
that Slavery is morally right, and socially elevating, they cannot cease to demand a full
national recognition of it, as a legal right, and a social blessing.
Nor can we justifiably withhold this, on any ground save our conviction that Slavery is
wrong. If Slavery is right, all words, acts, laws, and Constitutions against it, are
themselves wrong, and should be silenced, and swept away. If it is right, we cannot
justly object to its nationality — its universality; if it is wrong, they cannot justly
insist upon its extension — its enlargement. All they ask, we could as readily grant, if
they thought it wrong. Their thinking it right, and our thinking it wrong, is the precise
fact upon which depends the whole controversy. Thinking it right as they do, they are
not to blame for desiring its full recognition, as being right; but, thinking it wrong, as
we do, can we yield to them? Can we cast our votes with their view, and against our
own? In view of our moral, social, and political responsibilities, can we do this?
Wrong as we think Slavery is, we can yet afford to let it alone where it is, because
that much is due to the necessity arising from its actual presence in the nation; but
can we, while our votes will prevent it, allow it to spread into the National Territories,
and to overrun us here in these Free States?
If our sense of duty forbids this, then let us stand by our duty, fearlessly and
effectively. Let us be diverted by none of those sophistical contrivances wherewith
we are so industriously plied and belabored — contrivances such as groping for some
middle ground between the right and the wrong, vain as the search for a man who
should be neither a living man nor a dead man — such as a policy of “don’t care” on a
question about which all true men do care — such as Union appeals beseeching true
Union men to yield to Disunionists, reversing the divine rule, and calling, not the
sinners, but the righteous to repentance — such as invocations of Washington,
imploring men to unsay what Washington did.
Neither let us be slandered from our duty by false accusations against us, nor
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frightened from it by menaces of destruction to the Government, nor of dungeons to
ourselves. Let us have faith that right makes might; and in that faith, let us, to the
end, dare to do our duty, as we understand it.
March 8. 2.30 P. M.—50°. To Cliffs and Walden.
See a small flock of grackles on the willow-row above railroad bridge. How they sit and make a business of
chattering! for it cannot be called singing, and no improvement from age to age perhaps. Yet, as nature is a
becoming, their notes may become melodious at last. At length, on my very near approach, they flit suspiciously
away, uttering a few subdued notes as they hurry off.
This is the first flock of blackbirds I have chanced to see, though Channing saw one the 6th. I suspect that I have
seen only grackles as yet.
I saw, in Monroe’s well by the edge of the river, the other day, a dozen frogs, chiefly shad frogs, which had been
dead a good while. It may be that they get into that sort of spring-hole in the fall to hibernate, but for some reason
die; or perhaps they are always jumping into it in the summer, but at that season are devoured by some animal
before they infest the water.
Now and for some days I see farmers walking about their fields, knocking to pieces and distributing the cowdung left there in the fall, that so, with the aid of the spring rains, they fertilize a larger surface and more equally.
To say nothing of fungi, lichens, mosses, and other cryptogamous plants, you cannot say that vegetation
absolutely ceases at any season in this latitude; for there is grass in some warm exposures and in springy places,
always growing more or less, and willow catkins expanding and peeping out a little further every warm day
from the very beginning of winter, and the skunk-cabbage buds being developed and actually flowering
sometimes in the winter, and the sap flowing [IN] the maples in midwinter in some days, perhaps some cress
growing a little (?), certainly some pads, and various naturalized garden weeds steadily growing if not
blooming, and apple buds sometimes expanding. Thus much of vegetable life or motion or growth is to be
detected every winter. There is something of spring in all seasons. There is a large class which is evergreen in
its radical leaves, which make such a show as soon as the snow goes off that many take them to be new growth
of the spring.
At the pool on the south side of Hubbard’s Grove, I notice that the crowfoot, i. e. buttercup, leaves which are at
the bottom of the water stand up and are much more advanced than those two feet off in the air, for there they
receive warmth from the sun, while they are sheltered from cold winds.
Nowadays we separate the warmth of the sun from the cold of the wind and observe that the cold does not
pervade all places, but being due to strong northwest winds, if we get into some sunny and sheltered nook where
they do not penetrate, we quite forget how cold it is elsewhere.
In some respects our spring, in its beginning, fluctuates a whole month, so far as it respects ice and snow,
walking, sleighing, etc., etc.; for some years winter may be said to end about the first of March, and other years
it may extend into April.
That willow-clump by railroad at Walden looks really silvery.
I see there that moles have worked for several days. There are several piles on the grass, some quite fresh and
some made before the last rain. One is as wide as a bushel-basket and six inches high; contains a peck at least.
When I carefully remove this dirt, I cannot see, and can scarcely detect by feeling, any looseness in the sod
beneath where the mole came to the surface and discharged all this dirt. I do feel it, to be sure, but it is scarcely
perceptible to my fingers. The mole must have filled up this doorway very densely with earth, perhaps for its
protection.
Those small green balls in the Pout’s-Nest—and in the river, etc.—are evidently the buds by which the
Utricularia vulgaris are propagated. I find them attached to the root as well as adrift.
I noticed a very curious phenomenon in this pond. It is melted for two or three rods around the open side, and
in many places partly filled with a very slender thread-like spike-rush (apparently Eleocharis tenuis?) which is
matted more or less horizontally and floating, and is much bleached, being killed. In this fine matting I noticed
perfectly straight or even cuts a rod or more in length, just as if one had severed this mass of fine rush as it lay
[?] with some exceeding sharp instrument. However, you could not do it with a scythe, though you might with
scissors, if it were ruled. It is as if you were to cover a floor with very fine flaccid grass and tread it to one inch
in thickness, and then cut this web straight across. The fact is, this floating matting (it also rests partly on soft
mud) was not cut at all, but pulled apart on a straight line, producing the exact appearance of a cut, as if you
were to pull a piece of felt apart by a force on each side and yet leave the edge as straight as if it had been cut.
It had been frozen in, and when the ice cracked it was in an instant thus pulled apart, without further disturbing
the relative position of the fibres. I first conjectured this, and then saw the evidence of it, for, glancing my eye
along such a cut, which ran at right angles with the shore, I saw that it exactly corresponded at its termination
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to an old crack in the ice which was still unmelted and which continued its course exactly. This in the ice had
been filled and cemented so as to look like a white seam. Would this account for such a crack being continued
into the meadow itself, as I have noticed?
I meet some Indians just camped on Brister’s Hill. As usual, they are chiefly concerned to find where black ash
grows, for their baskets. This is what they set about to ascertain as soon as they arrive in any strange
neighborhood.

May:

In what would become known as the Paiute War or the Pyramid Lake War, the white traders at Williams
Station, an overland mail stop along the California Trail, kidnapped and raped two native American young
women. When the Southern Paiute tribe came to their rescue, five of the whites were killed in the process
and the station itself was burned. Another “Indian massacre” had taken place!
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence
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1863
November 19, Thursday: President Abraham Lincoln took the train down from Washington DC and delivered a brief
address at a ceremony dedicating the battlefield at Gettysburg, Pennsylvania as a national cemetery. As he
delivered his Gettysburg Address, he was probably in the early stages of infection by the small pox.

READ THE FULL TEXT
During the early 1860s, in the early throes of our civil war, our Declaration of Independence had been being
very carefully reexamined and reconsidered. In this Gettysburg Address it found itself transformed into “first
and foremost a living document for an established society” and this president’s brief words of dedication
would became in due course “an American sacred text” (Maier, Pauline. AMERICAN SCRIPTURE: MAKING THE
DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE. NY: Alfred A. Knopf, 1997, page 207). As in 1776, the power of the
locution would come from the fact that rather than echoing what all Americans presumed, it broadcast what a
number of them were preparing to ram down the throats of the others as what all Americans henceforth were
to presume.
Lincoln wasn’t the only orator on this occasion. According to the Steubensville Weekly Herald, “President
Lincoln was there, too,” We don’t know for certain sure which particular phases Lincoln used in his brief
address. There are a number of drafts of the speech, which differ somewhat from one another, and there is the
problem that one reporter who bothered to transcribe the President’s words from the podium, either indulged
in free phrase substitution on his reportorial notepad or else faithfully recorded phrases that are somewhat less
polished than those we now read in one or another of the manuscript documents. The Providence, Rhode Island
Journal would report not only of the brief address’s power but also of its “charm”:
We know not where to look for a more admirable speech than the
brief one which the President made at the close of Mr. Everett’s
oration.... Could the most elaborate and splendid oration be
more beautiful, more touching, more inspiring than those
thrilling words of the President? They have in our humble
judgment the charm and power of the very highest eloquence.
The Harrisburg Patriot and Union would be considerably less tactful than this:
We pass over the silly remarks of the President; for the credit
of the Nation we are willing that the veil of oblivion shall be
dropped over them and that they shall no more be repeated or
thought of.
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Edward Everett –who had himself addressed the assembly for a solid two hours– would write to the President
after hearing his brief address, “I should be glad, if I could flatter myself that I came as near to the central idea
of the occasion, in two hours, as you did in two minutes.”

EVERETT’S TWO HOURS
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December: Late in this year, and continuing through the next, Frederick Douglass would be delivering many times an
oration entitled “The Mission of the War” in which he would be declaring, in response to Abraham Lincoln’s
sentiment “I have never had a feeling politically that did not spring from the sentiments embodied in the
Declaration of Independence,” the counter-sentiment “We want a country which shall not brand the
Declaration of Independence as a lie.”
“I have never had a feeling politically that did not
spring from the sentiments embodied in the Declaration
of Independence.”
—
Abraham
Lincoln ABRAHAM LINCOLN

“We want a country which shall not brand the Declaration
of Independence as a lie.”
—
Frederick
Douglass FREDERICK DOUGLASS

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE

INDEPENDENCY

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
1864
November 29, dawn-November 30: On Sand Creek just outside Denver, Colorado, a reservation encampment of
Cheyenne under the leadership of the accommodationist Black Kettle was attacked without warning or
provocation by the 900-man 3d Colorado Volunteers under the Reverend John Chivington and more than 200
were massacred. Any number of the victims were tortured before death and mutilated after death. Nine of the
white soldiers were killed.

The rule that obtained was that, to solve this American race problem forever, it would be necessary to
exterminate not only the adult males but also the women and children of color: “nits breed lice.”108
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108. This is not the first time that such an exterminationist race/gender attitude has surfaced in white America. See the record for
August 6, 1676:
As a comparison situation to the unmarked Mt. Misery site of atrocity near Concord MA, consider this
site of a reservation massacre on Sand Creek in which again it was mostly women and children who were being exterminated by a
white volunteer militia. The Colorado site wouldn’t be marked at all until 1986, and then when the state finally did put up a marker,
on a rise of scrub above the dry creek bed, it would characterize the site of this extermination as, quote unquote, a “battleground.”

“Denial is an integral part of atrocity, and it’s a
natural part after a society has committed genocide.
First you kill, and then the memory of killing is
killed.”
— Iris Chang, author of THE RAPE OF NANKING
(1997), when the Japanese translation
of her work was cancelled by Basic
Books due to threats from Japan,
on May 20, 1999.

“Historical amnesia has always been with us:
we just keep forgetting we have it.”
— Russell Shorto
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It was not that Black Kettle109 and the Reverend Chivington were unknown to each other. On a following
screen, for instance, they pose for a convivial group snapshot at their Camp Weld meeting (which, obviously,
must have been prior to this present event).
“...the merciless Indian Savages, whose known rule of
warfare, is an undistinguished destruction of all ages,
sexes and conditions.”
— Declaration of Independence

In a few days Colonel John Milton Chivington’s110 cowboy irregulars would ride back into their capital city,
known as Denver, with dripping red pudendas pressed over their saddle horns. –White was right again!111
Damn any man who would sympathize with Indians!
I have come to kill Indians, and believe it is right
and honorable to use any means under God’s heaven
to kill Indians.

109. On November 27, 1868 this native American leader, living in a reservation teepee with a white flag atop it, would be killed and
scalped during an unprovoked assault by the 7th Cavalry of Colonel George Armstrong Custer.
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Of course, James Pierson Beckwourth was a participant in this, even though we do not have evidence that he
was one of the cowboys who cut up the women and rode through Denver with their genitalia jammed down
over their saddlehorns. So, he now has his own postage stamp, which is only fair:

The Reverend Chivington would be heard to boast that since he had surpassed Kit Carson he would soon be
reputed as the greatest Indian killer of them all. When Carson heard of this Sand Creek massacre, he openly
denounced the Reverend Chivington.

110. Chivington was a Methodist lay preacher, and upon his return with his victorious 1st Colorado Cavalry he would be honored
not only by his government but also by his Methodist church. This violated one of the white man’s rules of atrocity, the rule whereby
when anything necessarily brutal gets done no-one is to be suspected to be enjoying it, and so on April 22, 1996 in Denver, the
General Conference of the United Methodist church would vote with but little opposition that they should issue a somewhat belated
but fulsome apology for this genocide.
111. On July 22, 1998, the federal government, in accordance with the provisions of Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) 43 CFR 10.9, would seize from the Colorado Historical Society one native American scalp. The scalp
in question seems to have been one of those taken by Major Jacob Downing as its provenance was that in 1911 it had been donated
to the Society by a Mrs. Jacob Downing. (There is no record that any of the severed female pudenda were ever donated to the
Colorado Historical Society by the surviving widows of these cowboy irregulars.)
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The Reverend Chivington now has a town named for him (A), and Colorado Governor Evans, who had

sanctioned this sort of conduct, was able to live out his life in luxury in one of our finest neighborhoods, with
a street and a mountain named after him. Here is a newswriter’s retrospective synopsis as of September 2000:
SENATOR RELEASES MASSACRE LETTERS
By MATT KELLEY, Associated Press Writer
WASHINGTON (AP) Nearly 136 years after Colorado Militia
troops ambushed and massacred more than 150 American
Indians on the banks of Sand Creek, a senator related
to a survivor of the attack is sponsoring a plan to
create a memorial at the site. At a hearing on the
proposal Thursday, Sen. Ben Nighthorse Campbell read
from two recently discovered letters written by
soldiers who objected to the 1864 atrocity. One, Capt.
Silas Soule, detailed the gruesome scene where troops
slaughtered Cheyenne and Arapaho women, children and
elderly men. “It was hard to see little children on
their knees have their brains beat out by men professing
to be civilized,” wrote Soule, who was murdered in
Denver shortly after testifying at a congressional
inquiry. Campbell, a Northern Cheyenne whose greatgrandfather’s second wife survived the attack, said the
descriptions brought tears to his eyes. The Colorado
Republican is backing a bill to create a national
historic site on more than 12,000 acres of “killing
fields” on the plains of southeastern Colorado. “Can you
imagine cutting open a pregnant woman and taking out the
baby and then scalping the baby? My God!” Campbell said.
“It’s the worst atrocity I’ve ever heard of.” The
National Park Service supports Campbell’s proposal to
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create the Sand Creek historic site, which would help
protect the area from artifact poachers and allow
Cheyenne and Arapaho tribal members to create a burial
ground there for the remains of victims. Rancher Bill
Dawson, on whose land much of the killing ground lies,
and other area landowners are willing to sell their
property to create the memorial. Campbell said he
guessed the bill had a “50-50” chance of passing
Congress before lawmakers adjourn for the year, which
is scheduled for early October. Steve Brady, president
of the Northern Cheyenne Sand Creek Descendants, said
the historic site would commemorate “the unspeakable
horrors of ethnic cleansing.” The massacre began at dawn
on Nov. 29, 1864, when nearly 1,000 men under the
command of Col. John M. Chivington surrounded hundreds
of Indians camped on the banks of the creek. Soule and
other witnesses said Chivington wanted to kill Indians
and did not care that this group was peaceful and had
been promised by other U.S. troops that they would be
left alone if they flew an American flag. The troops
opened fire on the mostly unarmed Indians with guns and
howitzers, then chased down many who tried to flee. The
soldiers mutilated the bodies, taking away scalps,
ears, fingers and genitals as trophies. Although the
congressional probe sparked by Soule and Lt. Joe Cramer
condemned the massacre, those involved were never
punished and the reparations promised in a treaty were
never paid. Chivington has a town in the area named
after him. Brady and other Cheyenne and Arapaho leaders
said they are still trying to get remains of Sand Creek
victims returned to tribes. The Colorado Historical
Society has at least one scalp from a Sand Creek victim,
and the University of Nebraska at Lincoln has the
cranium of another, they said. Having a final resting
place for those remains is important to the descendants
of massacre victims, said Joe Big Medicine, who works
to reclaim remains for the Southern Cheyenne tribe.
“It’s important for us to have it remembered by the
American people,” Big Medicine said. “It’s important to
remember what they did to our people. They killed our
people.”
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1865
From this year into 1869 would be the Presidency of the Democrat, Andrew Johnson. Would Frederick
Douglass remember that he had once almost decided to name himself “Johnson” rather than “Douglass?” He
would generally denounce Johnson’s reconstruction plans as “soft” and endorse various Radical Republican
proposals including black voter suffrage throughout the South. After Douglass, as one person of a delegation
of black men who had been seeking an interview, had left a meeting with President Johnson, the president
would refer to him in particular as a damned son of a bitch who, just like any nigger, would sooner cut a
white man’s throat than not. (Read between the lines here, the man is damning himself out of his own mouth:
clearly, we had elected as our President a damned son of a bitch who, like the white racist he was, would sooner
have cut a person of color’s throat than not!)
Under the white supremacist President Johnson’s plan for rapid Reconstruction (a plan amounting to white
men coming into fellowship again with white men over the bodies of the black Americans), each former
Confederate state was to call a convention, revise its antebellum Constitution, renounce the principle of
secession to be found in the preamble to the Declaration of Independence, ratify the XIIIth Amendment
“outlawing slavery,”112 be restored to the Union, and then be encouraged by federal officials at the highest
level to implement a “Black Code” that would amount to the re-imposition of a new form of slavery, this time
a collective race slavery in which any person of color would be subordinate not to a particular white
man who was his or her owner — but to every white citizen regardless. It was “step off the sidewalk”
time again.
Senator Benjamin Wade of course opposed President Andrew Johnson and, like other Radical Republicans,
argued in Congress that Southern plantations should be taken from their owners and divided among the former
slaves. Senator Wade also attacked President Johnson when he attempted to veto the extension of the
Freeman’s Bureau, the Civil Rights Bill, and the Reconstruction Acts.

There were white men who were natural scientists living and working in Charleston, South Carolina during
this period This group included John Bachman, Edmund Ravenel, John Edwards Holbrook, Lewis Gibbes,
Francis Holmes, and John McCrady. Their intellectual attitudes did not differ remarkably from the intellectual
attitudes described above as being typical of northern white natural scientists. The one real distinction I can
find between the two groups is that, with the single exception of John Bachman, the southern white natural
scientists conducted no scientific experiments. The central intellectual issue for the Charleston group was how
to reconcile a scientific explanation for the development of species, and especially of humankind as a species,
with the two Biblical accounts, in the book of GENESIS.
112. The plan to require the Southern states to ratify the XIIIth Amendment prior to their readmission would be abandoned — which
is why the Sovereign State of Mississippi until very recently would not get around to ratifying this amendment “outlawing slavery.”
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For the most part these Charleston naturalists followed along with most other naturalists in America in the
early 19th Century in crediting that the single species of humankind had been created by God in separate
creations (polygenesis). This view obviously required some additional tweaking or additional just-so
storytelling in order to bring it in line with the Biblical accounts, that had humankind brought into existence
in a single act of creation, therefore seeming to suggest more directly that human beings consisted of a single
provenance (monogenesis). John McCrady, influenced by the evolutionary ideas of Spencer, followed the line
that societies, like species, were developing from simple to more complex by a process of increasing
specialization. By this reasoning slave societies, since they featured a strong division of labor responsibilities
(the white man in charge, the black man doing all the heavy lifting), represented the ultimate next step in a
great “Law of Development” from primitive societies to modern. The South Carolina legislature embraced
such an attitude with open arms, appropriating considerable monies to finance such publications and such
museums at public expense. The Reverend John Bachman, a Lutheran, had come south from New York in
1815 at the age of 25. In Charleston, he was the pastor of St. John’s Lutheran Church, in addition to pursuing
his avid interest in this sort of natural science. He and John James Audubon co-authored VIVIPAROUS
QUADRUPEDS OF NORTH AMERICA (1842-1854). Bachman’s work was unique among the members of the
Charleston circle, and of most American scientists of the day, in advocating a biblical view of an essential unity
of mankind, and for such a view he would be roundly critiqued by his southern colleagues. The Reverend
Bachman brought himself into alignment with his colleagues by allowing that blacks, while not originally
inferior to whites, had fallen –due to climate and circumstance– so low as to become permanently endowed
with inferiority. He was, therefore, bottom line, just as able as his contemporaries to support slavery on both
moral and scientific grounds. As the Civil War approached he had found himself able to support, in addition,
secessionism. –So to the locals, he was a little strange but became an OK guy.

Our national birthday, Monday the 4th of July: One of the first “Freedmen” celebrations occurred, in Raleigh,
North Carolina.
Lincoln’s “Emancipation Proclamation” was read again in Warren, Ohio.
The National Monument Association laid the cornerstone of the Soldier’s Monument at Gettysburg,
Pennsylvania.
In Boston, Massachusetts a statue of Horace Mann was “inaugurated.”
In Alabama, the Huntsville Advocate printed news about celebrations in Gettysburg and New-York.
In Washington DC, the Colored People’s Educational Monument Association sponsored a celebration in
memory of Abraham Lincoln (this was the first national celebration by African-Americans in the US).
In Albany, New York, 100 “tattered” Civil War battle flags were presented to the state in the presence of
General Ulysses S. Grant.
In Savannah, Georgia, Governor James Johnson instructed the assembled citizens that the system of human
slavery was no more and that they should renew their allegiance to the federal government.

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
At Saratoga Springs, New York, J.C. Hamilton, son of Alexander Hamilton, read the Emancipation
Proclamation.
In Louisville, Kentucky, General William Tecumseh Sherman participated in a 4th-of-July civic celebration
and witnessed a balloon ascension.
In Hopewell, New Jersey, a monument to the memory of John Hart, a signer of the Declaration of
Independence, was dedicated, and New Jersey Governor Joel Parker delivered an oration.
CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY
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1868

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: In Washington DC, President Andrew Johnson issued his Third Amnesty
Proclamation, directed toward those who had served the enemy forces during the Civil War.

The Declaration of Independence was read in both English and Spanish at a public celebration in Santa Fe,
New Mexico.
North Carolina was readmitted to the Union.
In Richmond, Virginia some black “societies” paraded “but there is no public celebration by the whites”
(it wasn’t the white folks’s birthday).
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY

THE MATTER, EXPLAINED
Unionist govt. appointed by Missouri Constitutional Convention 1861

Missouri

Elected Union & unelected rump CSA governments from 1861

Kentucky

July 24, 1866

Tennessee

June 22, 1868

Arkansas

June 25, 1868

Florida

July 4, 1868

North Carolina

July 9, 1868

South Carolina

July 9, 1868

Louisiana

July 13, 1868

Alabama

July 21, 1868; July 15, 1870

Georgia

January 26, 1870

Virginia

February 23, 1870

Mississippi

March 30, 1870

Texas
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Maori prisoners led by Te Kooti took over their prison on the Chatham Islands. They then siezed a recently
arrived ship and sailed for New Zealand.
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1869

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: In Columbia, South Carolina, local black American blacks had
celebrated the 4th on the 3rd.
In New-York, New York 350 Cuban “patriot” residents paraded “to evoke sympathy for the Cuban
revolutionary cause,” and the Army of the Potomac Society met to establish itself as a permanent organization.
In Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, a monument dedicated to George Washington was unveiled.
At Diamond Square in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, the Declaration of Independence was read aloud in English
and German.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1872
April:

Franklin Benjamin Sanborn’s “John Brown in Massachusetts” appeared in the The Atlantic Monthly (April
1872 - 1872.04; Volume 29, No. 174; page 420-433):
It is still too early, perhaps, to tell the whole of the
remarkable story of John Brown, the hero of Virginia in the
nineteenth century, as that romantic chieftain of like plainness
of name and vigor of spirit, John Smith, was its hero in the
seventeenth century. Neither of them belonged to Virginia, — let
us say rather that Virginia belonged to them; they took it for
their stage of action, and there, for a few months or years,
they exhibited in view of all the world the qualities which all
the world with one consent, since the world was made, now agrees
to call heroic. Their contemporaries did not all have this
opinion of them; the Virginians of John Smith’s time found him
almost as troublesome as those of our time esteemed John Brown;
and though they did not hang him, they would have been glad to
do so if they could. The ancestors of John Randolph on the
copper-colored side did their best to kill Smith, just as the
descendants of John Randolph on the white side, if he had left
any, would have joined in the killing of Brown, as the
Washingtons and Masons of our time did. This parallel need not
be carried further, except by saying that both John Smith and
John Brown have also connected their names with Massachusetts
history; and it may not be too early to present some
reminiscences of Brown in Massachusetts, where his first
American ancestor dwelt, and where he found in his last
enterprise a few hearty friends and supporters.
It would be curious to trace the English ancestry of Captain
Brown, which, some suppose, goes back to that stout-hearted John
Brown, of Henry VIII’s time, who was one of the victims of Popish
persecution in the early years of that king. Fox, in his “Book
of Martyrs,” tells the story of his martyrdom at the stake, in
the early summer of 1511, at Ashford, where he dwelt; and adds
that his son, Richard Brown, was imprisoned for his faith in the
later days of Queen Mary, and would have been burned but for the
proclaiming of Queen Elizabeth, in 1558. Peter Brown, who came
over in the Mayflower, and his brother John, who came afterward,
both settling in Duxbury, near the hill of Miles Standish, may
perhaps have been grandchildren or great-grandchildren of John
Brown the martyr of Ashford. They were born probably about 1580,
but very little is known of their history. The younger of the
two brothers, as we suppose, Peter Brown of the Mayflower
company, was a carpenter, and was twice married between his
landing in 1620 and his death in 1633. He is believed to have
had four children, of whom the youngest, Peter, was born in
Duxbury in 1632, and, some twenty years later, removed to
Windsor in Connecticut, and died there in 1692. From him,
through a succession of John Browns, was descended Owen Brown,
who married Ruth Mills, daughter of Rev. Gideon Mills of
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Simsbury, in 1793, and whose oldest son was John Brown, of Kansas
and Harpers Ferry. He was born at Torrington, Connecticut, on
The 9th of May, 1800.113 Those curious in ethnology may take
notice that while the Brown family was English, the Mills family
was Dutch, and the Owens, of whom was John Brown’s paternal
grandmother, were Welsh. His ancestors were mostly farmers, and
among them was the proper New England proportion of ministers,
deacons, squires, and captains. Both his grandfathers were
officers in the Connecticut contingent to Washington’s army, and
one of them, Captain John Brown, died in the service. It is his
gravestone which the pilgrim to his grandson’s grave, in the
Adirondack woods, sees standing by the great rock that marks the
spot.
John Brown, when a boy of five, emigrated with his father to
Ohio. His first visit to Massachusetts was probably when he came
here at the age of eighteen or twenty to fit for college, -- a
purpose which he was soon compelled to abandon, from poverty and
weakness of sight. Plainfield, in Hampshire County, a small hill
town adjoining Cummington, the birthplace of the poet Bryant,
was the place selected for his college preparation. It had been
for many years the home of a learned minister, Rev. Moses
Hallock, whose brother, Rev. Jeremiah Hallock, of Brown’s native
region, had married a relative of Brown, and it was through his
kinsman, Jeremiah Hallock, that the young student was sent to
Parson Hallock’s then famous school in Plainfield, where Bryant
had been a pupil some years before, and which had a reputation
for graduating missionaries and parish ministers. John Brown
meant to enter the ministry, after his college course, and we
may well believe that his failure to go on with his education
was a serious grief to him.
The young student was a tanner by trade, and brought with him
from Ohio to Plainfield a piece of sole-leather which he had
himself kept in the tanpits of his father at Hudson for seven
years, and with which he meant to sole his thick boots when they
should require it. He lived in the parsonage-house of Mr.
Hallock while he remained in Plainfield, which seems to have
been but a few months. His design probably was to enter Amherst
College, which was founded about that time, and of which his
cousin, Dr. Heman Humphrey, was, soon after, for many years the
president. Disappointed in the hope of a ministerial education,
and crossed in love, he returned to Ohio about 1820, and soon
after, as he says in his autobiography, “led by his own
inclination and prompted also by his father, he married a
remarkably plain, but neat, industrious, and economical girl,
of excellent character, earnest piety, and good practical common
sense, about one year younger than himself.” The italics here
are Brown’s own, and they indicate that the excellent Dianthe
Lusk, whom he married, was not the Rachel he had striven to win.
But she was a good wife to him, and so he goes on to say: “This
woman, by her mild, frank, and, more than all else, by her very
113. The house in which John Brown was born is still standing in Torrington on a hill-top, — a brown wooden farm-house, now
tenanted by a colored family; and even the bedroom on the ground floor in which he was born is shown to visitors, and has had half
its door cut off and carried away for relics of the martyr. The homestead is “about a mile northwest of the meeting-house,” and may
be reached from Wolcottville on the Naugatuck Railroad, by drive across the hills.
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consistent conduct, acquired, and ever while she lived
maintained, a most powerful and good influence over him. Her
plain but kind admonitions generally had the right effect,
without arousing his haughty, obstinate temper.” She was the
mother of his first seven children, and died in 1832. The next
year he married again; his second wife survives him, and now
lives, with four of her thirteen children, in California.
It was about fourteen years after this second marriage that John
Brown came again to Massachusetts, where he lived from 1846 to
1849. In the intervening years, since he studied with Parson
Hallock at Plainfield, he had been a tanner in Ohio and
Pennsylvania, and a shepherd in Ohio, — the latter occupation,
as he says, “being a calling for which in early life he had a
kind of enthusiastic longing.” At the age of thirty-nine, when
he entered upon this “calling” as a regular business, he also
had, as he says, “the idea that as a business it bid fair to
afford him the means of carrying out his greatest or principal
object.” This object was the liberation of the slaves, and the
plan which he had formed for this was in substance the same in
1839 that it was twenty years later, when he put it in execution.
This statement is made on the authority of his wife, who declares
that he communicated it to her as early as 1839, and that all
her children were brought up to believe in it and to aid in it.
The precise time when this plan was formed it is perhaps
impossible now to determine, nor is it important to do so, if
we accept Mr. Waldo Emerson’s view of the matter in his speech
at Salem, a month after Brown’s martyrdom: “His enterprise was
not a piece of spite or revenge, a plot of two years, or of
twenty years, but the keeping of an oath made to heaven and earth
forty-seven years before. Forty-seven years at least, though I
incline to accept his own account of the matter at Charlestown,
which makes the date a little older, when he said, ‘This was all
settled millions of years before the world was made.’" He was
indeed a most implicit believer in foreordination, as his
Puritan forefathers had been. He had long looked upon himself
as called to take part in the liberation of the slaves, and how
constantly his mind dwelt on this subject will appear from an
incident which is now for the first time published.
When he came to live in Massachusetts, in 1846, it was as the
agent of sheep-farmers and wool-growers in Ohio, one of whom he
had been for half a dozen years. Their interests required, as
they thought, that an agency to stand between them and the New
England manufacturers, to whom they sold their wool, should be
established at Springfield in Massachusetts, and Brown was
selected as the fittest person to manage this agency. He
accepted the trust and was active and faithful in it, but he
held the position also as a means of developing his scheme of
emancipation. Before he took up his residence in Springfield he
carried his family thither, and his sons there made the
acquaintance of a colored man, a fugitive from the eastern shore
of Maryland, Thomas Thomas by name, who was living in a humble
capacity at Springfield. The young men accompanied Thomas to the
African church in the town, learned his history and something
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of his upright and courageous character, and engaged him to work
for their father when he should come to take charge of his wool
business at Springfield. In due time John Brown came, and sent
for Thomas to call and see him. He did so, and was directed to
come and begin work as a porter at the wool-warehouse the next
morning. “How early shall I come?” said Thomas. “We begin work
at seven,” replied Brown, “but I wish you would come round
earlier, for I want to talk with you.” Thomas accordingly went
to his work the next morning between five and six o’clock; found
Brown waiting for him, and there received from him the outlines
of his plan to liberate the slaves, and was invited to join in
the enterprise, which he agreed to do. This was nine years before
Brown went to Kansas, four years before the Fugitive Slave Bill
was passed, and two years before Sumner, Wilson, Adams, Wendell
Phillips, Hoar, and their friends formed the Free Soil Party of
Massachusetts. Thomas was afterwards sent by Brown to look up
Madison Washington, the leader of the courageous slaves of the
vessel Creole, who was wanted as a leader among the colored
recruits that Brown hoped to enlist in his band of liberators.
But Washington, when found, proved to be an unfit person for
such a position.
The house in which John Brown lived during the three years of
his residence in Springfield MA is still standing, on Franklin
Street, a short distance north of the railroad station. His
wool-warehouses were close by the railroad, and have been
partially removed to make way for new buildings. His business
was at one time very large and promised to be successful, but
from a variety of causes it turned out badly. He understood the
value of wool and the best way to sort and grade it, better than
he knew how to deal with his Eastern customers, who preferred
to grade their own wool, and did not wish to have any man stand
between them and the Ohio farmers, of whom they had formerly
bought directly and with much advantage to themselves. Brown
believed that some of the manufacturers combined against him,
and that they hired a person in his employ to be more careful
of their interests than those of his employers. The result was
a sharp controversy, ending in lawsuits, some of which he won
and some of which he lost; but his business suffered, and was
finally ruined by his shipping a large stock of wool to Europe,
where it was sold at a low rate and fell into the hands of the
very men to whom he had refused it in Springfield. In 1849 he
removed from the town and went to live for a while in the
Adirondack woods at North Elba.
The
occasion
of
his
choosing
that
wild
retreat
was
characteristic of the man, and an indication of the persistence
with which he followed up his great purpose. It was about the
time of Brown’s visit to Europe, in 1848, that Mr. Gerrit Smith,
who had inherited from his father landed estates in more than
half the counties of New York, offered to give away his thousands
of acres in the Adirondack wilderness for farms to such colored
men as would accept them and live upon them. The offer was a
princely one and came from a princely heart, but there were many
difficulties in the way of its acceptance by the Southern
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fugitives and the free people of color in the Northern cities.
It was then, much more than now, a backwoods region, with few
roads, schools, or churches, and very few good farms. The great
current of summer travel, which now flows through it every year,
had scarcely begun to be felt; a few sportsmen from New York and
New England, and the agents of men interested in iron-mines and
smelting-forges, were the chief visitors. The life of a settler
there was rough pioneer work, the forest was to be cut down and
the land burnt over; the family supplies must be produced mainly
in the household; the men made their own sugar from the maple
woods, and the women spun and wove the garments from the wool
that grew on the backs of the farmers’ sheep. Winter lingers
there for six months in the year, and neither wheat nor Indian
corn will grow on these hillsides in ordinary years. The crops
are grass, oats, and potatoes; cows, and especially sheep, are
the wealth of the farmer and, as Colonel Thomas Wentworth
Higginson mentions, the widow of Oliver Brown, who was killed
at Harpers Ferry, was considered not to be absolutely penniless,
because her young husband had left her five sheep, valued at ten
dollars. Such a region was less attractive to the colored people
than Canada, for it was as cold, less secure from the slavehunter, and gave little choice of those humble but well-paid
employments, indispensable in towns, to which the colored race
naturally resort. There was no opening in the woods of Essex
County for cooks or barbers, coachmen or washerwomen, and the
hard life of a backwoodsman had few charms even for the fugitive
timber-cutters and wood-choppers from the eastern shore of
Maryland. Still a small colony braved the hardships of the
place, and established themselves on Mr. Smith’s property.
Hearing of this in 1849, John Brown, who had no previous
acquaintance with Mr. Smith, presented himself one day at his
hospitable country-house in Peterboro, New York, and made this
proposal to him: “I am something of a pioneer, and accustomed
to the climate and the way of life that your colony at North
Elba have so little experience in. I will take a farm there
myself, if you do not object, clear it up and plant it, and show
the colored people how such work should be done. I will employ
some of them, as I have occasion, look after them in all ways
that are needful, and try to be a kind of father to them.” Mr.
Smith liked the man and his plan, and readily consented to his
taking charge of the colony in this way; and Brown did so, living
at North Elba himself for a year or more, and leaving his family
there the greater part of the ten years’ period that intervened
between his first settlement there and his death at Charlestown.
His eldest living daughter, Mrs. Ruth Thompson, wife of Henry
Thompson, who was wounded in one of his Kansas fights, is the
only one of his family now living at North Elba, where she
occupies, with her husband and children, a farm adjoining that
on which John Brown first settled.
There is no doubt that, in retiring with his colored neighbors
to the woods of North Elba, he had in view the mustering and
training of a company of men which should form the nucleus of
his army of liberation at the South. He said this himself, and,
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if his word needed any confirmation, it could be found in the
statements of his wife and children. But neither Gerrit Smith
nor any of his later friends and supporters, outside of the small
circle of his family connections and a few of the colored people,
knew aught of this, till many years after. With all his devotion
to the great task of his life, he never neglected the present
work which he had in hand; and for several years after removing
to North Elba he was engaged in settling up his wool business
and in a renewal of sheep-farming in Ohio. The firm of Perkins
and Brown, which had carried on business at Springfield MA under
his direction, and in Ohio under that of Mr. Perkins, was
involved in several lawsuits, one of which, of much consequence
pecuniarily, was tried in Boston before Judge Cushing in the
winter of 1852-53, and was one of the last cases tried by Mr.
Cushing, before leaving his seat on the Supreme bench of
Massachusetts to take his place in General Pierce’s Cabinet as
Attorney-General. The suit was brought by the Burlington Mills
Company of Vermont, represented in Boston by Jacob Sleeper and
others, against John Brown and others, for a breach of contract
in supplying wool to these mills of certain grades, and the
damages were laid at sixty thousand dollars. It was pending for
a long time, the counsel against Brown being Rufus Choate and
Francis B. Hayes, and his own senior counsel being the eminent
New York lawyer, Joshua V. Spencer. It finally came to trial in
Boston, January 14, 1853, and after several postponements and
the taking of much testimony it was settled, February 3, 1853,
by a compromise between the counsel, the anticipated decision
of the court being against Brown. About a year later he won a
similar suit in a New York court; and he always believed that
he should have won his Boston suit, if the case had been tried
on its merits. It is not probable that his good opinion of Mr.
Cushing and Mr. Choate, or the political cause with which they
were identified, was at all increased by the issue of this trial;
but, on the other hand, it was not decreased, and could not well
be. And it is worth mentioning, that, after his condemnation to
death in Virginia, and while an appeal on his case was pending,
he spoke of Mr. Cushing as a prominent Democratic lawyer who had
knowledge of him, from the circumstances of this wool case, and
who would perhaps take some interest in the motion for a new
trial in Virginia. Mr. Cushing, however, as might have been
anticipated, refused to have anything to do with such a
political offender as John Brown.
After Brown’s removal from Springfield in 1849, and before the
settlement of his Boston lawsuit, he was often in Springfield
on various errands of necessity or mercy, and on one of these
visits he assisted in the organization of an armed resistance
to the Fugitive Slave Bill of 1850, which is so characteristic
of his spirit and purposes, through all these years, that it
deserves to be specially mentioned. Some notice of it was
published in the Independent newspaper two years ago by William
Wells Brown, and from his communication is copied this striking
paper, written by John Brown in January, 1851. It exists in his
handwriting, and is signed by forty-four men and women then

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
resident in Springfield, including both white and colored
persons, but largely made up of fugitives from slavery and their
connections: —
“WORDS OF ADVICE.
Branch of the United States League of Gileadites Adopted
January 15, 1851, as written and recommended by John
Brown.
“‘UNION IS STRENGTH.’
“Nothing so charms the American people as personal
bravery. The trial for life of one bold and to some
extent successful man, for defending his rights in good
earnest, would arouse more sympathy throughout the
nation than the accumulated wrongs and sufferings of
more than three millions of our submissive colored
population. We need not mention the Greeks struggling
against the oppressive Turks, the Poles against Russia,
nor the Hungarians against Austria and Russia combined,
to prove this. No jury can be found in the Northern
States that would convict a man for defending his rights
to the last extremity. This is well understood by
Southern congressmen, who insisted that the right of
trial by jury should not be granted to the fugitive.
Colored people have more fast friends amongst the whites
than they suppose, and would have ten times the number
they now have were they but half as much in earnest to
secure their dearest rights as they are to ape the
follies and extravagances of their white neighbors, and
to indulge in idle show, in ease, and in luxury. Just
think of the money expended by individuals in your
behalf in the past twenty years. Think of the number who
have been mobbed and imprisoned on your account. Have
any of you seen the Branded Hand? Do you remember the
names of Elijah Parish Lovejoy and Torrey?
“Should one of your number be arrested, you must collect
together as quickly as possible, so as to outnumber your
adversaries who are taking an active part against you.
Let no able bodied man appear on the ground unequipped,
or with his weapons exposed to view; let that be
understood beforehand. Your plans must be known only to
yourself, and with the understanding that all traitors
must die, wherever caught and proven to be guilty.
‘Whosoever is fearful or afraid, let him return and
depart early from Mount Gilead.’ (Judges, vii. chap., 3
verse; Deut., xx. chap., 8 verse.) Give all cowards an
opportunity to show it on condition of holding their
peace. Do not delay one moment after you are ready; you
will lose all your resolution if you do. Let the first
blow be the signal for all to engage, and when engaged
do not do your work by halves; but make clean work with
your enemies, and be sure you meddle not with any
others. By going about your business quietly, you will
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get the job disposed of before the number that an uproar
would bring together can collect; and you will have the
advantage of those who come out against you, for they
will be wholly unprepared with either equipments or
matured plans; all with them will be confusion and
terror. Your enemies will be slow to attack you after
you have once done up the work nicely; and, if they
should, they will have to encounter your white friends
as well as you, for you may safely calculate on a
division of the whites, and may by that means get to an
honorable parley.
“Be firm, determined, and cool; but let it be understood
that you are not to be driven to desperation without
making it an awful dear job to others as well as to you.
Give them to know distinctly that those who live in
wooden houses should not throw fire, and that you are
just as able to suffer as your white neighbors. After
effecting a rescue, if you are assailed, go into the
houses of your most prominent and influential white
friends with your wives, and that will effectually
fasten upon them the suspicion of being connected with
you, and will compel them to make a common cause with
you, whether they would otherwise live up to their
profession or not. This would leave them no choice in
the matter. Some would, doubtless, prove themselves
true of their own choice; others would flinch. That
would be taking them at their own words. You may make a
tumult in the court-room where a trial is going on by
burning gunpowder freely in paper packages, if you
cannot think of any better way to create a momentary
alarm, and might possibly give one or more of your
enemies a hoist. But in such case the prisoner will need
to take the hint at once and bestir himself; and so
should his friends improve the opportunity for a general
rush.
“A lasso might possibly be applied to a slave-catcher
for once with good effect. Hold on to your weapons, and
never be persuaded to leave them, part with them, or
have them far away from you. Stand by one another, and
by your friends, while a drop of blood remains; and be
hanged, if you must, but tell no tales out of school.
Make no confession.”
AGREEMENT.
“As citizens of the United States of America, trusting
in a just and merciful God, whose spirit and allpowerful aid we humbly implore, we will ever be true to
the flag of our beloved country, always acting under it.
We whose names are hereunto affixed do constitute
ourselves a branch of the United States League of
Gileadites. That we will provide ourselves at once with
suitable implements, and will aid those who do not
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possess the means, if any such are disposed to join us.
We invite every colored person whose heart is engaged
for the performance of our business, whether male or
female, old or young. The duty of the aged infirm, and
young members of the League shall be to give instant
notice to all members in case of an attack upon any of
our people. We agree to have no officers except a
Treasurer and Secretary pro tem., until after some trial
of courage and talent of able-bodied members shall
enable us to elect officers from those who shall have
rendered the most important services. Nothing but
wisdom and undaunted courage, efficiency, and general
good conduct shall in any way influence us in electing
our officers.”
Then follows, in the original manuscript, a code of laws
or regulations, such as John Brown, with his methodical,
forward-looking mind, was in the habit of drawing up
whenever he organized any branch of his grand movement
against slavery. Such he no doubt considered this
“League of Gileadites” to be, and companies of this kind
were perhaps enrolled elsewhere. Some features of this
organization strikingly resemble that formed by him in
Canada, in May, 1858, (the Constitution of which was
captured,
among
his
papers
at
Harpers
Ferry,)
especially the agreement that “we will ever be true to
the Flag of our beloved Country, always acting under
it.”
This
was
reproduced
in
the
“Provisional
Constitution of 1858,” the forty-sixth article of which
reads thus: -“ART. XLVI. These Articles not for the Overthrow of
Government. The foregoing articles shall not be
construed so as in any way to encourage the overthrow
of any State Government, or of the General Government
of the United States, and look to no dissolution of the
Union, but simply to amendment and repeal, and our flag
shall be the same that our fathers fought under in the
Revolution.”
This devotion to the flag and the principles of the Revolution,
the latter as set forth in the Declaration of Independence, was
fixed and constant in Captain Brown’s mind, as it had been in
the hearts of his two grandfathers who fought under Washington.
He did not believe in the possibility of dissolving the Union,
would not willingly bear it discussed, and once said to one of
his friends, with the most serious emphasis, weighing every word
as he uttered it (such was his manner), “I believe in the Golden
Rule and the Declaration of Independence. I think they both mean
the same thing; and it is better that a whole generation should
pass off the earth, men, women, and children, by a violent death,
than that one jot of either should fail, in this country.” He
acted consistently on this principle, though a man of peace from
his youth up, and inclining to the Quaker habit of not bearing
arms in time of peace. Writing to his wife at North Elba, from
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Springfield MA, about the time he formed his “league” there, in
1851, he says: “Since the sending off of Long (a fugitive) from
New York, I have improved my leisure hours quite busily with
colored people here, in advising them how to act, and in giving
them all the encouragement in my power. They very much need
encouragement and advice, and some of them are so alarmed that
they tell me they cannot sleep, on account of either themselves
or their wives and children. I can only say I think I have been
enabled to do something to revive their broken spirits. I want
all my family to imagine themselves in the same dreadful
condition.” Such was the practical way in which he made his
exegesis of that text so often on his lips and in his heart,
“Remember them that are in bonds, as bound with them.” No
occasion was offered of putting in practice his directions for
resisting the seizure of fugitives in Springfield MA, such as
occurred soon after in Worcester and Boston, nor does it appear
that Brown was present at any of the fugitive slave trials which
disgrace the annals of Massachusetts, though he was with
difficulty prevented by his friends in New York, in May, 1854,
from going to Boston to head a movement for the rescue of Anthony
Burns.
In the winter of 1854-55 the four elder sons of John Brown, John,
Jason, Owen, and Frederick, then living in or near Akron, Ohio,
made their arrangements to settle in Kansas, then just opened
to emigrants, and they did establish themselves the next spring
in Lykins County, about eight miles from Osawatomie, a town
afterwards made famous by their father’s defence of it, August
30, 1856. John Brown himself did not go to Kansas till the autumn
of 1855, and in the preceding summer, shortly before he set out
to join his sons there, he was again in Massachusetts, and saw
some of his old friends in Springfield, — among them, Thomas,
the Maryland fugitive, who had engaged with him in the great
work nine years before. He expressed his belief that the
struggle for the liberation of the slaves was soon to come on,
but does not seem to have made, at that time, any special effort
to enlist men for service in Kansas. Probably with his
characteristic caution, he meant first to explore the ground and
see what was necessary, and what could be done. Nor did he
receive any of the money which, in 1855 and 1856, was raised in
Massachusetts for the benefit of the Free State men in Kansas,
to the amount of $100,000 and upward. He was aided by a
subscription in Central New York, to which Gerrit Smith
contributed, but the amount was not large, and he and his family,
for the most part, carried on their Kansas campaign at their own
charges. Before going to Kansas he carried back his family, who
had been in Ohio with him, to his farm at North Elba, where they
remained for several years after his death. In the spring of
1856 he had with him in Kansas, however, all his seven sons and
his son-in-law, Henry Thompson, with his wife, Ruth Brown. In
the late autumn of that year he left Kansas, leaving one son
dead there, and one made temporarily insane by ill-treatment
while a prisoner, while another son and his son-in-law had been
wounded. It was with these testimonials of service in the Free

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
State cause that he came slowly eastward in the winter of 185657, and presented himself before the State Kansas Committee of
Massachusetts.
This committee, before which John Brown appeared in January,
1857, had been organized the preceding summer in the midst of
the excitement attending the outrages committed in Kansas on the
Free State settlers there, many of whom had gone out from
Massachusetts. It consisted of many members from different parts
of the State, but its work was mainly done by an executive
committee, of which, as of the larger committee, the late George
Luther Stearns of Medford was chairman, and F.B. Sanborn of
Concord was secretary. Other members of the executive committee
were Dr. Samuel Gridley Howe, Dr. Samuel Cabot (who were also
members of a National Kansas Committee), Dr. William R.
Lawrence, Judge Thomas Russell, and Mr. Patrick T. Jackson, who
was treasurer of the committee. In the autumn of 1856 and the
following winter the labors of this committee were so active
that it was thought proper the secretary should devote his whole
time to them, and he did so, occupying an office in Niles’s
Block, on School Street in Boston, and there receiving all
persons who had business with the committee. It was in this room
very early in January, 1857, that John Brown of Osawatomie —
“Osawatomie Brown,” as he was then called— first introduced
himself to the acquaintance of those Massachusetts men on whom
he afterwards relied so much, and who aided him with money and
in other ways to carry out his long-cherished design. He came
to this room early one morning, accompanied by his son Owen, who
had escaped with him from Kansas; he brought a letter of
introduction to the secretary from Mr. George Walker of
Springfield MA, and, on making known who he was, his welcome was
a very cordial one. The fame of his exploits in Kansas had
preceded him, and given him a title to great consideration; but
his own aspect and manner would have made him distinguished
anywhere, among men who know how to recognize courage and
greatness of mind. He was then in his fifty-seventh year, but
active and vigorous when not suffering from an ague contracted
in Kansas; his figure was tall, slender, and commanding, his
bearing military, and his garb a singular blending of the
soldier and the deacon. His coat, waistcoat, and trousers were
of a brown color, such as he always selected when possible, and
of a cut far from fashionable; his gray overcoat was of that
shape which our soldiers a few years after made so familiar to
all eyes, and he wore a patent-leather stock, which also
suggested the soldier of former years. His fur cap was more in
keeping with his military overcoat than with the Sunday suit of
a deacon, which he wore beneath it; his face was close shaven,
displaying the force of his firm and wide mouth, and his positive
chin. The long white beard which he wore a year or two later;
and which nearly all his portraits now show, added a picturesque
finish to a face that was in all its features severe and
masculine. His eyes were a piercing blue-gray, not very large,
but looking out from under brows
“Of dauntless courage and considerate pride”;
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his hair was dark brown touched with gray, short and bristling,
and shooting back from a forehead of middle height and breadth;
his ears were large, his frame angular, his voice deep and
metallic, his walk positive and intrepid, though somewhat slow.
His manner was modest, and in a large company even diffident;
he was by no means fluent of speech, but his words were always
to the point, and his observations original, direct, and shrewd.
His mien was serious and patient rather than cheerful; it
betokened the “sad wise valor” which Herbert praises; though
earnest and almost anxious, it was never depressed. In short,
he was then, to the eye of insight, what he afterwards seemed
to the world, a brave and resolved man, conscious of a work laid
upon him, and confident that he should accomplish it.
In a few days Captain Brown made the acquaintance of the men in
Boston whom he wished to consult, -- of Mr. Stearns, Dr. Cabot,
Theodore Parker, Amos A. Lawrence, Judge Russell, Dr. Howe, Mr.
Garrison, and all who were then conspicuous in maintaining the
cause of the Kansas pioneers. His special object was to obtain
control of some two hundred Sharpe’s rifles, belonging to the
Massachusetts committee, with which to arm a force of a hundred
men for the purpose of defending Kansas and making excursions,
if necessary, into Missouri and other slave States. His Virginia
plan was then in his mind, but he did not communicate it to any
person in Massachusetts for more than a year; only taking pains
to say that with the arms, money, and clothing that he might get
for his company, be should act on his own responsibility,
without
taking
orders
from
any
committee.
With
this
understanding, and having great confidence in him, the
Massachusetts executive committee, on the 8th of January, 1857,
gave him an order for taking possession of the two hundred
rifles, with their belongings, then stored at Tabor, in the
southwestern part of Iowa. This order, however, did not
authorize him to make any use of the arms, though it appropriated
five hundred dollars for his expenses in getting possession of
them; and it was not until April 11, three months later, that a
vote was passed allowing Captain Brown to sell a hundred of the
rifles to Free State inhabitants of Kansas. At the same time
another sum of five hundred dollars was voted him, to be used
“for the relief of persons in Kansas.” The arms thus placed at
his disposal were a part of those afterwards carried by him to
Harpers Ferry, and, as the true nature of the transaction by
which they came, honestly, into his possession, for use in
Virginia, has never been well understood, it may here be
explained.
In the winter of 1855-56 a large subscription was collected in
Boston by Dr. Samuel Cabot and others, expressly for the
purchase of arms for Kansas settlers, and with this money a
hundred Sharpe’s rifles and some other arms were purchased by
Dr. Cabot and forwarded to Kansas early in 1856. These were no
part of the arms of Captain Brown, which were purchased by the
Massachusetts State Kansas Committee in the autumn of 1856, and
forwarded, through the National Committee, having its headquarters at Chicago, by the Iowa and Nebraska route to Kansas.
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They never seem to have got farther than Tabor, where they were
lying when Captain Brown made his exit from Kansas by that route,
in November, 1856. On reaching Chicago, soon after, he appears
to have made application to Messrs. George W. Dole, J. D. Webster
(afterwards General Webster, of General Grant’s staff), and
Henry B. Hurd, the Chicago members of the National Committee,
for the custody of the rifles at Tabor. This application was not
granted, perhaps because the committee distrusted Captain Brown,
perhaps because they recognized the Massachusetts committee to
be owners of the arms, as the fact was. The Chicago committee
did afterwards, however, lay claim to the control of these arms;
and one reason for the Massachusetts order of January 8, 1857,
above alluded to, was to place them in the hands of a man who
had shown his ability to protect whatever was in his custody.
Before taking actual possession of them, Captain Brown attended
a full meeting of the National Committee at the Astor House in
New York, January 22-25, 1857 for the purpose of securing an
appropriation from that committee for his company of minute-men;
and, in order to settle the question, which Committee controlled
the arms at Tabor, he made a request for those arms as a part
of the appropriation. This request was vehemently opposed by Mr.
Hurd of Chicago, who expressed great anxiety lest Brown should
make incursions into Missouri or other slave States. Mr.
Sanborn, who represented Massachusetts at the Astor House
meeting, as proxy for Drs. Cabot and Howe, supported the
application of Captain Brown, which was viewed with favor by a
majority of the meeting. As a final compromise, it was voted
that the arms at Tabor should be restored to the Massachusetts
committee, to be disposed of as they should think best; and that
an appropriation of several thousand dollars, in money and
clothing, should be made to Captain Brown’s company by the
National Committee. This left the Massachusetts committee at
liberty to use their own property as they saw fit, and they then
gave Captain Brown undisputed possession of the arms, subject,
however, to future votes of the committee at Boston. In point
of fact, though this was not known to the committee till a year
later, the rifles were brought from Tabor to Ohio in the year
1857, and remained there till they were sent to Chambersburg by
John Brown, Jr., in July, 1859, for use at Harpers Ferry. During
the year 1857 the expenditures of the Massachusetts committee,
for the relief of the famine in Kansas were very large; and as
advances of money were made by the chairman, Mr. Stearns, much
in excess of the current receipts, it was finally voted to
reimburse him by giving him the assets of the committee. These
consisted of the arms above named, certain notes of hand given
by the Kansas settlers for clothing, wheat, etc., furnished them
by the committee, and other property of small money value. Hence
it resulted that, early in 1858, when the Massachusetts
committee had ceased its active operations, Mr. Stearns was the
legitimate owner of all the assets of the committee, with the
understanding that, if he should realize from them more than the
amount of his advances, the excess should go into the
committee’s treasury. No such excess was ever collected, and Mr.
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Stearns virtually contributed to the committee several thousand
dollars which he had thus advanced; but he retained the
ownership of the rifles, the money value of which would perhaps
cover his contributions.
Thus matters stood in March, 1858 when, as we are told, Captain
Brown first communicated to a few of his Boston friends his plan
for invading Virginia. Mr. Stearns was one of these, and, as
owner of the rifles, he verbally consented that Brown should use
them in his expedition. They were therefore legitimately and
honestly in Brown’s possession in May, 1854 when, at the
suggestion of Senator Wilson, Mr. Stearns directed Brown by
letter not to use them for any other purpose than the defence
of Kansas, “and to hold them subject to my order as chairman of
said committee.” This letter, it must be said, while intended
to prevent any immediate use of the arms in Virginia, was mainly
a blind to satisfy Senator Wilson and other Republican
politicians, who were alarmed at rumors of Brown’s plans, and
knew nothing of the real ownership of the arms. In the same
spirit Dr. Howe wrote to Mr. Wilson, May 15, 1858, that “prompt
measures have been taken and will be resolutely followed up, to
prevent any such monstrous perversion of a trust as would be the
application of means raised for the defence of Kansas to a
purpose which the subscribers of the fund would disapprove and
vehemently condemn.” This language was literally true, yet it
did not express the whole truth, inasmuch as it did not correct
the general misapprehension that these arms were then the
property of the committee.
But to return to John Brown in Massachusetts. He was here a large
part of January and February and the early weeks of March and
April, 1857. On the 18th of February he appeared before a
committee of the State Legislature to urge that Massachusetts
should make an appropriation of money in aid of the emigrants
from the State who had settled in Kansas, and his speech on that
occasion is printed in Redpath’s Life. It was one of the few
speeches made by him in Massachusetts that year, and was mainly
read from his manuscript. In March he made his first visit to
Concord, where he addressed a large audience in the Town Hall,
and spoke without notes, in a very impressive and eloquent
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manner. Among his hearers were Mr. R.W. Emerson and Mr. Henry
Thoreau, who had made his acquaintance the preceding day, under
circumstances that it may be interesting to mention, since both
these gentlemen were his warm admirers, and took up his cause
when he had but few champions among the scholars of
Massachusetts. Mr. Thoreau’s noble appeal in his behalf, given
at Concord on Sunday evening, October 30, 1859, and repeated at
the Tremont Temple in Boston, November 1st, was the earliest
address in his praise to which the Massachusetts public
listened, as it still is the best; and it was soon followed by
Mr. Emerson’s famous mention of Brown in a Boston lecture as one
who had “made the gallows glorious, like the cross,” and by his
speech at the Tremont Temple relief meeting, November 18, 1859,
at which John Albion Andrew presided.
The first occasion of John Brown’s visit to Concord was to speak
at the public meeting just mentioned, in March, 1857, which had
been called at the instance of Mr. Sanborn, then living in that
town. On the day appointed, Brown went up from Boston at noon
and dined with Mr. Thoreau, then a member of his father’s family,
and residing not far from the railroad station. The two
idealists, both of them in revolt against the civil government
then established in this country, because of its base
subservience to slavery, found themselves friends from the
beginning of their acquaintance. They sat after dinner,
discussing the events of the border warfare in Kansas, and
Brown’s share in them, when, as it often happened, Mr. Emerson
called at Mr. Thoreau’s door on some errand to his friend. Thus
the three men, so celebrated each in his own way, first met under
the same roof, and found that they held the same opinion of what
was uppermost in the mind of Brown. He did not reveal to them,
either then or later, his Virginia plans; but he declared
frankly, as he always did, his purpose of attacking slavery,
wherever it could be reached; and this was the sentiment of his
speech at the evening meeting, when he told the story of his
Kansas life to the grandsons of the men who began the war of the
Revolution at Concord Bridge. He spoke of the murder of one of
his seven sons, the imprisonment and insanity of another; and
as he shook before his audience the chain which his free-born
son had worn, for no crime but for resisting slavery, his words
rose to thrilling eloquence, and made a wonderful impression on
his audience. From that time the Concord people were on his side,
as they afterwards testified on several occasions. He was again
in Concord for several days in April, 1857, and on this visit
was the guest of Mr. Emerson for a day; from whose house he drove
across the country to Mr. Stearns’s house at Medford, one
pleasant Sunday morning in that April. The journals of Emerson,
Thoreau, and, two years later, of their friend Bronson Alcott,
no doubt bear witness to the impression made by Captain Brown
on these three founders of a school of thought and literature.
In the latter part of March, 1857, Captain Brown, in company
with Martin F. Conway, afterwards a member of Congress from
Kansas, and Mr. Sanborn of the Massachusetts committee, met by
appointment at the Metropolitan Hotel in New York, and proceeded
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in company to Easton, Pennsylvania, where Mr. Andrew H. Reeder,
a former governor of Kansas, was living, for the purpose of
inducing him, if possible, to return to Kansas, and become the
leader of the Free State party there. The journey was undertaken
at the instance of the Massachusetts committee, of which both
Brown and Conway were, or had been, agents. It resulted in
nothing, for Governor Reeder was unwilling to leave his family
and his occupations at Easton to engage again in the political
contests of Kansas. Captain Brown had quite a different
conception of his own duty to his family, as compared with his
duty to the cause in which he had enlisted. Although he had been
absent from home nearly two years, he refrained from a visit to
North Elba, where his family then were, until he had arranged
all his military affairs in Boston, New York, and Connecticut;
and he finally reached his rough mountain home late in April.
He found his daughter Ellen, whom he had left an infant in the
cradle, old enough to hear him sing his favorite hymn, “Blow ye
the trumpet, blow!” to the old tune of Lenox. “He sung all his
own children to sleep with it,” writes his daughter Anne, “and
some of his grandchildren too. He seemed to be very partial to
the first verse; I think that he applied it to himself when he
was at home (I think it was the first time he came from Kansas),
he told Ellen that he had sung it to all the rest, and must to
her too. She was afraid to go to him alone” (the poor child had
forgotten her father in two years’ absence), “so father said
that I must sit with her. He took Ellen on one knee and me on
the other and sung it to us.” How touching this modern rendering
of the scene between Hector and Astyanax!
It was on this visit to North Elba that John Brown carried with
him the old tombstone of his grandfather Captain John Brown, the
Revolutionary soldier, from the burial-place of his family in
Canton, Connecticut. He caused the name of his murdered son
Frederick, who fell in Kansas, to be carved on this stone, with
the date of his death, and placed it where he desired his own
grave to be, beside a huge rock on the hillside where his house
stands, giving directions that his own name and the date of his
death should be inscribed there too, when he should fall, as he
expected in the conflict with slavery. That stone now marks his
grave and tells a story which more costly monuments and longer
inscriptions could not so well declare.
Although Captain Brown spent the winter of 1856-57 in New
England, he did not by any means forget or neglect his family
at North Elba, but busied himself in securing for them an
addition to the two farms in the wilderness, on which his wife
and his married daughter, Mrs. Thompson, were living. Several
of his Massachusetts friends, chief among whom were Mr. Amos A.
Lawrence and Mr. Stearns, raised a subscription of $1,000 to
purchase one hundred and sixty acres of land for division in
equal portions between these farms. Mr. Stearns contributed $260
to this fund, and Mr. Lawrence about the same amount; these two
gentlemen having made up the sum by which the original
subscription fell short of $1,000. The connection of Mr.
Lawrence with this transaction, and his personal acquaintance
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with Brown in 1857, were afterwards held to imply that he had
some knowledge of Brown’s plans, which was not the case. The
subscription thus raised was expended in completing the purchase
of the tract in question, originally sold by Gerrit Smith to the
brothers of Henry Thompson, Brown’s son-in-law, but which had
not been wholly paid for. In August, 1857, an agent of Messrs.
Stearns and Lawrence visited North Elba, examined the land, paid
the Thompsons their stipulated price for improvements, and to
Mr. Smith the remainder of the purchase-money; took the
necessary deeds and transferred the property to Mrs. Brown and
Mrs. Thompson, according to the terms arranged by Captain Brown
in the preceding spring. When Mrs. Brown sold her farm, on her
removal to California, seven or eight years ago, her share of
this purchase of 1857 was sold, but Mrs. Thompson still lives
on her farm, as thus enlarged.
Notwithstanding the success attending some of his efforts in New
England in the spring of 1857, John Brown failed to raise at
that time a sufficient sum of money to equip and support his
company of mounted minute-men, and he left Massachusetts, late
in April, much saddened by this failure. Before leaving Boston
he wrote a brief paper, headed “Old Brown’s Farewell to the
Plymouth Rocks, Bunker Hill Monuments, Charter Oaks, and Uncle
Tom’s Cabins,” in which he says he had been trying, since he
came out of Kansas, “to secure an outfit, or, in other words,
the means of arming and thoroughly equipping his regular
minutemen, who are mixed up with the people of Kansas”; but that
he goes back with a feeling of deepest sadness that, after having
exhausted his own small means, and with his family and his brave
men suffered hunger, cold, nakedness, and some of them sickness,
wounds, imprisonment in irons, with extreme cruel treatment, and
others death,.... he cannot secure, amidst all the wealth,
luxury, and extravagance of this ‘Heaven-exalted’ people, even
the necessary supplies of the common soldier.” He had formed an
elaborate plan for raising and drilling such a company of men,
and, without the knowledge of his Massachusetts friends, had
engaged an English Garibaldian, Hugh Forbes, whom he found
giving fencing-lessons in New York, to go out with him to Western
Iowa, and there train his recruits for service in the field
against slavery. Disappointed in raising the money he had
expected, Captain Brown was obliged to cancel his engagement
with Forbes, who, as the event proved, was a very useless and
embarrassing person. Forbes had travelled from New York to Tabor
in Iowa, in July and August, 1857, and returned early in
November, angry and disappointed, to New York, whence he soon
began to write abusive and threatening letters denouncing Brown,
and speaking of his plans in a way that surprised Brown’s
Massachusetts friends, who had never beard of Forbes before, and
who knew absolutely nothing of the grand scheme for invading
Virginia. It may be that this quarrel with Forbes impelled Brown
to impart his plans more fully to his Massachusetts friends, or
a few of them; at any rate, he did so impart them, early in the
year 1858, and in a manner which will be hereafter related. For
the present it is enough to say that, up to the close of 1857,
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though Brown had then cherished his Virginia scheme for nearly
twenty years, and had revealed it ten years before to his colored
friend Thomas in Springfield MA, there was no person among the
Abolitionists or Kansas committee-men of Massachusetts, so far
as we know, who had even a suspicion of his main purpose. So
well had he kept his secret, not by dissimulation, but by mere
power of silence, that when it was revealed to a chosen few, in
February, 1858, it came upon them all with a shock of surprise.
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1876

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: There was a well-publicized celebration in Concord of the
100th birthday of the Declaration of Independence. The trains out from Cambridge past Walden Pond were so
crowded that two of the expected dignitaries, Mark Twain (who had just published TOM SAWYER) and William
Dean Howells, were unable to board and would miss the oration by Waldo Emerson, the ode by James Russell
Lowell, and under the weight of all this profundity the spectacular collapse of the speakers’ platform. It was
unusually cold, the dinner tent was inadequate to the occasion, and a lot of the visitors would need to deal with
the difficulties by getting drunk. The Boston Daily News would comment, about this fiasco, that “There is no
difficulty now in understanding the hurried retreat of the British from Concord and Lexington.” Judge John
Shepard Keyes orated at Concord’s 1850 Townhouse that “the hill extended beyond where we meet tonight to
the road leading to the north bridge. In the ragged curb where that road wound around the side of the hill was
buried one of the British soldiers who died of wounds received in the fight at the bridge” (John S. Keyes
Papers, Special Collections, Concord Free Public Library).
Centennial celebrations (many are three-day celebrations, 3-5 July) were occurring throughout the United
States and abroad.
In Philadelphia at Fairmount Park, two separate celebrations included the German societies unveiling a statue
of Baron Alexander von Humboldt and the dedication, including an address provided by John Lee Carroll,
Governor of Maryland, of the Catholic Temperance Fountain. Meanwhile, Bayard Taylor’s “National Ode,
July 4, 1876,” was read at Independence Square, while Susan B. Anthony and others belonging to the National
Woman’s Suffrage Association presented and read their Declaration of Rights for Women at the Centennial
Celebration. In Philadelphia as well, General Sherman reviews the troops as they paraded.
In Washington DC, at the 1st Congregational Church, the poem “Centennial Bells,” by Bayard Taylor was read
by the poet.
The long-standing tradition of Navy vessels participating in July 4th celebrations in Bristol, Rhode Island,
began in this year with the presence there of the sloop USS Juniata.
In Washington, 11 couples celebrated the 4th by getting married, while a committee of 13 members of
Congress attended a celebration of the Oldest Inhabitants Association, and 300 artillery blasts were fired:
100 at sunrise, 100 at noon, and 100 at sunset.
In Richmond, Virginia, the US and Virginia flags were raised together on the Capitol, for the first time on the
4th in 16 years. The Richmond Grays, an African-American regiment, was in Washington celebrating.
In New Orleans, the monitor Canonicus fired a salute from the Mississippi River.
In Hamburg, South Carolina, black militiamen attempted to march in the parade and white townspeople killed
some of them. (These white murderers would of course be found innocent by a white jury.)
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In Montgomery, Alabama, the Declaration of Independence was read by Neil Blue, the oldest citizen of
Montgomery and the only survivor of those who voted for delegates to the territorial convention which had
adopted the Constitution under which Alabama had been admitted into the Union in 1819.
In San Francisco, a mock engagement with the iron-clad Monitor occurred and there was a parade that
stretched over 4 miles in length, boasting fully 10,000 participants. The city provided its citizens with a 1st
public exhibition of electric light.
In Chicago, at the Turners and Socialists celebration, a revised Declaration of Independence from the
socialist’s standpoint was distributed.
In Joliet and Quincy, Illinois, the cornerstone of a new Court House was laid.
In Freeport, Illinois and Chicago, the Declaration of Independence was read in both English and German.
In Evanston, Illinois, a centennial poem “The Girls of the Period” was publicly read by Mrs. Emily H. Miller.
In Wilmette, Illinois, a woman (Miss Aunie Gedney) read the Declaration of Independence.
In Savannah, Georgia, a centennial tree was planted, accompanied by appropriate speeches.
In New-York, on the eve of the 4th, an Irish couple had named their baby American Centennial Maloney.
In Rochester, New York, a centennial oak was planted in Franklin Square.
In Utica, New York, 30 veterans of the War of 1812 joined in a parade — along with a couple of Napoleon’s
soldiers for good measure.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1883

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: At Bergquist Park in Moorhead, Minnesota our Declaration of
Independence was read aloud in Swedish.
In Yankton, South Dakota 700 Americans of the Yankton and Sautee Dakota persuasions were participants in
the 4th-of-July celebration.
In Portland, Maine a monument was unveiled to George Cleaves and Richard Tucker, “first settlers of
Portland.”
In Woodstock, Connecticut John Greenleaf Whittier’s poem “Our Country” was read aloud.
At North Platte, Nebraska, Buffalo Bill Cody opened a Wild West Show.

In Woodstock, Connecticut, former President Rutherford B. Hayes orated.
In Plainfield, New Jersey, a Revolutionary cannon dating to 1780 known as the “one-horn cannon” was fired.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1887

Our national birthday, Monday the 4th of July: Yellowstone National Park hosted its 1st celebration of the 4th.
The New-York Times called for a new Declaration of Independence, this one to be for commercial freedom in
world markets.
In Providence, Rhode Island, a statue of Union Army General Ambrose Burnside should have been kept under
wraps, but was not.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1888

Our national birthday, Wednesday the 4th of July: In Prescott, Arizona, the initial organized rodeo competition
took place.
In San Francisco, California, a monument to Francis Scott Key, the first monument to a Washington DC
attorney to be placed anywhere in the American western region, was unveiled.
Robert Flack made an attempt to duplicate the feat of Charles Percy in the previous year, of riding a boat down
through the rapids and whirlpool of the Niagara River, after fastening himself securely with several harnesses
into a craft having a self-described “secret” buoyant filling. When boat flipped Flack was of course unable to
extricate himself from his harnesses, and drowned. The boat would be opened and Flack’s “secret” would turn
out to be merely what was known at the time as excelsior — which is to say, wood shavings.
Kingston, New Hampshire and Amesbury, Massachusetts unveiled a statue of Josiah Bartlett, proclaimed as
“1st signer” of the Declaration of Independence (1st signer among the ordinary delegates, of course, after John
Hancock, a Boston banker who had presided).114
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY

114. This Josiah Bartlett would be an ancestor of the President Josiah Bartlett of “The West Wing” on TV — who would be
everything we need an American president to be, except real.
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1892
June 29, Wednesday: The Reverend Francis Bellamy and James Upham arranged for the US Congress and President
Benjamin Harrison to issue a national proclamation making a public school flag ceremony the center of the
national Columbus Day celebrations. Bellamy, under the supervision of Upham, had prepared a program for
this celebration, including his flag salute, the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America:
I pledge allegiance to my flag and to the Republic for which it
stands — one nation indivisible — with liberty and justice for
all.
(The words “my flag” would be changed to “the flag of the United States of America” in 1923/1924 by the
National Flag Conference, which was dominated by the American Legion and the Daughters of the American
Revolution. Bellamy disliked this change, but his protest was ignored because it was suspected that immigrant
children might become confused and presume “my flag” to be a reference to the flag of their previous
homeland. It is to be noted that this loyalty oath for children did not use as a resource the wording of the
Declaration of Independence, “We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal,” or of
the Gettysburg address, “a new nation conceived in liberty and dedicated to the proposition that all men are
created equal” — the Reverend Francis Bellamy had considered putting the words “fraternity” and “equality”
in the Pledge but the decision had been that such concepts were too radical and controversial for our public
schools.)
SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE
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1897

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: The New-York Times presented the public with a facsimile of the
Declaration of Independence.
At the US Consulate in Havana, Cuba, American newspaper correspondents were prevented from witnessing
the 4th-of-July celebration.
“On the lawn in front of his beautiful residence on Rockdale and Wilson Avenues” in Avondale, Ohio, Thomas
C. McGrath unveiled a statue of Thomas Jefferson.
For years, whenever the President would go on a trip away from the White House, the US flag flying above it
would be lowered pending his return. A decision was reached that the US flag would be allowed to fly over
the White House on the following day, despite the President’s absence.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1899

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: “Horseless-carriages” took part in the 4th-of-July celebration at
Dyersville, Iowa. Will there be no end to our progress?
In Helena, Montana, the cornerstone of a new state capitol building was laid.
Governor Theodore Roosevelt delivered an oration in his home town of Oyster Bay, New York, and other of
speakers there predicted that he was going to become the next President of the United States of America.
Would you believe that in the port of Plymouth in England, British warships decked out in flags and offered a
21-gun salute in honor of the American Declaration of Independence? –Yes, true fact.
At a dinner in London, Mark Twain addressed the American Society.
CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY
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1900
Thomas Jefferson had hoped to eliminate religion from his proposed public university by removing theology
from the curriculum. However, as evangelical Protestantism came in the early 19th Century to dominate
Virginia’s culture, he had been forced to compromise and his University of Virginia had begun to provide
nonsectarian religious instruction (under the rubric “Moral Philosophy”). Jefferson’s compromise had then
been reenacted at all the other institutions of higher education in the state, so that even denominational colleges
had been able to adhere to one or another such “nonsectarian” pretense while offering an essentially religious
education. By the end of the 19th Century separation of church and state in Virginia’s public school system
had become compatible with a generalized evangelical Protestantism — complete with all its Bible-thumping,
all its obligatory-lecture “praying,” all its singing of tendentiously worded “hymns,” and all its dissing of any
other religious understanding.
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When asked to nominate the “Americans most deserving representation” for inclusion in a hall of fame that
was being planned in Massachusetts, the Honorable George Frisbie Hoar needed to exclude his world-class
heros William Ewart Gladstone, John Milton, the Marquis de Lafayette, General Simon Bolivar, Giuseppe
Mazzini, Lajos Kossuth, and Miss Florence Nightingale because they were not Americans (well, in addition
to being disqualified as a mere Brit, Miss Florence was not even male and not even yet deceased), and he
excused Henry Wadsworth Longfellow and Nathaniel Hawthorne because to be great a man must possess
“more than the quality of a great artist,” and he banished Benjamin Franklin to the outer darkness for having
been “without idealism, without lofty principle, and, on one side of his character, gross and immoral,” and,
finally, aware that he could not get away with submitting his own name because he wasn’t dead yet (and
besides that it would have been utterly immodest), he submitted the following dozen dead white American
malenesses:
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•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

President George Washington (the most “noble” on the list,
representing “the prime meridian of pure, exalted, human character”)
President Thomas Jefferson (the most “influential” on the list,
because of his alleged authorship of the Declaration of Independence,
a document endorsed by the Honorable George Frisbie Hoar’s grandfather
Roger Sherman)
President Abraham Lincoln
The Reverend Jonathan Edwards
President John Adams
Sam Adams
Secretary of the Treasury Alexander Hamilton
Senator Daniel Webster
Chief Justice John Marshall
Senator Charles Sumner
Waldo Emerson
Friend John Greenleaf Whittier
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Daniel Chester French did an equestrian statue of George Washington, for Paris.

(This isn’t it — bronze horses are so easily mistaken for one another.)

INDEPENDENCY

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
Oh, all right. How can I keep it from you?

The general had of course ridden various horses at various times. At least two of his mounts had been killed
in combat. “Old Nelson,” “Roger Leo,” “Ellen Edenberg,” and “Blueskin” were among the survivors.
We seem to have lost track of which of these the sculptor was here attempting to render immortal in bronze —
perhaps he was merely immortalizing the spirit of horseness.
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1901

Our national birthday, Thursday the 4th of July: In a parade in Nome, Alaska, survivors of the SpanishAmerican War marched and a good time was had by all.
Captain Billy Johnson dived from the Maid of the Mist into the Niagara River just below the Horseshoe Falls
and swam downriver — and he survived.
Chinese minister Wu Ting-Fang delivered an Independence Day oration at Independence Square in
Philadelphia in which he predicted diplomatically that “this Republic will become the greatest power upon the
earth.” (Outside of China, he presumably meant.)
In Courtland, Kansas, some folks laid a cornerstone for a monument proposed to mark the spot at which, in
1806, Zebulon M. Pike had raised the American flag over territory that would become part of Kansas.
Some citizens attempted to improve Pike’s Peak in Colorado by detonating a pile of explosives (it’s the sort of
summit that, when you’ve finally gotten there, clearly seems to be in need of some improvement).
In Jackson, Mississippi, someone was allowed to read our Declaration of Independence out loud in public, for
the 1st time since 1861.
In Santa Cruz, California the authorities allowed Minnie Cope to read our Declaration of Independence out
loud in public, despite the fact that she was a woman.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1905

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: Vice President Fairbanks delivered a 4th-of-July oration at the
Centennial Celebration of Champaign County in Urbana, Michigan.
A huge pen-and-ink copy of the Declaration of Independence, measuring 7 feet by 13 feet, created by William
V. Peacon, was presented to the Tammany Society in New York.
In Helena, Montana an equestrian bronze statue of General Thomas Francis Meagher, leader of the Irish
Brigade in the Civil War and later secretary and acting governor of Montana, was unveiled at the Capitol
grounds.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1914

Our national birthday, Saturday the 4th of July: At Put-in-Bay, Ohio, a large crowd witnessed the laying of the
cornerstone of the Oliver Hazard Perry victory monument.
The 1st motorcycle race in the United States took place, at Dodge City, Kansas.
Survivors of the Battle of Gettysburg got together in Gettysburg, Pennsylvania and told each other war stories.
At Grant’s Tomb in Riverside Park in New-York, 5,000 persons assembled for edification by oratory.
At Independence Hall in Philadelphia, President Woodrow Wilson delivered an oration on the meaning of the
Declaration of Independence in which he intoned the famous words attributed to Commodore Stephen
Decatur, “Our country, right or wrong.”
At the Marquis de Lafayette’s tomb in Picpus Cemetery, Paris, there was a Franco-American celebration of
friendship.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1918

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: In New York there was a “pageant parade,” with 40 nationalities
represented.
In Philadelphia, there was a “parade of nations,” with nearly 100,000 foreign-born persons marching.
The London Daily Telegraph cabled 4th of July greetings to 20 leading American daily newspapers, as well
as to President Wilson, “as an indication of the good-will all England feels towards America.” In Washington
DC, foreign-born citizens including nearly 5,000 performers in costume presented a pageant, termed
“Democracy Triumphant,” in front of President Woodrow Wilson and government officials at the Capitol.
President Woodrow Wilson then went to Mount Vernon to deliver an oration at an “international Fourth of July
celebration.” In Florence, Italy, they were conferring the honor of “the freedom of the city” upon President
Wilson.
Nearly a hundred American military ships were being launched at various US ports, “to help build the ocean
bridge for the allied fighting forces in Europe.”
The New York Times published a full-page facsimile of the Declaration of Independence.
The first official Toronto, Canada celebration of the 4th of July, ever, took place, with the American flag flying
above its City Hall.
In Indianapolis, an Americanization Day parade, featuring primarily immigrants, took place.
In Duluth on this day of great national patriotism and public celebration, birthday of our nation “the land of
the brave and the home of the free,” a citizens’ group terming itself the Public Safety Commission issued a
“Fight or Work” declaration, as follows:

EVERY

MALE PERSON IN MINNESOTA
IN SOME USEFUL OCCUPATION.

SHALL

BE

REGULARLY

ENGAGED

MINNESOTA
B-DAY

CELEBRATING OUR

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
1926

July 4/5: Our national birthday celebrations this year were actually so intense that they consumed two days,
the 5th as well as the 4th. At Philadelphia during the celebration of the 150th anniversary of the Declaration
of Independence, the USS Constellation made its last public appearance as a commissioned vessel.
London’s Morning Post, “the only great English newspaper of the present time that was in existence in 1776,”
printed a miniature reproduction of the page in which the full text of the Declaration of Independence had been
printed in its issue of August 17, 1776.
The text of the only known letter written on the Fourth of July by a signer of the Declaration of Independence
(Caesar Augustus Rodney of Delaware) was printed in the New York Times.
President Calvin Coolidge planted the same kind of willow tree as was growing near the tomb of George
Washington at Mount Vernon on the South Jersey exposition grounds in connection with the opening of the
Delaware River bridge, and also delivered an oration in Philadelphia at its Sesquicentennial Exposition, and
at Christ Church read the names of 7 signers of the Declaration of Independence on a bronze replica of a tablet
that was being unveiled there by 6 young women descendants of the signers.
The National Amateur Press Association had its 50th anniversary, the first meeting having taken place on July
4, 1876.
In Charlottesville, Virginia, upon the centenary of Thomas Jefferson’s death, the Right Reverend William
T. Manning, Episcopal Bishop of New York, stood at the graveside and delivered an oration.
At Natural Bridge, Virginia, on July 5th, a bronze and granite marker commemorating the granting of Natural
Bridge to Jefferson by King George III on July 5, 1774 was unveiled. Monticello was formally “given to the
nation.”
In Budapest, Hungary, as church bells tolled, Count Albert Apponyi delivered a Fourth of July gratitude
speech.
Near Chatham, New Jersey, on the banks of the Passaic River, as a pageant depicting colonial life and the birth
of a new nation was being presented, the collapse of a grandstand threw people to the ground.
In Washington DC, Representative Harry R. Rathbone of Illinois delivered a celebration speech in which he
called for home rule for the District of Columbia.
In the Bronx, New York, Congressman Anthony J. Griffin delivered an oration as part of a Sesquicentennial
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service held at the historic St. Ann’s Episcopal Church of Morrisania, known also as the Church of the Patriots.
In London, American Ambassador to England Alanson B. Houghton presented a bronze statuette of a bison to
the Prince of Wales on behalf of the Boy Scouts of America. The prince received this statuette on behalf of the
Boy Scouts of Great Britain.
In Prague, Czechoslovakia, near the American Legation, the American flag was raised in the Sokol Stadium.
At Valley Forge, Pennsylvania, the “Star-Spangled Banner” peace chime and the National Birthday Bell were
dedicated.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1930

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: Gutzon Borgium’s 60-foot visage of George Washington, jackhammered into Mount Rushmore’s granite cliff in South Dakota, was ceremoniously unveiled.

In Columbus, Ohio, at a convention of the National Education Association, John H. Finley, an associate editor
for the New York Times, delivered an oration on the benefits of interdependence among nations.
In New Brunswick, New Jersey the birthplace of poet Joyce Kilmer became a shrine to his memory.
Documents illustrating the development of the Declaration of Independence went on display at the Library of
Congress in Washington DC.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1936

Our national birthday, Saturday the 4th of July: Near Boonsboro, Maryland, on South Mountain, they
rededicated a “109 year-old monument, believed to be the first erected [on July 4, 1827] to the memory of
George Washington.”
In New York, Harry W. Laidler, Socialist candidate for Governor, called for a new Declaration of
Independence, one that this time would be freeing us from “judicial tyranny and industrial autocracy.”
In Suffolk County, New York, the beginning of the Long Island Tercentenary Celebration.
At Hastings-on-Hudson, New York, the 135th anniversary of the birth of favorite son Admiral David Glasgow
Farragut was being celebrated this year in tandem with the 4th-of-July event (they called it “Farragut Day”).
In New-York, Tammany Hall left nothing unattempted in marking its 150th anniversary with a spasm of
corruption and celebration.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1943
April 13, Tuesday: On the 200th anniversary of the birth of Thomas Jefferson, before an assembly of some 5,000
mostly white citizens, President Franklin Delano Roosevelt dedicated a monumental white “Jefferson
Memorial” erection in Washington DC in honor of the supposed founding father of the Democratic Party, to
match the already-extant Lincoln Memorial honoring the supposed founding father of the Republican Party.
The brochure distributed on that day indicated that the inscriptions placed upon the walls of this memorial had
been selected by the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Committee “from a wide variety” of Jefferson’s “writings on
freedom, slavery, education and government.” Actually this had been perpetrated by no “committee,” but by
Saul Padover, assistant to FDR’s Secretary of the Interior. It was he who had selected and edited those quotes,

in 1942 in his adulatory biography of Jefferson, that would be used on the walls of the new commemorative
edifice. He had done this in order to mimic the writing-on-the-walls style found in the already-extant Lincoln
Memorial that was honoring the GOP. But while the Lincoln thing had set out the Gettysburg Address and the
2nd Inaugural in their entireties, this Jefferson thing was merely to juxtapose sentence fragments from widely
scattered writings, to distort his mentation and obfuscate his politics. One of the panels misquoted from the
preamble and conclusion of the Declaration of Independence by omitting five words. The architect requested
the omissions so the text would fit better! Surely this memorable text should not be altered for so petty a
reason. We know Jefferson would not have approved, for whenever he sent to his correspondents a copy of the

Declaration, which was early and often, he had taken pains to show what the Continental Congress had added

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
to “his” draft and what it had cut from “his” draft. The altered text115 says:
WE HOLD THESE TRUTHS TO BE SELF-EVIDENT: THAT ALL MEN ARE CREATED EQUAL,
THAT THEY ARE ENDOWED BY THEIR CREATOR WITH CERTAIN INALIENABLE RIGHTS,
AMONG THESE ARE LIFE, LIBERTY, AND THE PURSUIT OF HAPPINESS, THAT TO
SECURE THESE RIGHTS GOVERNMENTS ARE INSTITUTED AMONG MEN. WE ...
SOLEMNLY PUBLISH AND DECLARE, THAT THESE COLONIES ARE AND OF RIGHT OUGHT
TO BE FREE AND INDEPENDENT STATES... AND FOR THE SUPPORT OF THIS
DECLARATION, WITH A FIRM RELIANCE ON THE PROTECTION OF DIVINE PROVIDENCE,
WE MUTUALLY PLEDGE OUR LIVES, OUR FORTUNES, AND OUR SACRED HONOUR.
•

•

•

In the above “that” has been eliminated from before “among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness,” without ellipsis, unnecessarily making Jefferson seem an awkward writer unable to
construct a proper parallelism.
In the above, the simple omission of a whole word (elision), of “United” from before “Colonies,”
seems to insinuate that it had been 13 separate states that had declared independence, rather than a
collective body for mutual governance, and that after the formation of a formal federal union these
13 states were to remain separate. In other words, the elision without ellipsis is such as to beg the
states’-rights question.
In the above, the omission without ellipsis of “to each other” from “We mutually pledge to each
other our lives, our fortunes, and our sacred honour” removes a redundancy the force of which had
been to emphasize that the 56 signers of the document were aware that, were they somehow to fail
to hang together, were some of them to break faith in an effort to cut a separate deal with the forces

Another of the panels, on religious freedom, strung together three quotes from the “Act for Religious
Freedom” enacted in Virginia in 1779 by its Assembly, and tacked on a sentence from Jefferson’s private
correspondence in the following decade with James Madison, “I know but one code of morality for men
whether acting singly or collectively,” ripping that final sentence out of its context. He and Madison had been
corresponding about whether institutions determine our behavior, and if so, how then to shape those
institutions. In this monumental context of religious freedom, subjected to mentions of “Almighty God” and
“the Holy Author of our freedom,” the snippet is inserted in order falsely to suggest that Jefferson had held to
some sort of morality of obedience to divine dictate — when actually he had been a believer in the efficacy of
human reason in matters moral rather than any heeder of divine authority. In other words, this was a sop to the
Bible-thumpers.
Another of the panels offered a single extended quotation from a letter Jefferson had written in 1816, on the
need to change institutions “to keep pace with the times.” It is innocuous, it is merely trite.
Another of the panels, which the National Park Service brochure describes as “devoted to his ideas on freedom
of the body and to his beliefs in the necessity of educating the masses of the people,” amounts to a hodge-podge
of quotes from diverse Jefferson materials prepared during widely different epochs of his life. The materials
are strung together in such manner as to create the false impression that their author had been very nearly an

115. I have here set these wall quotes in a computer font called “Comic,” because I don’t have a font called “Tragic.”

HDT

WHAT?

INDEX

AFTER THE DECLARATION OF WAR

INDEPENDENCY

GO TO MASTER INDEX OF WARFARE
abolitionist:
GOD WHO GAVE US LIFE GAVE US LIBERTY. CAN THE LIBERTIES OF A NATION BE
SECURE WHEN WE HAVE REMOVED A CONVICTION THAT THESE LIBERTIES ARE THE
GIFT OF GOD? INDEED I TREMBLE FOR MY COUNTRY WHEN I REFLECT THAT GOD IS
JUST, THAT HIS JUSTICE CANNOT SLEEP FOREVER. COMMERCE BETWEEN MASTER
AND SLAVE IS DESPOTISM. NOTHING IS MORE CERTAINLY WRITTEN IN THE BOOK
OF FATE THAN THAT THESE PEOPLE ARE TO BE FREE. ESTABLISH THE LAW FOR
EDUCATING THE COMMON PEOPLE. THIS IT IS THE BUSINESS OF THE STATE TO
EFFECT AND ON A GENERAL PLAN.
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When the snippets are returned to their contexts, they reveal something quite different:
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•

•

•

The first sentence fragment, “[THE] GOD WHO GAVE US LIFE GAVE US LIBERTY [AT THE SAME
TIME],” is something that Saul Padover extracted from the conclusion of A SUMMARY VIEW OF THE RIGHTS
OF BRITISH AMERICA, a pamphlet Jefferson had written in 1774, but in this originative context it followed
a sentence objecting to taxes imposed on the colonies by the mother country. By grafting this fragment about
tax matters into a new context of remarks about slavemasters and their human property, the monument
suggests that Jefferson had been writing about the rights of his slaves, where such an imputation is entirely
false.
The question “CAN THE LIBERTIES OF A NATION BE SECURE WHEN WE HAVE REMOVED
A CONVICTION THAT THESE LIBERTIES ARE THE GIFT OF GOD?” and the following two sentences,
Padover extracted from a long paragraph headed “Manners” in Jefferson’s 1782 NOTES ON THE STATE
OF VIRGINIA. This paragraph had indeed treated of human enslavement — but for the wall of the monument
the phrases were being tendentiously rearranged to have a very different impact on the viewer. In context
Jefferson has been lamenting the harm that the institution of human enslavement was having, not on slaves,
but on their masters. Poor white men, their servants were such a burden upon them! The necessity for
service carried with it the risk of transforming these decent, caring recipients of service, in their starched
shirts, “into despots.” The impact on the owned hands, by way of radical contrast, was seen as merely that of
transforming them “into enemies,” rendering them hostile to the master class and a threat to the safety of the
master class. Jefferson had gone on to finish one of these sentences with a direct reference to servile
insurrection: “that considering numbers, nature and natural means only, a revolution of the wheel of fortune,
an exchange of situation, is among possible events.” Jefferson’s question above had allowing the
slavemasters to continue to presume that liberty was theirs to either bestow or remove, while referring to
the problem in terms of the white man’s burden.
In its original context, the remark “COMMERCE BETWEEN MASTER AND SLAVE IS DESPOTISM” had
packed a punch that could not be read off the walls of a public edifice of our national capital:
THERE MUST DOUBTLESS BE AN UNHAPPY INFLUENCE ON THE MANNERS OF OUR
PEOPLE PRODUCED BY THE EXISTENCE OF SLAVERY AMONG US. THE WHOLE COMMERCE
BETWEEN MASTER AND SLAVE IS A PERPETUAL EXERCISE OF THE MOST BOISTEROUS
PASSIONS, THE MOST UNREMITTING DESPOTISM ON THE ONE PART, AND DEGRADING
SUBMISSIONS ON THE OTHER. OUR CHILDREN SEE THIS, AND LEARN TO IMITATE
IT ... AND THUS NURSED, EDUCATED AND DAILY EXERCISED IN TYRANNY, CANNOT
BUT BE STAMPED BY IT WITH ODIOUS PECULIARITIES. THE MAN MUST BE A PRODIGY
WHO CAN RETAIN HIS MANNERS AND MORALS UNDEPRAVED BY SUCH
CIRCUMSTANCES.

•

Especially now that we know that Jefferson himself had been unable to keep his pecker in his pants while he
was around his pretty young house slaves, it is fortunate that such musings had in 1943 been elided or
repurposed.
The final “NOTHING IS MORE CERTAINLY WRITTEN IN THE BOOK OF FATE THAN THAT THESE
PEOPLE ARE TO BE FREE” is from Jefferson’s AUTOBIOGRAPHY of 1821. The difficulty is not so much that
two different writings from two different periods have been juxtaposed without a ligature, but that in the
original context Jefferson is saying something which this Committee would not have been able to scrawl on
a public restroom wall, let alone on this wall of white stone. Let us allow Jefferson to complete his thought:
NOTHING IS MORE CERTAINLY WRITTEN IN THE BOOK OF FATE THAN THAT THESE
PEOPLE ARE TO BE FREE. NOR IS IT LESS CERTAIN THAT THE TWO RACES, EQUALLY
FREE, CANNOT LIVE IN THE SAME GOVERNMENT. NATURE, HABIT, OPINION HAS
DRAWN INDELIBLE LINES OF DISTINCTION BETWEEN THEM.
In other words, apartheid.
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Conor Cruise O’Brien’s present analysis is:
In short, these people are to be free, and then deported.
Jefferson’s teaching on that matter is quite clear and often
repeated. Those who edited that inscription on behalf of the
memorial commission must have known what they were doing when
they wrenched that resounding sentence from the AUTOBIOGRAPHY out
of the contest that so drastically qualifies its meaning.
The distortion by suppression has to be deliberate. In that
inscription on the Jefferson Memorial in Washington DC,
the liberal-Jeffersonian lie about Jefferson’s position on
liberty and slavery assumes literally monumental proportions.
The final two sentences of the writing on the white walls, sentences which occurred in 1786 letters to
Jefferson’s mentor George Wythe and to George Washington, now make it appear to Washington’s tourist
throngs as if Jefferson had been willing to include blacks among “the common people” of America, a people
to be educated out of their sloth and ignorance and dangerousness. However, Jefferson never offered education
to any of his slaves, even those who were his own children. When Thaddeus Kosciusko had left a will making
Jefferson the executor of his American estate, that document required Jefferson to use government securities
worth approximately $17,000 to purchase, manumit, and provide a head-start education for a number of young
black American slaves.
MANUMISSION

This Jefferson simply had refused to contemplate, and so finally the proceeds from the sale of the securities
would need to be used for other benevolent purposes. A Park Service brochure for the Jefferson Memorial now
asserts the pious lie that “Although his efforts to abolish slavery were not successful, he was one of the first
Americans to argue forcefully the inconsistency of slavery in a democratic state.” This pamphlet badly needs
to be rewritten to demonstrate the manner in which selective and tendentious misquotation by historians has
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created the grand words the tourists are reading from the walls.
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(Even TIME magazine has acknowledged, on its cover, that the new view our children have been getting of
founding daddy Thomas Jefferson is “divisive.” Here he is marching along with his slave mistress and one of
his dusky son slaves:-)

“The United States of America had human slavery for
almost one hundred years before that custom was
recognized as a social disease and people began to fight
it. Imagine that. Wasn’t that a match for Auschwitz?
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What a beacon of liberty we were to the rest of the world
when it was perfectly acceptable here to own other human
beings and treat them as we treated cattle. Who told you
we were a beacon of liberty from the very beginning?
Why would they lie like that? Thomas Jefferson owned
slaves, and not many people found that odd. It was as
though he had an infected growth on the end of his nose
the size of a walnut, and everybody thought that was
perfectly OK.”
– Kurt Vonnegut, FATES WORSE THAN DEATH, page 84

THOMAS JEFFERSON
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1949

Our national birthday, Monday the 4th of July: Near the Washington Monument in the District of Columbia, a
scene “The Drafting of the Declaration of Independence” from Paul Green’s THE COMMON GLORY was
presented.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1951

Madison, Wisconsin’s Capital Times editor John Patrick Hunter took to the streets with a clipboard and a
petition (which actually was the Declaration of Independence, along with portions of the Bill of Rights) and
attempted to get Americans to sign the document. Only one out of a total of 112 citizens, when confronted,
was willing to do so.116 The balance experienced his document as altogether too subversive.

More than fifty years later, Harper’s editor Lewis H. Lapham would explain this by offering that America is
“blessed with a bourgeoisie that will welcome fascism as gladly as it welcomes the rain in April and the sun
in June.”

116. Should you have difficulty crediting this, what you need to do is, yourself, at your own local mall — replicate the experiment!
Make up your own document, replete with your own cherished American principles! Today! Try to get your fellow citizens to sign
it! –The scum you encounter in the mall, citizens all, are going to make a believer out of you.
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1953

Our national birthday, Saturday the 4th of July: A draft of the Declaration of Independence, part of a
“Milestones of Freedom” exhibit, was placed on display at the New York Public Library.
President Dwight David Eisenhower had declared that this day was to be a national day of “penance and
prayer,” so in the morning he went fishing, in the afternoon he golfed, and in the evening he played bridge.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1962

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: At a ceremony in Aalborg, Denmark, former Vice President Richard
Milhouse Nixon delivered an anti-communist oration at his usual level of toxicity.
At Congressional Cemetery, a crowd of some 200 gathered in honor of Elbridge Gerry, Vice President of the
US in 1813-1814 and the only signer of our Declaration of Independence to have acquired the distinction of
being buried in the soil inside the sacred federal square of the District of Columbia.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1964

Our national birthday, Saturday the 4th of July: Shortly after former President Harry S Truman addressed a
crowd of a couple of hundred citizens at the Truman Presidential Library in Independence, Missouri, black
citizens from the Congress of Racial Equality organization began their own protest event.
In Prescott, Arizona, for the annual Frontier Days Rodeo parade, Senator Barry Goldwater rode a horse.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1971

Our national birthday, Sunday the 4th of July: In Manila, Ambassador Henry A. Byroade unveiled a monument
that commemorated the careful manner in which US personnel had destroyed all American flags there,
29 years earlier, to prevent them from being desecrated by the Japanese conquerors.
WORLD WAR II
In Times Square of Manhattan the cast of “1776,” a musical based on the Declaration of Independence, read
that document aloud while attired in their period costumes.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1978

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: At Charlestown, Massachusetts the USS Constitution, the
Navy’s oldest commissioned ship, delivered a 21-gun salute.
In Port Tobacco, Maryland a memorial plaque was installed at the burial location of Thomas Stone, who had
signed our Declaration of Independence.
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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1987
Bob Pepperman Taylor has remarked, in his AMERICA’S BACHELOR UNCLE: THOREAU AND THE AMERICAN
POLITY (Lawrence KA: UP of Kansas, 1996, page 7), that “Thoreau is, on the whole, the political thinker
scholars of American political thought love to either ignore or hate.” One of the instances which he has offered
of this is Philip Abbott, opinioning in this year that Thoreau had been the victim of an “egoistic obsession with
self-discovery,” and that in result “America’s social and political problems are treated as secondary, even
epiphenomenal concerns.” “If WALDEN has any single clear message as to how to achieve happiness, it is in
the doctrine of self-improvement.” As a political theorist, Abbott found Henry Thoreau to have been
“remarkably apolitical,” and as a reformer, “openly disdainful of reformers.” As a revolutionary, he found,
Thoreau had neglected “the personal burdens of a revolutionary.” In the previous year Irving Howe had made
a contrast between Emerson and Thoreau, according to which Emerson represented political responsibility and
good sense while Thoreau represented the opposite of that, irresponsibility: “Thoreau could fall into the
rigidity of the fanatic, perhaps the crank. Emerson never did,” so in this year Maurice Gonnaud responded that
actually, Emerson’s political language could be more extreme and immoderate than that used by Thoreau. For
instance, it had been Emerson who had offered to us “Better that a whole generation of men, women, and
children should pass away by a violent death than that one word of either [the Golden Rule or the Declaration
of Independence] should be violated in this country.”
Taylor points out that in no context would one be likely to discover anything nearly so extreme and immoderate
and unnuanced as this, so rigid and even cranky as this, in the political thought of a Thoreau. Taylor also points
out that Nancy L. Rosenblum, who had condemned Thoreau in 1981 by offering that his sort of antipolitical
stance “admitted no alternative idea of the state to Leviathan,” came back with more in this year, delivering
herself of the additional opinion that Thoreau had been an incipient Nietzschean superman, worshiping the
struggle and his own success in it, having no use for other human beings other than as antagonists over whom
to triumph: Not only is Thoreau’s vision “an anomic and amoral Nietzschean vision, but also, “there is good
reason to think he would have accepted the consequences of personal freedom gained at the expense of
others.”117

117.We might point out to any potential Rosenblums in our ranks, that not only does Thoreau’s life and writing offer us no reason
whatever to suspect such moral failings of him, but also, among the serried ranks of the more serious Nietzschean scholars, she will
find precious few who would suspect such moral failings even of Friedrich Nietzsche himself.
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1994

Our national birthday, Monday the 4th of July: In Hydes, Alaska the town supply of fireworks, stored at the
municipal office building, caught fire and the building burned.
In Gloucester, New Jersey a misdirected fireworks rocket injured 40 spectators.
The village of Fishkill, New York, continued its 92-year-old tradition of reading the Declaration of
Independence out loud in public.
CELEBRATING OUR

B-DAY
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1995
According to the body of doctrine known as “influence study” –I discover from a reading of Louis A. Renya’s essay
“Influence” in CRITICAL TERMS FOR LITERARY STUDY, IId Edition (Lentricchia, Frank and Thomas
McLaughlin, eds., Chicago IL: U of Chicago P, 1995, page 188)– there is just no such thing as ignoring
anybody prior as irrelevant. When Henry Thoreau encountered Waldo Emerson as unavoidable and as prior,
as “a precursor whom he can’t choose at will,” for instance, we must somehow just accept that his manner of
coping with this fact was that he “writes WALDEN in relation to an established or historically distanced
Jeffersonian text that helps Thoreau ward off or repress the more influential proximity of Emerson’s essays on

nature and self-reliance.” If two men live in the same town and one writes before the other, then everything
the later man writes can be no more than mere commentary on what the earlier man has written. To those of
us who understand such coping strategies in accordance with the received doctrine of influence study,
somehow it is just very obvious on the face of things that what Thoreau constructed was nothing more than a
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mere defensive ploy. Magisterially, we are supposed to accept that it has been somehow established, that it is
this “fiction or ‘trope’ of misreading” which “constitutes Thoreau’s works”:
The textual locus of this work is its dynamic relation to the
earlier Emersonian texts it exists [sic] in the process of
repressing.
Except by his inclusion of this modifier “earlier” which legitimates the priority of Emersonian texts, Renza
offers not one clue as to why he presumes that it must be, that Thoreau’s literary productions are all nothing
more than mere reactions to Waldo Emerson’s prior literary productions! Also, as to how it is that Renza knows
that WALDEN’s first-person stance alludes to “the self-evident truths of Thomas Jefferson’s ‘Declaration of
Independence’,”118 moreover, we are offered no clues whatsoever. This influence is merely to be presumed
without evidence, just as it is to be presumed without evidence that the self-evident truths in a document
authored by a congress and a drafting committee actually were created by one particular person on that
committee of that congress.
“The United States of America had human slavery for
almost one hundred years before that custom was
recognized as a social disease and people began to fight
it. Imagine that. Wasn’t that a match for Auschwitz?
What a beacon of liberty we were to the rest of the world
when it was perfectly acceptable here to own other human
beings and treat them as we treated cattle. Who told you
we were a beacon of liberty from the very beginning?
Why would they lie like that? Thomas Jefferson owned
slaves, and not many people found that odd. It was as
though he had an infected growth on the end of his nose
the size of a walnut, and everybody thought that was
perfectly OK.”
– Kurt Vonnegut, FATES WORSE THAN DEATH, page 84

THOMAS JEFFERSON

118. How can Renya be so sure that the Declaration of Independence had been “Thomas Jefferson’s”?
—Merely because in extreme old age after all the other witnesses had become unavailable, the man wanted
to make the unsupported claim that it had been, in order to have something to inscribe on his tombstone?
Surely we need more evidence than this, that the overnight editing of the document which he had been
asked to accomplish by other committee members had made it “his”!
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1997
I (Austin Meredith) know from my personal life experience that there is a very adequate reason why it has been
the Declaration of Independence which we have relied upon in our oratory, rather than our constitutional Bill
of Rights. “Why did the Declaration of Independence come to assume the role it has assumed in American
society?” The answer is, because it amounts to mere talk, cheap talk. It is not anything more than an obsolete
declaration of war, the most celebrated and dignified and misrepresented obsolete declaration of war there has
ever been on the face of this belligerent planet. In this year Pauline Maier pointed out very clearly that the
document is no part of our legal system, that no guarantees it pretends it offers are enforceable, in her book
entitled AMERICAN SCRIPTURE: MAKING THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE (NY: Alfred A. Knopf). That
would not be the case, were we to offer this sort of talk within the context of our Bill of Rights, or within the
context of constitutional amendments such as the XIIIth and XIVth (these documents may or may not mean
what we commonly suppose that they mean, but at the very least, they are recognized resources of our legal
system, whereas the Declaration is simply not that). Such oratory is a way to distract us from the fact that
actually we do not yet possess some of the rights to fair treatment of which we so prate.
Well, but Pauline might as well have saved her breath, and not chopped down the trees that made the pulp that
made the paper for her book. This is not the sort of information that anyone is ever going to pay any attention
to — not in the United States of America.
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PAULINE MAIER ’S
AMERICAN SCRIPTURE:
MAKING THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE.
NY: ALFRED A. KNOPF, 1997.
Pauline Maier. AMERICAN SCRIPTURE: MAKING THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE. NY: Alfred A. Knopf,
1997
Reviewed for H-SHEAR by Ronald Hatzenbuehler
<hatzrona@fs.isu.edu>, Idaho State University.

Acting on Ideals
Since the publication more than seventy-five years ago of Carl Becker’s THE DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE:
A STUDY IN THE HISTORY OF POLITICAL IDEAS, historians have wrestled with the wording of the document that
declared American independence from Great Britain in July 1776. In drafting the Declaration, did Thomas
Jefferson use primarily the ideas and words of John Locke, Scottish philosophers, fellow Virginian George
Mason, Enlightenment thought generally, or various and sundry other English and American documents? In
AMERICAN SCRIPTURE Pauline Maier adds her voice to this debate but in the process attempts to shift the
discussion from the principles enunciated in the document to the ways in which Americans have made it part of
their lives. In doing so, she takes us beyond the times of the Second Continental Congress to the partisan tumult
of the 1790s, regional appropriations of the words of the document in the 1840s and 1850s, and Americans’
redefinition of the meaning of equality during the Civil War.
Professor Maier downplays the principles expressed in the Declaration of Independence because the document
“restated what virtually all Americans ... thought and said in other words in other places” and was, therefore, “[a]s
a statement of political philosophy ... purposely unexceptional” (xvii). In perhaps the most important sections of
the book, the author reviews the contents of documents on independence prepared by townships, county
associations, state assemblies and other local groups and finds them to be “everywhere remarkably alike” (page
49), their contents “virtually identical” (page 74). This unanimity of sentiment derives from the influence
Professor Maier attributes to English writings, especially the Declaration of Rights (1689), on the wording of the
resolutions. Also, groups borrowed from one another, further adding to their congruence (see, especially, “The
Declaration of Independence: A Family Tree,” page 166). At the Second Continental Congress, delegates
“echoed” (page 139) state and local declarations and edited Jefferson’s prose to make the Declaration of
Independence a “public document, an authenticated expression of the American mind” (page 149).
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Following the American Revolution, interest in and mention of the Declaration faded from the scene. In state
constitutions, especially, Professor Maier finds “[no] evidence whatsoever that the Declaration of Independence
lived in men’s minds as a classic statement of American political principles” (page 167). During the 1790s, the
Declaration resurfaced but was subsumed in partisan and regional wrangling as Federalists and Republicans
postured as the defenders of the revolutionary heritage but not of the principles enunciated in the Declaration. By
the 1840s, litigation to free slaves in northern states most commonly cited the wording of state bills of rights
rather than the Declaration of Independence, and both defenders and opponents of slavery shaped its contents to
their advantage.
In the 1850s, Abraham Lincoln became energized by the conflicting uses of the Declaration and by the time of
his debates with Stephen Douglas came to see the document’s statements on equality and rights “as setting a
standard for the future, one that demanded the gradual extinction of conflicting practices” (page 205). In the
Gettysburg Address, “the Declaration of Independence became first and foremost a living document for an
established society,” and Lincoln’s words also became “[i]n time ... an American sacred text” (page 207). Also,
as in 1776, the power of the Gettysburg Address came primarily from the fact that it “echoed ... not what all
Americans thought but what many did” (pages 207-8).
I have benefited greatly from Professor Maier’s skillful development of her primary argument, that in “making”
and “remaking” the Declaration of Independence Jefferson and Abraham Lincoln stood on the shoulders of
others. In particular, her analysis of the local documents that were contemporaneous with the Declaration has led
me to sources that I had not seriously considered before reading her book. I raise two points less to challenge
Professor Maier’s thesis than to present alternative perspectives on the Declaration of Independence and
Jefferson’s and Lincoln’s writings.
First, Professor Maier believes that the changes the Congress made to the Declaration of Independence in June
1776, made it more of a national document. I would argue the reverse, that local interests best explain the changes
in wording, and that the more the document changed the more people were able to identify with it at the local,
not the national level. For example, Professor Maier dismisses Jefferson’s annoyance with the changes the
Congress made in his draft with the comment that it “badly needed editing; Jefferson had probably lacked time
to work over the final portions of the document with the same care he devoted to its opening” (page 147). While
acknowledging that Jefferson borrowed heavily from the ideas and wording of his 1774 pamphlet, A SUMMARY
VIEW OF THE RIGHTS OF BRITISH AMERICA, the list of charges against the king which he prepared for the Virginia
constitutional convention, and the Virginia Declaration of Rights, Professor Maier stops short of labeling
Jefferson’s “Rough draught” a Virginia document [John C. Fitzpatrick, THE SPIRIT OF THE REVOLUTION: NEW
LIGHT FROM SOME OF THE ORIGINAL SOURCES OF AMERICAN HISTORY (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company,
1924), page 6]. But if it was, should we be surprised that he disagreed with the changes the Congress made (page
148)? These changes may have been more than stylistic, designed to make the document relevant to people in
their local situations. The fact that the Declaration received little further notice until the 1790s may indicate that
it was not until that period and later that a majority of the people began to see the document in a national, rather
than primarily a local, context.
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Second, in focusing on the language of the Declaration of Rights (1689) and positing a linear progression from
that document to state constitutions (page 166), Professor Maier downplays the evolution in the idea of popular
sovereignty that occurred in the American colonies. The English Declaration primarily justified Parliament’s
right to change governments. The American Declaration justified revolution and placed the burden of action
squarely on the people. When government ceases to protect “unalienable Rights,” “it is the Right of the people
to alter or to abolish it, and to institute new Government ... to effect their Safety and Happiness.” I would argue,
as Edmund Morgan and others have, that the Declaration of Independence, and later the Constitution, vested
sovereignty in the people [Edmund S. Morgan, INVENTING THE PEOPLE: THE RISE OF POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY IN
ENGLAND AND AMERICA (NY: W.W. Norton & Company, 1988)]. In addition to promoting the concept of
equality among men stated in the Declaration, Abraham Lincoln also advanced the concept of popular
sovereignty in the Gettysburg Address, when he said that those who died in battle had done so to ensure
“that government of the people, by the people, for the people, shall not perish from the earth.”
But the evolution of Jefferson’s and Lincoln’s thinking on this point did not culminate in the Declaration of
Independence or the Gettysburg Address, respectively. One year after drafting the Declaration of Independence,
Jefferson wrote in the Virginia Statute for Religious Freedom, “the opinions of men are not the object of civil
government, nor under its jurisdiction.” Then, in NOTES ON THE STATE OF VIRGINIA, he wrote, “the legitimate
powers of government extend to such acts only as are injurious to others.” We cannot easily determine whether
Americans of Jefferson’s time agreed with these statements, but we can say that his peers did not — the Virginia
Assembly in 1786 cut his statement on “the opinions of men” from the Statute on Religious Freedom and refused
to write a new constitution in order to include religious freedom.
Lincoln’s views also developed. As the war lasted after November 1863, the president came to question the
wisdom of the people, and he expressed his doubts in the Second Inaugural Address. At the start of the war, he
said, Northerners and Southerners had each prayed that their side would win. By 1865, both sides were praying
a common prayer that the war would end, but “American slavery” could not be removed until “[God’s] appointed
time” [Garry Wills, LINCOLN AT GETTYSBURG: THE WORDS THAT REMADE AMERICA (New York: Simon &
Schuster, 1992)].
I am less optimistic, therefore, than Professor Maier that the Declaration of Independence (as reframed in the
Gettysburg Address) can bind Americans “in a continuing act of national self-definition” (page 208). Certainly,
I agree that open debate in the political arena of modern controversies such as affirmative action is beneficial
(page 215). In the end, however, popular sovereignty may be antithetical to fundamental rights, as both Jefferson
and Abraham Lincoln said. In this way, they lead us back to ideals incapable of “sacralization” (page 197).
Copyright (c) 1998 by H-Net, all rights reserved. This
work may be copied for non-profit educational use if
proper credit is given to the author and the list. For
other permission, please contact H-Net@h-net.msu.edu.
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1998

Our national birthday, Saturday the 4th of July: Florida had been experiencing its worst wildfire season in half
a century. Under the circumstances, many towns across Florida, and also Disney World, found it prudent to
cancel their scheduled firework displays.
For the 136th time the Battle of Gettysburg was enacted (for the 135th time, using black powder but no lead).
In Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, as had become traditional, some progeny of signers of the Declaration of
Independence were allowed to tap gently a total of 13 times on the Liberty Bell (this tradition began ’way back
in 1963).
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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2000

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: In the harbor of New York, the largest assemblage of ships ever
at one event took place as “Operation Sail 2000.” This included some 150 tall sailing ships from more than 20
nations and an 11-mile line of warships with more than two dozen naval ships from around the world as the
sixth “International Naval Review.” Among the honored guests were President William Jefferson Clinton and
Secretary of Defense William Cohen.
In Washington DC, there was a “National Independence Day Parade,” plus an annual “Capitol Fourth” concert
at the Capitol. The Declaration of Independence was read aloud in front of the National Archives.
A Revolutionary battle re-enactment followed a brief speech by Archivist of the United States John W. Carlin.
In Orlando, Florida at Disney World, a ton-and-a-half 24 foot by 13 foot cherry cobbler that resembled our
Star-Spangled Banner was gobbled by all, although of course no disrespect was intended.
At Monticello, Secretary of State Madeleine Albright spoke at a 38th annual Independence Day Celebration
and Naturalization Ceremony as more than 80 persons representing 27 countries took the Immigration and
Naturalization Service’s oath.
In Atlanta and in Stone Mountain, Georgia, respectively, the “Salute 2 America” and the “Famous Americans:
Past, Present and Future” parades took place. Due to concerns over terrorism, however, a couple of overseas
celebrations, one at the US Embassy in Amman, Jordan and the other at a street fair in Brussels, Belgium,
needed to be cancelled.
In Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, James D. Watson and Francis H.C. Crick were awarded medals.
At the Richard Nixon Library in Yorba Linda, California, a replica of the “Betsy Ross” flag was raised and the
battles of Lexington and Concord were re-enacted amid clouds of black gunpowder smoke (this version did
not include a militiaman hacking at a wounded soldier with a hatchet).
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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2001

Our national birthday, the 4th of July: There were various public readings of the Declaration of Independence
throughout the nation, such as one at the National Archives in Washington DC, one at the Art Museum in
Philadelphia, and one at the Old State House in Boston. In Washington, the Charters of Freedom display
(Declaration of Independence, Constitution, and Bill of Rights) was taken from the Rotunda (the first such
removal in nearly 50 years) for preservation improvements (not to be on display again until 2003). Hundreds
of persons signed a facsimile edition of the Declaration that would be added to the Archives for posterity.
In Lititz, Pennsylvania a re-enactment of a Revolutionary War encampment of a German regiment took place
and there was a “Lighting Freedom’s Flame” celebration.
At Independence Hall in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania the 13th Liberty Medal was awarded to United Nations
Secretary-General Kofi Annan, who had not yet fallen under suspicion in the UN’s Iraq food-for-oil scam.
Tampa, Florida staged an “Aquafest” celebration.
Beavercreek, Ohio staged a “2001: A Space Odyssey” celebration.
New York City staged a “Voices of Liberty” celebration.
Old Salem, North Carolina staged a “Frolick on the Fourth” celebration.
Boston’s Chinatown staged its first-ever formal celebration of the US Independence Day.
Aboard the Constitution in Charlestown’s navy yard, 19 immigrants were made into naturalized citizens.
At Monticello, home to President Thomas Jefferson and his sex slave Sally Hemings, 71 immigrants were
made into naturalized citizens.
In Barnstable, Massachusetts a statue of Mercy Otis Warren was dedicated.
In Atlanta, Georgia the pilot of the spy plane that had collided with a Chinese fighter jet in April, Navy
Lieutenant Shane Osborn, served as Grand Marshal of the parade.
Aboard the International Space Station in orbit, the astronauts were not at a loss for sentiments: “We give
thanks to our ancestors. To all Americans, Happy Independence Day.”
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY
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2006

Our national birthday, Tuesday the 4th of July: It was our nation’s birthday, the day on which we had declared our first
war (well, not actually, since nothing much really happened on this day except that we had a party to celebrate
a turning-point we had reached a few days before, on July 2d, 1776):
CELEBRATING OUR B-DAY

Thoreau’s Declaration of Independence:
What ‘Walden’ really stands for.
Patrick J. Walsh
On July 4, 1845, Henry David Thoreau built a cabin at Walden
woods in Concord and challenged what he called the “restless,
nervous, bustling, trivial 19th century.” His full message
delivered in WALDEN is as refreshing and revolutionary as when
it was first published. Sadly, WALDEN is more often quoted than
read. Today, Thoreau is whittled down as a prop to suit the
political
agendas
of
environmentalist,
naturalists,
and
liberals. But WALDEN transcends all such cloying categories.
Thoreau was a strong individualist of the New England tradition,
deeply troubled by the destructive elements of the new
commercial society. His concern was with the development of the
human person and with nourishing the soul. Fearful of the
increasing conformity in modern life, he sought a simpler,
unfettered one at Walden Pond. His message is not an
environmental or political one. It is spiritual and artistic.
Living in a materialistic, industrial era when all life was
being standardized and everyone competing in an abstract
marketplace, Thoreau sensed that under such a system human
beings would start to treat each other as commodities. People
were beginning to view each other as objects for use and
exploitation rather than as persons to be loved and cherished,
persons with souls of an other-worldly destiny.
Moving to Walden Pond on July 4, 1845 was his Declaration of
Independence. There he sheltered his human spirit from the
encroaching mass culture that surrounded him, of those who
defined the human being merely as an economic unit, a machine
of pleasure and pain, or a “tool making animal.” Thoreau sought
to defend the whole man. At Walden Pond, he domesticated the
complete human being: body, soul and mind.
Artistic knowledge is intuitive and spiritual. Materialism and
rationalism rarely see beyond the tyranny of fact — of what can
be seen, touched, or sold. Thoreau challenged our whole notion
of material progress. He wrote, “while civilization has been
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improving our houses, it has not equally improved the men who
are to inhabit them.”
True artists are concerned with the quality of life. Modern life
seeks quantity over quality of having over being. Thoreau wrote,
“Superfluous wealth can buy superfluities only. Money is not
required to buy one necessity of the soul.”
WALDEN gives us pause to think on the true meaning of human
freedom and American independence. Thoreau’s spiritual message
of nonconformity is a challenge we all should aspire toward. He
went to Walden Pond not to escape, but to encounter, the problem
of reductionist modernity. He is no mere naturalist or
environmentalist. Thoreau recognized that though man lives in
nature, he has a supernatural end transcending nature and the
world.
He
would
have
been
critical
of
modern
day
environmentalists who “no longer camp for a night, but have
camped down on earth and forgotten heaven.”
WALDEN is a Declaration of Independence for the human soul.
Thoreau’s voice is the one of the artist crying in the American
wilderness. Such an artist, as T.S. Eliot said, is “always
alone, being heterodox when everyone else is orthodox and
orthodox when everyone else is heterodox. He is the perpetual
upsetter of conventional values, the restorer of the real.”
Patrick J. Walsh is a writer in Massachusetts.
September 5, Tuesday: The Providence, Rhode Island newspaper, the “ProJo,” published a column by Dave McCarthy
entitled “Westerly trust acquires cemetery” which seriously misrepresented the history of the Quaker faith.
McCarthy claimed in this article that:
Quakers signed the Declaration of Independence and the U.S.
Constitution, pushing issues of equality, tolerance, religious
freedom and separation of church and state.
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I have since corresponded with the Providence Journal, pointing out that our “Declaration of Independence,”
so called, was in fact a declaration of war, and that no matter how one chops one’s logic, declaring war on
someone is usually considered to be counterindicated per the Quaker Peace Testimony. I pointed out to this
newspaper that we Quakers had, during the revolutionary period, been seriously persecuted for our total
unwillingness to participate in these hostilities. I pointed out that George Clymer of Pennsylvania, John
Dickinson of Delaware, and Joseph Hewes of North Carolina, who signed the Declaration of Independence or

the federal Constitution, although said to have been Quakers, are also being said by historians to have been
Episcopalians.119 I pointed out that Thomas Mifflin of Pennsylvania, who signed the Constitution, was a
disowned Quaker who had become a Lutheran, and that he had signed the Constitution not as a Quaker but as
a Lutheran. (I did not point out to these people how little “equality” for women or blacks or redskins was to
be found in our original constitutional document, and I did not point out to these people that the idea that the
document contained “separation of church and state” was an idea that could at best be said to have come along
years afterward, through a process of reinterpretation.) I pointed out that the supposed Rhode Island Quaker
who signed the Declaration of Independence, Friend Stephen Hopkins, the governor of this state, was
subsequently disowned by the Providence monthly meeting of the Religious Society of Friends, a group which
was then meeting in Smithfield. I pointed out that this man had talked the talk but hadn’t walked the walk, and
that they should therefore be listing him as what he in fact was, an Episcopalian slavemaster of Baptist
ancestry. I pointed out that he had been his century’s version of Friend Richard Nixon, in the sense that he wore
the cloth but dishonored the testimony. I summarized:
This sort of remark, in your newspaper, is simply false, and is
simply offensive.
There has been, of course, no response, either in private or in public. This newspaper apparently does not care
about the truth, nor care overmuch if its lies are offensive to someone’s religion.
This information has been brought to the attention of the Meeting for Business of the Providence, Rhode Island
Monthly Meeting of the Religious Society of Friends. They have made no attempt to contact this newspaper
to set the record straight as to the Peace Testimony of their Quaker ancestors.
119. Hewes, as a case in point, had indeed been the product of a New Jersey Quaker family of origin — but he had become a Mason
(which would have been entirely impossible because as a general rule any Quaker who was caught mingling with non-Quakers in
such a grouping was always immediately disowned), and he was a lifelong slavemaster (which would have been entirely impossible
because meetinghouse discipline had required that all Quakers divest themselves of their slaves), and he was a warmonger,
demanding war with Britain (which would have been entirely impossible because of the Quaker Peace Testimony). Eleven ways
from Sunday, this guy was not a Friend.
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“NARRATIVE HISTORY” IS FABULATION: HISTORY IS CHRONOLOGY

COPYRIGHT NOTICE: In addition to the property of others,
such as extensive quotations and reproductions of
images, this “read-only” computer file contains a great
deal of special work product of Austin Meredith,
copyright 2015. Access to these interim materials will
eventually be offered for a fee in order to recoup some
of the costs of preparation. My hypercontext button
invention which, instead of creating a hypertext leap
through hyperspace —resulting in navigation problems—
allows for an utter alteration of the context within
which one is experiencing a specific content already
being viewed, is claimed as proprietary to Austin
Meredith — and therefore freely available for use by
all. Limited permission to copy such files, or any
material from such files, must be obtained in advance
in writing from the “Stack of the Artist of Kouroo”
Project, 833 Berkeley St., Durham NC 27705. Please
contact the project at <Kouroo@kouroo.info>.
“It’s all now you see. Yesterday won’t be over until
tomorrow and tomorrow began ten thousand years ago.”
– Remark by character “Garin Stevens”
in William Faulkner’s INTRUDER IN THE DUST

Prepared: June 11, 2015
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ARRGH AUTOMATED RESEARCH REPORT
GENERATION HOTLINE

This stuff presumably looks to you as if it were generated by a
human. Such is not the case. Instead, someone has requested that
we pull it out of the hat of a pirate who has grown out of the
shoulder of our pet parrot “Laura” (as above). What these
chronological lists are: they are research reports compiled by
ARRGH algorithms out of a database of modules which we term the
Kouroo Contexture (this is data mining). To respond to such a
request for information we merely push a button.
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Commonly, the first output of the algorithm has obvious
deficiencies and we need to go back into the modules stored in
the contexture and do a minor amount of tweaking, and then we
need to punch that button again and recompile the chronology —
but there is nothing here that remotely resembles the ordinary
“writerly” process you know and love. As the contents of this
originating contexture improve, and as the programming improves,
and as funding becomes available (to date no funding whatever
has been needed in the creation of this facility, the entire
operation being run out of pocket change) we expect a diminished
need to do such tweaking and recompiling, and we fully expect
to achieve a simulation of a generous and untiring robotic
research librarian. Onward and upward in this brave new world.
First come first serve. There is no charge.
Place requests with <Kouroo@kouroo.info>. Arrgh.

