House Divided Speech

Mr. Lincoln spoke at the close of the Republican State Convention. On the previous day the
Convention had taken the unprecedented move of naming Lincoln their candidate for the Senate
[normally Senate candidates were chosen in January when the new legislature convened]. The
speech was aimed at Senator Stephen A. Douglas and any Republicans who might think of
supporting Douglas. Douglas was not present.

Source: Neely, Mark E. Jr. 1982. The Abraham Lincoln Encyclopedia. New York: Da Capo
Press, Inc.

Illinois Republican State Convention, Springfield, Illinois June 16, 1858
Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Convention.
If we could first know where we are, and whither we are tending, we could better judge what to

do, and how to do it.

We are now far into the fifth year, since a policy was initiated, with the avowed object, and
confident promise, of putting an end to slavery agitation.

Under the operation of that policy, that agitation has not only, not ceased, but has constantly
augmented.

In my opinion, it will not cease, until a crisis shall have been reached, and passed -
"A house divided against itself cannot stand."”
| 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 | 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 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.

Have we no tendency to the latter condition?
Let any one who doubts, carefully contemplate that now almost complete legal combination -

piece of machinery so to speak- compounded of the Nebraska doctrine, and the Dred Scott
decision. Let him consider not only what work the machinery is adapted to do, and how well



adapted; but also, let him study the history of its construction, and trace, if he can, or rather fail,
if he can, to trace the evidences of design and concert of action, among its chief bosses, from the
beginning.

But, so far, Congress only, had acted; and an indorsement by the people, real or apparent, was
indispensable, to save the point already gained, and give chance for more.

The new year of 1854 found slavery excluded from more than half the State by State
Constitutions, and from most of the national territory by congressional prohibition.

Four days later, commenced the struggle, which ended in repealing that congressional
prohibition.

This opened all the national territory to slavery; and was the first point gained.

This necessity had not been overlooked; but had been provided for, as well as might be, in the
notable argument of "squatter sovereignty," otherwise called "sacred right of self government,”
which latter phrase, though expressive of the only rightful basis of any government, was so
perverted in this attempted use of it as to amount to just this: That if any one man, choose to
enslave another, no third man shall be allowed to object.

That argument was incorporated into the Nebraska bill itself, in the language which follows: "It
being the true intent and meaning of this act not to legislate slavery into any Territory or State,
nor 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 Constitution of the United
States."

Then opened the roar of loose declamation in favor of "Squatter Sovereignty," and "Sacred right
of self government."”

"But," said opposition members, "let us be more specific- let us amend the bill so as to expressly
declare that the people of the Territory may exclude slavery.” "Not we," said the friends of the
measure; and down they voted the amendment.

While the Nebraska bill was passing through congress, a law case, involving the question of a
negro's freedom, by reason of his owner having voluntarily taken him first into a free State and
then a territory covered by the congressional prohibition, and held him as a slave for a long time
in each, was passing through the U.S. Circuit Court for the District of Missouri; and both
Nebraska bill and law suit were brought to a decision in the same month of May, 1854. The
negro's name was "Dred Scott,” which name now designates the decision finally made in the
case.

Before the then next Presidential election, the law case came to, and was argued in the Supreme
Court of the United States; but the decision of it was deferred until after the election. Still, before
the election, Senator Trumbull, on the floor of the Senate, requests the leading advocate of the
Nebraska bill to state his opinion whether the people of a territory can constitutionally exclude
slavery from their limits; and the latter answers, "That is a question for the Supreme Court."



The election came. Mr. Buchanan was elected, and the indorsement, such as it was, secured. That
was the second point gained. The indorsement, however, fell short of a clear popular majority by
nearly four hundred thousand votes, and so, perhaps, was not over-whelmingly reliable and
satisfactory.

The outgoing President, in his last annual message, as impressively as possible echoed back upon
the people the weight and authority of the indorsement.

The Supreme Court met again, did not announce their decision, but ordered a re-argument.

The Presidential inauguration came, and still no decision of the court; but the incoming
President, in his inaugural address, fervently exhorted the people to abide by the forthcoming
decision, whatever it might be.

Then, in a few days, came the decision.

The reputed author of the Nebraska bill finds an early occasion to make a speech at this capitol
indorsing the Dred Scott Decision, and vehemently denouncing all opposition to it.

The new President, too, seizes the early occasion of the Silliman letter to indorse and strongly
construe that decision, and to express his astonishment than any different view had ever been
entertained.

At length a squabble springs up between the President and the author of the Nebraska bill, on the
mere question of fact, whether the Lecompton constitution was or was not, in any just sense,
made by the people of Kansas; and in that quarrel the latter declares that all he wants is a fair
vote for the people, and that he cares not whether slavery be voted down or voted up. | do not
understand his declaration that he cares not whether slavery be voted down or voted up, to be
intended by him other than as an apt definition of the policy he would impress upon the public
mind - the principle for which he declares he has suffered much, and is ready to suffer to the end.

And well may he cling to that principle. If he has any parental feeling, well may he cling to it.
That principle, is the only shred left of his original Nebraska doctrine. Under the Dred Scott
decision, "squatter sovereignty" squatted out of existence, tumbled down like temporary
scaffolding - like the mold at the foundry served through one blast and fell back into loose sand -
helped to carry an election, and then was kicked to the winds. His late joint struggle with the
Republicans, against the Lecompton Constitution, involves nothing of the original Nebraska
doctrine. That struggle was made on a point, the right of a people to make their own constitution,
upon which he and the Republicans have never differed.

The several points of the Dred Scott decision, in connection with Senator Douglas' "care not"
policy, constitute the piece of machinery, in its present state of advancement.

The working points of that machinery are:

First, that no negro slave, imported as such from Africa, and no descendant of such slave can



ever be a citizen of any State, in the sense of that term as used in the Constitution of the United
States.

This point is made in order to deprive the negro, in every possible event, of the benefit of that
provision of the United States Constitution, which declares that -

"The citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the
several States."

Secondly, that "subject to the Constitution of the United States," neither Congress nor a
Territorial Legislature can exclude slavery from any United States Territory.

This point is made in order that individual men may fill up the territories with slaves, without
danger of losing them as property, and thus enhance the chances of permanency to the institution
through all the future.

Thirdly, that whether the holding a negro in actual slavery in a free State, makes him free, as
against the holder, the United States courts will not decide, but will leave to be decided by the
courts of any slave State the negro may be forced into by the master.

This point is made, not to be pressed immediately; but, if acquiesced in for a while, and
apparently indorsed by the people at an election, then ro sustain the logical conclusion that what
Dred Scott's master might lawfully do with Dred Scott, in the free State of Illinois, every other
master may lawfully do with any other one or one thousand slaves, in Illinois, or in any other
free State.

Auxiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it, the Nebraska doctrine, or what is left of
it, is to educate and mould public opinion, at least Northern public opinion, to not care whether
slavery is voted down or voted up.

This shows exactly where we now are; and partially also, whither we are tending.

It will throw additional light on the latter, to go back, and run the mind over the string of
historical facts already stated. Several things will now appear less dark and mysterious than they
did when they were transpiring. The people were to be left "perfectly free" "subject only to the
Constitution." What the Constitution had to do with it, outsides could not then see. Plainly
enough now, it was an exactly fitted nitch for the Dred Scott decision to afterward come in, and
declare that perfect freedom of the people, to be just no freedom at all.

Why was the amendment, expressly declaring the right of the people to exclude slavery, voted
down? Plainly enough now, the adoption of it, would have spoiled the nitch for the Dred Scott
decision.

Why was the court decision held up? Why, even a Senator's individual opinion withheld, till
after the Presidential election? Plainly enough now, the speaking out then would have damaged
the "perfectly free" argument upon which the election was to be carried.



Why the outgoing President's felicitation on the indorsement? Why the delay of a reargument?
Why the incoming President's advance exhortation in favor of the decision?

These things look like the cautious patting and petting of a spirited horse, preparatory to
mounting him, when it is dreaded that he may give the rider a fall.

Any why the hasty after indorsements of the decision by the President and others?

We cannot absolutely know that all these exact adaptations are the result of preconcert. But when
we see a lot of framed timbers, different potions of which we know have been gotten out at
different times and places and by different workmen,- Stephen, Franklin, Roger and James, for
instance-and we see these timbers joined together, and see they exactly make the frame of a
house or a mill, all the tenons and mortieses exactly fitting, and all the lengths and proportions of
the different pieces exactly adapted to their respective places, and not a piece too many or too
few-not omitting even scaffolding-or, if a single piece be lacking, we see the place in the frame
exactly fitted and prepared to yet bring such piece in-in such a case, we find it impossible not to
believe that Stephen and Franklin and Roger and James all understood one another from the
beginning, and all worked upon a common plan or draft drawn up before the first lick was
struck.

It should not be overlooked that, by the Nebraska bill, the people of State as well as Territory,
were to be left "perfectly free" "subject only to the Constitution.”

Why mention a State? They were legislating for territories, and not for or about States. Certainly
the people of a State are and ought to be subject to the Constitution of the United States; but why
is mention of this lugged into this merely territorial law? Why are the people of a territory and
the people of a state therein lumped together, and their relation to the Constitution therein treated
as being precisely the same?

While the opinion of the Court, by Chief Justice Taney, in the Dred Scott case, and the separate
opinions of all the concurring Judges, expressly declare that the Constitution of the United States
neither permits Congress nor a territorial legislature to exclude slavery from any United States
territory, they all omit to declare whether or not the same Constitution permits a state, or the
people of a State to exclude it.

Possibly, this is a mere omission; but who can be quite sure, if McLean or Curtis had sought to
get into the opinion a declaration of unlimited power in the people of a state to exclude slavery
from their limits, just as Chase and Mace sought to get such declaration, in behalf of the people
of a territory, into the Nebraska bill-1 ask, who can be quite sure that it would not have been
voted down, in the one case, as it had been in the other?

The nearest approach to the point of declaring the power of a State over slavery, is made by
Judge Nelson. He approaches it more than once, using the precise idea, and almost the language
too, of the Nebraska act. On one occasion his exact language is, "except in cases where the
power is restrained by the Constitution of the United States, the law of the State is supreme over
the subject of slavery within its jurisdiction.”



In what cases the power of the states is so restrained by the U.S. Constitution is left an open
question, precisely as the same question, as to the restraint on the power of the territories was
left open in the Nebraska act. Put that and that together, and we have another nice little nitch,
which we may, ere long, see filled with another Supreme Court decision, declaring that the
Constitution of the United States does not permit a state to exclude slavery from its limits.

And this may be expected if the doctrine of "care not whether slavery be voted down or voted
up,” shall gain upon the public mind sufficiently to give promise that such a decision can be
maintained when made.

Such a decision is all that slavery now lacks of being alike lawful in all the States.

Welcome or unwelcome, such decision is probably coming, and will soon be upon us, unless the
power of the present political dynasty shall be met and overthrown.

We shall lie down pleasantly dreaming that the people of Missouri are on the verge of making
their State free; and we shall awake to the reality, instead, that the Supreme Court has made
[llinois a slave State.

To meet and overthrow the power of that dynasty, is the work now before all those who would
prevent that consummation.

That is what we have to do.
But how can we best do it?

There are those who denounce us openly to their own friends, and yet whisper us softly, that
Senator Douglas is the aptest instrument there is, with which to effect that object. They do not
tell us, nor has he told us, that he wishes any such object to be effected. They wish us to infer all,
from the facts, that he now has a little quarrel with the present head of the dynasty; and that he
has regularly voted with us, on a single point, upon which, he and we, have never differed.

They remind us that he is a great man, and that the largest of us are very small ones. Let this be
granted. But "a living dog is better than a dead lion.” Judge Douglas, if not a dead lion for this
work, is at least a caged and toothless one. How can he oppose the advance of slavery? He don't
care anything about it. His avowed mission is impressing the "public heart" to care nothing
about it.

A leading Douglas Democratic newspaper thinks Douglas' superior talent will be needed to resist
the revival of the African slave trade.

Does Douglas believe an effort to revive that trade is approaching? He has not said so. Does he
really think so? But if it is, how can he resist it? For years he has labored to prove it a sacred
right of white men to take negro slaves into the new territories. Can he possibly show that it is
less a sacred right to buy them where they can be brought cheapest? And, unquestionably they
can be bought cheaper in Africa than in Virginia.



He has done all in his power to reduce the whole question of slavery to one of a mere right of
property; and as such, how can he oppose the foreign slave trade-how can he refuse that trade in
that "property" shall be "perfectly free"-unless he does it as a protection to the home production?
And as the home producers will probably not ask the protection, he will be wholly without a
ground of opposition.

Senator Douglas holds, we know, that a man may rightfully be wiser today than he was
yesterday-that he may rightfully change when he finds himself wrong.

But, can we for that reason, run ahead, and infer that he will make any particular change, of
which he, himself, has given no intimation? Can we safely base our action upon any such vague
inference?

Now, as ever, | wish to not misrepresent Judge Doulgas' position, question his motives, or do
aught that can be personally offensive to him.

Whenever, if ever, he and we can come together on principle so that our great cause may have
assistance from his great ability, | hope to have interposed no adventitious obstacle.

But clearly, he is not now with us-he does not pretend to be-he does not promise to ever be.

Our cause, then, must be intrusted to, and conducted by its own undoubted friends-those whose
hands are free, whose hearts are in the work-who do care for the result.

Two years ago the Republicans of the nation mustered over thirteen hundred thousand strong.

We did this under the single impulse of resistance to a common danger, with every external
circumstance against us.

Of strange, discordant, and even, hostile elements, we gathered from the four winds, and formed
and fought the battle through, under the constant hot fire of a disciplined, proud, and pampered
enemy.

Did we brave all then to falter now? - now - when that same enemy is wavering, dissevered, and
belligerent?

This result is not doubtful. We shall not fail-if we stand firm, we shall not fail.

Wise counsels may accelerate or mistakes delay it, but sooner or later the victory is sure to come.

Source: Collected Works of Abraham Lincoln, edited by Roy P. Basler.
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Fifth Debate: Galesburg, Illinois

October 7, 1858

More than 15,000 people jammed the campus of Knox College. Heavy rain had fallen the day before and a
raw wind blew during the debate.

Douglas went to great length to explain his opposition to the Lecompton Constitution and his opposition to
any compromise on the subject. He made his typical statement concerning the Declaration of Independence
being written by white men and meant to apply only to white men.

Lincoln emphasized the Declaration of Independence was meant to apply to all men.
Source: Neely, Mark E. Jr. 1982. The Abraham Lincoln Encyclopedia. New York: Da Capo Press, Inc.

Full text of the debate follows.

When Senator Douglas appeared on the stand he was greeted with three tremendous cheers. He said:

Ladies and Gentlemen: Four years ago | appeared before the people of Knox county for the purpose of
defending my political action upon the Compromise measures of 1850 and the passage of the Kansas-
Nebraska bill. Those of you before me, who were present then, will remember that | vindicated myself for
supporting those two measures by the fact that they rested upon the great fundamental principle that the
people of each State and each Territory of this Union have the right, and ought to be permitted to exercise
the right, of regulating their own domestic concerns in their own way, subject to no other limitation or
restriction than that which the Constitution of the United States imposes upon them. | then called upon the
people of lllinois to decide whether that principle of self-government was right or wrong. If it was and is right,
then the Compromise measures of 1850 were right, and, consequently, the Kansas and Nebraska bill, based
upon the same principle, must necessarily have been right. (That's so, and cheers.)

The Kansas and Nebraska bill declared, in so many words, that it was the true intent and meaning of the act
not to legislate slavery into any State or Territory, nor 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 Constitution
of the United States. For the last four years | have devoted all my energies, in private and public, to commend
that principle to the American people. Whatever else may be said in condemnation or support of my political
course, | apprehend that no honest man will doubt the fidelity with which, under all circumstances, | have
stood by it.

During the last year a question arose in the Congress of the United States whether or not that principle would
be violated by the admission of Kansas into the Union under the Lecompton Constitution. In my opinion, the
attempt to force Kansas in under that Constitution, was a gross violation of the principle enunciated in the
Compromise measures of 1850, and Kansas and Nebraska bill of 1854, and therefore | led off in the fight
against the Lecompton Constitution, and conducted it until the effort to carry that Constitution through
Congress was abandoned. And | can appeal to all men, friends and foes, Democrats and Republicans,
Northern men and Southern men, that during the whole of that fight | carried the banner of Popular
Sovereignty aloft, and never allowed it to trail in the dust, or lowered my flag until victory perched upon our
arms. (Cheers!) When the Lecompton Constitution was defeated, the question arose in the minds of those
who had advocated it what they should next resort to in order to carry out their views. They devised a
measure known as the English bill, and granted a general amnesty and political pardon to all men who had
fariaht anainst the | ecomntan Canstitiitinn nravided thev wniild siinnart that hill | for ane did nnt chnnse tn
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accept the pardon, or to avail myself of the amnesty granted on that condition. The fact that the supporters of
Lecompton were willing to forgive all differences of opinion at that time in the event those who opposed it
favored the English bill, was an admission they did not think that opposition to Lecompton impaired a man's
standing in the Democratic party. Now the question arises, what was that English bill which certain men are
now attempting to make a test of political orthodoxy in this country. It provided, in substance, that the
Lecompton Constitution should be sent back to the people of Kansas for their adoption or rejection, at an
election which was held in August last, and in case they refused admission under it, that Kansas should be
kept out of the Union until she had 93,420 inhabitants. | was in favor of sending the Constitution back in order
to enable the people to say whether or not it was their act and deed, and embodied their will; but the other
proposition, that if they refused to come into the Union under it, they should be kept out until they had double
or treble the population they then had, | never would sanction by my vote. The reason why | could not
sanction it is to be found in the fact that by the English bill, if the people of Kansas had only agreed to
become a slaveholding State under the Lecompton Constitution, they could have done so with 35,000
people, but if they insisted on being a free State, as they had a right to do, then they were to be punished by
being kept out of the Union until they had nearly three times that population. | then said in my place in the
Senate, as | now say to you, that whenever Kansas has population enough for a slave State she has
population enough for a free State. (That's it, and cheers.) | have never yet given a vote, and | never intend
to record one, making an odious and unjust distinction between the different States of this Union. (Applause.)
I hold it to be a fundamental principle in our republican form of government that all the States of this Union,
old and new, free and slave, stand on an exact equality. Equality among the different States is a cardinal
principle on which all our institutions rest. Wherever, therefore, you make a discrimination, saying to a slave
State that it shall be admitted with 35,000 inhabitants, and to a free State that it shall not be admitted until it
has 93,000 or 100,000 inhabitants, you are throwing the whole weight of the Federal Government into the
scale in favor of one class of States against the other. Nor would | on the other hand any sooner sanction the
doctrine that a free State could be admitted into the Union with 35,000 people, while a slave State was kept
out until it had 93,000. | have always declared in the Senate my willingness, and | am willing now to adopt the
rule, that no Territory shall ever become a State, until it has the requisite population for a member of
Congress, according to the then existing ratio. But while | have always been, and am now willing to adopt that

general rule, | was not willing and would not consent to make an exception of Kansas, as a punishment for
her obstinacy, in demanding the right to do as she pleased in the formation of her Constitution. It is proper
that | should remark here, that my opposition to the Lecompton Constitution did not rest upon the peculiar
position taken by Kansas on the subject of slavery. | held then, and hold now, that if the people of Kansas
want a slave State, it is their right to make one and be received into the Union under it; if, on the contrary,
they want a free State, it is their right to have it, and no man should ever oppose their admission because
they ask it under the one or the other. | hold to that great principle of self-government which asserts the right
of every people to decide for themselves the nature and character of the domestic institutions and
fundamental law under which they are to live.

The effort has been and is now being made in this State by certain postmasters and other Federal office-
holders, to make a test of faith on the support of the English bill. These men are now making speeches all
over the State against me and in favor of Lincoln, either directly or indirectly, because | would not sanction a
discrimination between slave and free States by voting for the English bill. But while that bill is made a test in
lllinois for the purpose of breaking up the Democratic organization in this State, how is it in the other States?
Go to Indiana, and there you find English himself, the author of the English bill, who is a candidate for re-
election to Congress, has been forced by public opinion to abandon his own darling project, and to give a
promise that he will vote for the admission of Kansas at once, whenever she forms a Constitution in
pursuance of law, and ratifies it by a majority vote of her people. Not only is this the case with English himself,
but | am informed that every Democratic candidate for Congress in Indiana takes the same ground. Pass to
Ohio, and there you find that Groesbeck, and Pendleton, and Cox, and all the other anti-Lecompton men who
stood shoulder to shoulder with me against the Lecompton Constitution, but voted for the English bill, now
repudiate it and take the same ground that | do on that question. So it is with the Joneses and others of
Pennsylvania, and so it is with every other Lecompton Democrat in the free States. They now abandon even
the English bill, and come back to the true platform which | proclaimed at the time in the Senate, and upon
which the Democracy of lllinois now stand. And yet, notwithstanding the fact, that every Lecompton and anti-
Lecompton Democrat in the free States has abandoned the English bill, you are told that it is to be made a
test upon me, while the power and patronage of the Government are all exerted to elect men to Congress in
the other States who occupy the same position with reference to it that | do. It seems that my political offense
consists in the fact that | first did not vote for the English bill, and thus pledge myself to keep Kansas out of
the Union until she has a population of 93,420, and then return home, violate that pledge, repudiate the bill,
and take the opposite ground. If | had done this, perhaps the Administration would now be advocating my re-
election, as it is that of the others who have pursued this course. | did not choose to give that pledge, for the
reason that | did not intend to carry out that principle. | never will consent, for the sake of conciliating the
frowns of power, to pledge myself to do that which | do not intend to perform. | now submit the question to you
as my constituency, whether | was not right, first, in resisting the adoption of the Lecompton Constitution; and
secondly, in resisting the English bill. (An universal "Yes," from the crowd.) | repeat, that | opposed the
Lecompton Constitution because it was not the act and deed of the people of Kansas, and did not embody
their will. 1 denied the right of any power on earth, under our system of Government, to force a Constitution
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on an unwilling people. (Hear, hear; that's the doctrine and cheers.) There was a time when some men could
pretend to believe that the Lecompton Constitution embodied the will of the people of Kansas, but that time
has passed. The question was referred to the people of Kansas under the English bill last August, and then,
at a fair election, they rejected the Lecompton Constitution by a vote of from eight to ten against it to one in
its favor. Since it has been voted down by so overwhelming a majority, no man can pretend that it was the act
and deed of that people. (That's so; and cheers.) | submit the question to you whether or not, if it had not
been for me, that Constitution would have been crammed down the throats of the people of Kansas against
their consent. (It would, it would. Hurra for Douglas; three cheers for Douglas, &c.) While at least ninety-nine
out of every hundred people here present, agree that | was right in defeating that project, yet my enemies

use the fact that | did defeat it by doing right, to break me down and put another man in the United States in
my place. (No, no, you'll be returned; three cheers, &c.) The very men who acknowledge that | was right in
defeating Lecompton, now form an alliance with Federal office-holders, professed Lecompton men, to defeat
me, because | did right. (It can't be done.) My political opponent, Mr. Lincoln, has no hope on earth, and has
never dreamed that he had a chance of success, were it not for the aid that he is receiving from Federal
office-holders, who are using their influence and the patronage of the Government against me in revenge for
my having defeated the Lecompton Constitution. (Hear him; and applause.) What do you Republicans think
of a political organization that will try to make an unholy and unnatural combination with its professed foes to
beat a man merely because he has done right? (Shame on it.) You know such is the fact with regard to your
own party. You know that the ax of decapitation is suspended over every man in office in lllinois, and the
terror of proscription is threatened every Democrat by the present Administration, unless he supports the
Republican ticket in preference to my Democratic associates and myself. (The people are with you. Let them
threaten, &c.) I could find an instance in the postmaster of the city of Galesburgh, and in every other
postmaster in this vicinity, all of whom have been stricken down simply because they discharged the duties of
their offices honestly, and supported the regular Democratic ticket in this State in the right. The Republican
party is availing itself of every unworthy means in the present contest to carry the election, because its
leaders know that if they let this chance slip they will never have another, and their hopes of making this a
Republican State will be blasted forever.

Now, let me ask you whether the country has any interest in sustaining this organization, known as the
Republican party. That party is unlike all other political organizations in this country. All other parties have
been national in their character-have avowed their principles alike in the slave and free States, in Kentucky
as well as lllinois, in Louisiana as well as in Massachusetts. Such was the case with the old Whig party, and
such was and is the case with the Democratic party. Whigs and Democrats could proclaim their principles
boldly and fearlessly in the North and in the South, in the East and in the West, wherever the Constitution
ruled and the American flag waved over American soil.

But now you have a sectional organization, a party which appeals to the Northern section of the Union against
the Southern, a party which appeals to Northern passion, Northern pride, Northern ambition, and Northern
prejudices, against Southern people, the Southern States, and Southern institutions. The leaders of that
party hope that they will be able to unite the Northern States in one great sectional party, and inasmuch as
the North is the strongest section, that they will thus be enabled to out vote, conquer, govern, and control the
South. Hence you find that they now make speeches advocating principles and measures which cannot be
defended in any slaveholding State of this Union. Is there a Republican residing in Galesburgh who can travel
into Kentucky and carry his principles with him across the Ohio? (No.) What Republican from Massachusetts
can visit the Old Dominion without leaving his principles behind him when he crosses Mason and Dixon's line?
Permit me to say to you in perfect good humor, but in all sincerity, that no political creed is sound which
cannot be proclaimed fearlessly in every State of this Union where the Federal Constitution is not the
supreme law of the land. ("That's so," and cheers.) Not only is this Republican party unable to proclaim its
principles alike in the North and in the South, in the free States and in the slave States, but it cannot even
proclaim them in the same forms and o give them the same strength and meaning in all parts of the same
State. My friend Lincoln finds it extremely difficult to manage a debate in the center part of the State, where
there is a mixture of men from the North and the South. In the extreme Northern part of lllinois he can
proclaim as bold and radical Abolitionism as ever Giddings, Lovejoy, or Garrison enunciated, but when he
gets down a little further South he claims that he is an old line Whig, (great laughter,) a disciple of Henry
Clay, ("Singleton says he defeated Clay's nomination for the Presidency," and cries of "that's so0,") and
declares that he still adheres to the old line Whig creed, and has nothing whatever to do with Abolitionism, or
negro equality, or negro citizenship. ("Hurrah for Douglas.") | once before hinted this of Mr. Lincoln in a public

speech, and at Charleston he defied me to show that there was any difference between his speeches in the
North and in the South, and that they were not in strict harmony. I will now call your attention to two of them,

and you can then say whether you would be apt to believe that the same man ever uttered both. (Laughter

and cheers.) In a speech in reply to me at Chicago in July last, Mr. Lincoln, in speaking of the equality of the
negro with the white man, used the following language:

"I should like to know, if taking this old Declaration of Independence, which declares that all men are equal
upon principle, and making exceptions to it, where will it stop? If one man says it does not mean a negro, why
may not another man say it does not mean another man? If the Declaration is not the truth, let us get the
statute book in which we find it and tear it out. Who is so bold as to do it? If it is not true, let us tear it out."
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You find that Mr. Lincoln there proposed that if the doctrine of the Declaration of Independence, declaring all
men to be born equal, did not include the negro and put him on an equality with the white man, that we
should take the statute book and tear it out. (Laughter and cheers.) He there took the ground that the negro
race is included in the Declaration of Independence as the equal of the white race, and that there could be
no such thing as a distinction in the races, making one superior and the other inferior. | read now from the
same speech:

"My friends [he says], | have detained you about as long as | desire to do, and | have only to say let us
discard all this quibbling about this man and the other man-this race and that race and the other race being
inferior, and therefore they must be placed in an inferior position, discarding our standard that we have left
us. Let us discard all these things, and unite as one people throughout this land, until we shall once more
stand up declaring that all men are created equal."

["That's right," etc.]

Yes, | have no doubt that you think it is right, but the Lincoln men down in Coles, Tazewell and Sangamon
counties do not think it is right. In the conclusion of the same speech, talking to the Chicago Abolitionists, he
said: "l leave you, hoping that the lamp of liberty will burn in your bosoms until there shall no longer be a
doubt that all men are created free and equal." ["Good, good."] Well, you say good to that, and you are going
to vote for Lincoln because he holds that doctrine. | will not blame you for supporting him on that ground, but |
will show you in immediate contrast with that doctrine, what Mr. Lincoln said down in Egypt in order to get
votes in that locality where they do not hold to such a doctrine. In a joint discussion between Mr. Lincoln and
myself, at Charleston, | think, on the 18th of last month, Mr. Lincoln, referring to this subject, used the
following language:

"I will say then, that | am not nor never have been in favor of bringing about in any way the social and political
equality of the white and black races; that | am not nor never have been in favor of making voters of the free
negroes, or jurors, or qualifying them to hold office, or having them to marry with white people. I will say in
addition, that there is a physical difference between the white and black races, which, | suppose, will forever
forbid the two races living together upon terms of social and political equality, and inasmuch as they cannot
so live, that while they do remain together, there must be the position of superior and inferior, that | as much
as any other man am in favor of the superior position being assigned to the white man."

["Good for Lincoln."]

Fellow-citizens, here you find men hurraing for Lincoln and saying that he did right, when in one part of the
State he stood up for negro equality, and in another part for political effect, discarded the doctrine and
declared that there always must be a superior and inferior race. Abolitionists up north are expected and

required to vote for Lincoln because he goes for the equality of the races, holding that by the Declaration of
Independence the white man and the negro were created equal, and endowed by the Divine law with that
equality, and down south he tells the old Whigs, the Kentuckians, Virginians, and Tennesseeans, that there is
a physical difference in the races, making one superior and the other inferior, and that he is in favor of
maintaining the superiority of the white race over the negro. Now, how can you reconcile those two positions
of Mr. LincoIn? He is to be voted for in the south as a pro-slavery man, and he is to be voted for in the north
as an Abolitionist. Up here he thinks it is all nonsense to talk about a difference between the races, and says
that we must "discard all quibbling about this race and that race and the other race being inferior, and
therefore they must be placed in an inferior position." Down south he makes this "quibble" about this race
and that race and the other race being inferior as the creed of his party, and declares that the negro can
never be elevated to the position of the white man. You find that his political meetings are called by different
names in different counties in the State. Here they are called Republican meetings, but in old Tazewell, where
Lincoln made a speech last Tuesday, he did not address a Republican meeting, but "a grand rally of the
Lincoln men." There are very few Republicans there, because Tazewell county is filled with old Virginians and
Kentuckians, all of whom are Whigs or Democrats, and if Mr. Lincoln had called an Abolition or Republican
meeting there, he would not get many votes. Go down into Egypt and you find that he and his party are
operating under an alias there, which his friend Trumbull has given them, in order that they may cheat the
people. When | was down in Monroe county a few weeks ago addressing the people, | saw handbills posted
announcing that Mr. Trumbull was going to speak in behalf of Lincoln, and what do you think the name of his
party was there? Why the "Free Democracy." Mr. Trumbull and Mr. Jehu Baker were announced to address
the Free Democracy of Monroe county, and the bill was signed "Many Free Democrats." The reason that
Lincoln and his party adopted the name of "Free Democracy" down there was because Monroe county has
always been an old-fashioned Democratic county, and hence it was necessary to make the people believe
that they were Democrats, sympathized with them, and were fighting for Lincoln as Democrats. Come up to
Springfield, where Lincoln now lives and always has lived, and you find that the Convention of his party which
assembled to nominate candidates for Legislature, who are expected to vote for him if elected, dare not
adopt the name of Republican, but assembled under the title of "all opposed to the Democracy." Thus you
find that Mr. Lincoln's creed cannot travel through even one half of the counties of this State, but that it
changes its hues and becomes lighter and lighter, as it travels from the extreme north, until it is nearly white,
when it reaches the extreme aniith end nf the State | ack vair mv friends whv cannnt Reniihlicans avaw their
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principles alike every where? | would despise myself if | thought that | was procuring your votes by concealing
my opinions, and by avowing one set of principles in one part of the State, and a different set in another part.
If I do not truly and honorably represent your feelings and principles, then | ought not to be your Senator; and
I will never conceal my opinions, or modify or change them a hair's breadth in order to get votes. | tell you that
this Chicago doctrine of Lincoln's-declaring that the negro and the white man are made equal by the
Declaration of Independence and by Divine Providence-is a monstrous heresy. The signers of the
Declaration of Independence never dreamed of the negro when they were writing that document. They
referred to white men, to men of European birth and European descent, when they declared the equality of
all men. | see a gentleman there in the crowd shaking his head. Let me remind him that when Thomas
Jefferson wrote that document, he was the owner, and so continued until his death, of a large number of
slaves. Did he intend to say in that Declaration, that his negro slaves, which he held and treated as property,
were created his equals by Divine law, and that he was violating the law of God every day of his life by
holding them as slaves? It must be borne in mind that when that Declaration was put forth, every one of the
thirteen Colonies were slaveholding Colonies, and every man who signed that instrument represented a
slave-holding constituency. Recollect, also, that no one of them emancipated his slaves, much less put them
on an equality with himself, after he signed the Declaration. On the contrary, they all continued to hold their
negroes as slaves during the revolutionary war. Now, do you believe-are you willing to have it said-that every
man who signed the Declaration of Independence declared the negro his equal, and then was hypocrite

enough to continue to hold him as a slave, in violation of what he believed to be the Divine law? And yet when
you say that the Declaration of Independence includes the negro, you charge the signers of it with hypocrisy.

| say to you, frankly, that in my opinion, this Government was made by our fathers on the white basis. It was
made by white men for the benefit of white men and their posterity forever, and was intended to be
administered by white men in all time to come. But while | hold that under our Constitution and political system
the negro is not a citizen, cannot be a citizen, and ought not to be a citizen, it does not follow by any means
that he should be a slave. On the contrary it does follow that the negro, as an inferior race, ought to possess
every right, every privilege, every immunity which he can safely exercise consistent with the safety of the
society in which he lives. Humanity requires, and Christianity commands, that you shall extend to every
inferior being, and every dependent being, all the privileges, immunities and advantages which can be
granted to them consistent with the safety of society. If you ask me the nature and extent of these privileges, |
answer that that is a question which the people of each State must decide for themselves. lllinois has decided
that question for herself. We have said that in this State the negro shall not be a slave, nor shall he be a
citizen. Kentucky holds a different doctrine. New York holds one different from either, and Maine one different
from all. Virginia, in her policy on this question, differs in many respects from the others, and so on, until
there is hardly two States whose policy is exactly alike in regard to the relation of the white man and the
negro. Nor can you reconcile them and make them alike. Each State must do as it pleases. lllinois had as
much right to adopt the policy which we have on that subject as Kentucky had to adopt a different policy. The
great principle of this Government is, that each State has the right to do as it pleases on all these questions,
and no other State, or power on earth has the right to interfere with us, or complain of us merely because our
system differs from theirs. In the Compromise Measures of 1850, Mr. Clay declared that this great principle
ought to exist in the Territories as well as in the States, and | reasserted his doctrine in the Kansas and
Nebraska bill in 1854.

But Mr. Lincoln cannot be made to understand, and those who are determined to vote for him, no matter
whether he is a proslavery man in the south and a negro equality advocate in the north, cannot be made to
understand how it is that in a Territory the people can do as they please on the slavery question under the
Dred Scott decision. Let us see whether | cannot explain it to the satisfaction of all impartial men. Chief
Justice Taney has said in his opinion in the Dred Scott case, that a negro slave being property, stands on an
equal footing with other property, and that the owner may carry them into United States territory the same as
he does other property. Suppose any two of you, neighbors, should conclude to go to Kansas, one carrying
$100,000 worth of negro slaves and the other $100,000 worth of mixed merchandise, including quantities of
liquors. You both agree that under that decision you may carry your property to Kansas, but when you get it
there, the merchant who is possessed of the liquors is met by the Maine liquor law, which prohibits the sale or
use of his property, and the owner of the slaves is met by equally unfriendly legislation, which makes his
property worthless after he gets it there. What is the right to carry your property into the Territory worth to
either, when unfriendly legislation in the Territory renders it worthless after you get it there? The slaveholder
when he gets his slaves there finds that there is no local law to protect him in holding them, no slave code, no
police regulation maintaining and sup porting him in his right, and he discovers at once that the absence of
such friendly legislation excludes his property from the Territory, just as irresistibly as if there was a positive
Constitutional prohibition excluding it. Thus you find it is with any kind of property in a Territory, it depends for
its protection on the local and municipal law. If the people of a Territory want slavery, they make friendly
legislation to introduce it, but if they do not want it, they withhold all protection from it, and then it cannot exist
there. Such was the view taken on the subject by different Southern men when the Nebraska bill passed. See
the speech of Mr. Orr, of South Carolina, the present Speaker of the House of Representatives of Congress,
made at that time, and there you will find this whole doctrine argued out at full length. Read the speeches of
other Southern Congressmen, Senators and Representatives, made in 1854, and you will find that they took

the same view of the subject as Mr. Orr-that slavery could never be forced on a people who did not want it. |
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hold that in this country there is no power on the face of the globe that can force any institution on an
unwilling people. The great fundamental principle of our Government is that the people of each State and
each Territory shall be left perfectly free to decide for themselves what shall be the nature and character of
their institutions. When this Government was made, it was based on that principle. At the time of its formation
there were twelve slaveholding States and one free State in this Union. Suppose this doctrine of Mr. Lincoln
and the Republicans, of uniformity of laws of all the States on the subject of slavery, had prevailed; suppose
Mr. Lincoln himself had been a member of the Convention which framed the Constitution, and that he had
risen in that august body, and addressing the father of his country, had said as he did at Springfield:

"A house divided against itself cannot stand. | believe this Government cannot endure permanently half slave
and half free. | do not expect the Union to be dissolved-I do not expect the house to fall, but | do expect it will
cease to be divided. It will become all one thing or all the other."

What do you think would have been the result? (Hurrah for Douglas.) Suppose he had made that Convention
believe that doctrine and they had acted upon it, what do you think would have been the result? Do you
believe that the one free State would have outvoted the twelve slaveholding States, and thus abolish slavery?
(No! no! and cheers.) On the contrary, would not the twelve slaveholding States have outvoted the one free
State, and under his doctrine have fastened slavery by an irrevocable Constitutional provision upon every
inch of the American Republic? Thus you see that the doctrine he now advocates, if proclaimed at the
beginning of the Government, would have established slavery every where throughout the American
continent, and are you willing, now that we have the majority section, to exercise a power which we never
would have submitted to when we were in the minority? If the Southern States had attempted to control our
institutions, and make the States all slave when they had the power, | ask would you have submitted to it? If
you would not, are you willing now, that we have become the strongest under that great principle of self-
government that allows each State to do as it pleases, to attempt to control the Southern institutions? ("No,
no.") Then, my friends, | say to you that there is but one path of peace in this Republic, and that is to
administer this Government as our fathers made it, divided into free and slave States, allowing each State to
decide for itself whether it wants slavery or not. If llinois will settle the slavery question for herself, and mind
her own business and let her neighbors alone, we will be at peace with Kentucky, and every other Southern
State. If every other State in the Union will do the same there will be peace between the North and the South,
and in the whole Union.

| am told that my time has expired.

(Nine cheers for Douglas.)

Mr. Lincoln's Speech

Mr. Lincoln was received as he came forward with three enthusiastic cheers, coming from every part of the
vast assembly. After silence was restored, Mr. Lincoln said:

MY FELLOW-CITIZENS:-A very large portion of the speech which Judge Douglas has addressed to you has
previously been delivered and put in print. [Laughter.] | do not mean that for a hit upon the Judge at all.
[Renewed laughter.] If | had not been interrupted, | was going to say that such an answer as | was able to
make to a very large portion of it, had already been more than once made and published. There has been an
opportunity afforded to the public to see our respective views upon the topics discussed in a large portion of

the speech which he has just delivered. | make these remarks for the purpose of excusing myself for not
passing over the entire ground that the Judge has traversed. | however desire to take up some of the points
that he has attended to, and ask your attention to them, and | shall follow him backwards upon some notes
which | have taken, reversing the order by beginning where he concluded.

The Judge has alluded to the Declaration of Independence, and insisted that negroes are not included in that
Declaration; and that it is a slander upon the framers of that instrument, to suppose that negroes were meant
therein; and he asks you: Is it possible to believe that Mr. Jefferson, who penned the immortal paper, could
have supposed himself applying the language of that instrument to the negro race, and yet held a portion of
that race in slavery? Would he not at once have freed them? | only have to remark upon this part of the
Judge's speech (and that, too, very briefly, for | shall not detain myself, or you, upon that point for any great
length of time), that | believe the entire records of the world, from the date of the Declaration of
Independence up to within three years ago, may be searched in vain for one single affirmation, from one
single man, that the negro was not included in the Declaration of Independence; | think | may defy Judge
Douglas to show that he ever said so, that Washington ever said so, that any President ever said so, that any
member of Congress ever said so, or that any living man upon the whole earth ever said so, until the
necessities of the present policy of the Democratic party, in regard to slavery, had to invent that affirmation.
And | will remind Judge Douglas and this audience, that while Mr. Jefferson was the owner of slaves, as
undoubtedly he was, in speaking upon this very subject, he used the strong language that "he trembled for
his country when he remembered that God was just;" and | will offer the highest premium in my power to
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The next thing to which | will ask your attention is the Judge's comments upon the fact, as he assumes it to
be, that we cannot call our public meetings as Republican meetings; and he instances Tazewell county as
one of the places where the friends of Lincoln have called a public meeting and have not dared to name it a
Republican meeting. He instances Monroe county as another where Judge Trumbull and Jehu Baker
addressed the persons whom the Judge assumes to be the friends of Lincoln, calling them the "Free
Democracy." | have the honor to inform Judge Douglas that he spoke in that very county of Tazewell last
Saturday, and | was there on Tuesday last, and when he spoke there he spoke under a call not venturing to
use the word "Democrat." [Turning to Judge Douglas.] What think you of this?

So again, there is another thing to which | would ask the Judge's attention upon this subject. In the contest of
1856 his party delighted to call themselves together as the "National Democracy," but now, if there should be
a notice put up any where for a meeting of the "National Democracy," Judge Douglas and his friends would
not come. They would not suppose themselves invited. They would understand that it was a call for those
hateful postmasters whom he talks about.

Now a few words in regard to these extracts from speeches of mine, which Judge Douglas has read to you,
and which he supposes are in very great contrast to each other. Those speeches have been before the
public for a considerable time, and if they have any inconsistency in them, if there is any conflict in them, the
public have been unable to detect it. When the Judge says, in speaking on this subject, that | make speeches
of one sort for the people of the northern end of the State, and of a different sort for the southern people, he
assumes that | do not understand that my speeches will be put in print and read north and south. | knew all
the while that the speech that | made at Chicago, and the one | made at Jonesboro and the one at
Charleston, would all be put in print and all the reading and intelligent men in the community would see them
and know all about my opinions. And | have not supposed, and do not now suppose, that there is any conflict
whatever between them. But the Judge will have it that if we do not confess that there is a sort of inequality
between the white and black races, which justifies us in making them slaves, we must, then, insist that there is

a degree of equality that requires us to make them our wives. Now, | have all the while taken a broad
distinction in regard to that matter; and that is all there is in these different speeches which he arrays here,
and the entire reading of either of the speeches will show that that distinction was made. Perhaps by taking
two parts of the same speech, he could have got up as much of a conflict as the one he has found. | have all
the while maintained, that in so far as it should be insisted that there was an equality between the white and
black races that should produce a perfect social and political equality, it was an impossibility. This you have
seen in my printed speeches, and with it | have said, that in their right to "life, liberty and the pursuit of
happiness," as proclaimed in that old Declaration, the inferior races are our equals. And these declarations |
have constantly made in reference to the abstract moral question, to contemplate and consider when we are
legislating about any new country which is not already cursed with the actual presence of the evil-slavery. |
have never manifested any impatience with the necessities that spring from the actual presence of black
people amongst us, and the actual existence of slavery amongst us where it does already exist; but | have
insisted that, in legislating for new countries, where it does not exist, there is no just rule other than that of
moral and abstract right! With reference to those new countries, those maxims as to the right of a people to
"life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness," were the just rules to be constantly referred to. There is no
misunderstanding this, except by men interested to misunderstand it. | take it that | have to address an
intelligent and reading community, who will peruse what | say, weigh it, and then judge whether | advance
improper or unsound views, or whether | advance hypocritical, and deceptive, and contrary views in different
portions of the country. | believe myself to be guilty of no such thing as the latter, though, of course, | cannot
claim that | am entirely free from all error in the opinions | advance.

The Judge has also detained us awhile in regard to the distinction between his party and our party. His he
assumes to be a national party-ours a sectional one. He does this in asking the question whether this country
has any interest in the maintenance of the Republican party? He assumes that our party is altogether
sectional-that the party to which he adheres is national; and the argument is, that no party can be a rightful
party-can be based upon rightful principles-unless it can announce its principles every where. | presume that
Judge Douglas could not go into Russia and announce the doctrine of our national Democracy; he could not
denounce the doctrine of kings and emperors and monarchies in Russia; and it may be true of this country,
that in some places we may not be able to proclaim a doctrine as clearly true as the truth of Democracy,
because there is a section so directly opposed to it that they will not tolerate us in doing so. Is it the true test
of the soundness of a doctrine, that in some places people won't let you proclaim it? Is that the way to test the
truth of any doctrine? Why, | understood that at one time the people of Chicago would not let Judge Douglas
preach a certain favorite doctrine of his. | commend to his consideration the question, whether he takes that
as a test of the unsoundness of what he wanted to preach.

There is another thing to which | wish to ask attention for a little while on this occasion. What has always been
the evidence brought forward to prove that the Republican party is a sectional party? The main one was that
in the Southern portion of the Union the people did not let the Republicans proclaim their doctrines amongst
them. That has been the main evidence brought forward-that they had no supporters, or substantially none,
in the slave States. The South have not taken hold of our principles as we announce them; nor does Judge
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Douglas now grapple with those principles. We have a Republican State Platform, laid down in Springfield in
June last, stating our position all the way through the questions before the country. We are now far advanced
in this canvass. Judge Douglas and | have made perhaps forty speeches apiece, and we have now for the
fifth time met face to face in debate, and up to this day | have not found either Judge Douglas or any friend of
his taking hold of the Republican platform or laying his finger upon anything in it that is wrong. | ask you all to
recollect that. Judge Douglas turns away from the platform of principles to the fact that he can find people
somewhere who will not allow us to announce those principles. If he had great confidence that our principles
were wrong, he would take hold of them and demonstrate them to be wrong. But he does not do so. The only

evidence he has of their being wrong is in the fact that there are people who won't allow us to preach them. |
ask again is that the way to test the soundness of a doctrine?

| ask his attention also to the fact that by the rule of nationality he is himself fast becoming sectional. | ask his
attention to the fact that his speeches would not go as current now south of the Ohio river as they have
formerly gone there. | ask his attention to the fact that he felicitates himself to-day that all the Democrats of
the free States are agreeing with him, while he omits to tell us that the Democrats of any slave State agree
with him. If he has not thought of this, | commend to his consideration the evidence in his own declaration, on
this day, of his becoming sectional too. | see it rapidly approaching. Whatever may be the result of this
ephemeral contest between Judge Douglas and myself, | see the day rapidly approaching when his pill of
sectionalism, which he has been thrusting down the throats of Republicans for years past, will be crowded
down his own throat.

Now in regard to what Judge Douglas said (in the beginning of his speech) about the Compromise of 1850,
containing the principle of the Nebraska bill, although | have often presented my views upon that subject, yet
as | have not done so in this canvass, | will, if you please, detain you a little with them. | have always
maintained, so far as | was able, that there was nothing of the principle of the Nebraska bill in the
Compromise of 1850 at all-nothing whatever. Where can you find the principle of the Nebraska bill in that
Compromise? If any where, in the two pieces of the Compromise organizing the Territories of New Mexico and
Utah. It was expressly provided in these two acts, that, when they came to be admitted into the Union, they
should be admitted with or without slavery, as they should choose, by their own Constitutions. Nothing was
said in either of those acts as to what was to be done in relation to slavery during the territorial existence of
those Territories, while Henry Clay constantly made the declaration (Judge Douglas recognizing him as a
leader) that, in his opinion, the old Mexican laws would control that question during the territorial existence,
and that these old Mexican laws excluded slavery. How can that be used as a principle for declaring that
during the territorial existence as well as at the time of framing the Constitution, the people, if you please,
might have slaves if they wanted them? | am not discussing the question whether it is right or wrong; but how
are the New Mexican and Utah laws patterns for the Nebraska bill? | maintain that the organization of Utah
and New Mexico did not establish a general principle at all. It had no feature of establishing a general
principle. The acts to which | have referred were a part of a general system of Compromises. They did not lay
down what was proposed as a regular policy for the Territories; only an agreement in this particular case to
do in that way, because other things were done that were to be a compensation for it. They were allowed to
come in in that shape, because in another way it was paid for-considering that as a part of that system of
measures called the Compromise of 1850, which finally included half a dozen acts. It included the admission
of California as a free State, which was kept out of the Union for half a year because it had formed a free
Constitution. It included the settlement of the boundary of Texas, which had been undefined before, which
was in itself a slavery question; for, if you pushed the line farther west, you made Texas larger, and made
more slave Territory; while, if you drew the line toward the east, you narrowed the boundary and diminished
the domain of slavery, and by so much increased free Territory. It included the abolition of the slave-trade in
the District of Columbia. It included the passage of a new Fugitive Slave law. All these things were put
together, and though passed in separate acts, were nevertheless in legislation (as the speeches at the time
will show), made to depend upon each other. Each got votes, with the understanding that the other measures
were to pass, and by this system of Compromise, in that series of measures, those two bills-the New Mexico
and Utah bills-were passed; and | say for that reason they could not be taken as models, framed upon their
own intrinsic principle, for all future Territories. And | have the evidence of this in the fact that Judge Douglas,
a year afterward, or more than a year afterward, perhaps, when he first introduced bills for the purpose of
framing new Territories, did not attempt to follow these bills of New Mexico and Utah; and even when he
introduced this Nebraska bill, | think you will discover that he did not exactly follow them. But | do not wish to

dwell at great length upon this branch of the discussion. My own opinion is, that a thorough investigation will
show most plainly that the New Mexico and Utah bills were part of a system of Compromise, and not designed
as patterns for future territorial legislation; and that this Nebraska bill did not follow them as a pattern at all.

The Judge tells, in proceeding, that he is opposed to making any odious distinctions between free and slave
States. | am altogether unaware that the Republicans are in favor of making any odious distinctions between
the free and slave States. But there still is a difference, | think, between Judge Douglas and the Republicans
in this. | suppose that the real difference between Judge Douglas and his friends, and the Republicans on the
contrary, is, that the Judge is not in favor of making any difference between slavery and liberty-that he is in
favor of eradicating, of pressing out of view, the questions of preference in this country for free or slave
institutions; and consequently every sentiment he utters discards the idea that there is any wrong in slavery.
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Every thing that emanates from him or his coadjutors in their course of policy, carefully excludes the thought
that there is any thing wrong in slavery. All their arguments, if you will consider them, will be seen to exclude
the thought that there is any thing whatever wrong in slavery. If you will take the Judge's speeches, and
select the short and pointed sentences expressed by him-as his declaration that he "don't care whether
slavery is voted up or down"- you will see at once that this is perfectly logical, if you do not admit that slavery
is wrong. If you do admit that it is wrong, Judge Douglas cannot logically say he don't care whether a wrong is
voted up or voted down. Judge Douglas declares that if any community want slavery they have a right to have
it. He can say that logically, if he says that there is no wrong in slavery; but if you admit that there is a wrong
in it, he cannot logically say that any body has a right to do wrong. He insists that, upon the score of equality,
the owners of slaves and owners of property-of horses and every other sort of property-should be alike and
hold them alike in a new Territory. That is perfectly logical, if the two species of property are alike and are
equally founded in right. But if you admit that one of them is wrong, you cannot institute any equality between
right and wrong. And from this difference of sentiment-the belief on the part of one that the institution is
wrong, and a policy springing from that belief which looks to the arrest of the enlargement of that wrong; and
this other sentiment, that it is no wrong, and a policy sprung from that sentiment which will tolerate no idea of
preventing that wrong from growing larger, and looks to there never being an end of it through all the
existence of things,-arises the real difference between Judge Douglas and his friends on the one hand, and
the Republicans on the other. Now, | confess myself as belonging to that class in the country who
contemplate slavery as a moral, social and political evil, having due regard for its actual existence amongst
us and the difficulties of getting rid of it in any satisfactory way, and to all the Constitutional obligations which
have been thrown about it; but, nevertheless, desire a policy that looks to the prevention of it as a wrong, and
looks hopefully to the time when as a wrong it may come to an end.

Judge Douglas has again, for, | believe, the fifth time, if not the seventh, in my presence, reiterated his
charge of a conspiracy or combination between the National Democrats and Republicans. What evidence
Judge Douglas has upon his subject | know not, inasmuch as he never favors us with any. | have said upon a
former occasion, and | do not choose to suppress it now, that | have no objection to the division in the
Judge's party. He got it up himself. It was all his and their work. He had, | think, a great deal more to do with
the steps that led to the Lecompton Constitution than Mr. Buchanan had; though at last, when they reached
it, they quarreled over it, and their friends divided upon it. | am very free to confess to Judge Douglas that |
have no objection to the division; but | defy the Judge to show any evidence that | have in any way promoted
that division, unless he insists on being a witness himself in merely saying so. | can give all fair friends of
Judge Douglas here to understand exactly the view that Republicans take in regard to that division. Don't you
remember how two years ago the opponents of the Democratic party were divided between Fremont and
Fillmore? | guess you do. Any Democrat who remembers that division, will remember also that he was at the
time very glad of it, and then he will be able to see all there is between the National Democrats and the
Republicans. What we now think of the two divisions of Democrats, you then thought of the Fremont and

Fillmore divisions. That is all there is of it.

But, if the Judge continues to put forward the declaration that there is an unholy and unnatural alliance
between the Republican and the National Democrats, | now want to enter my protest against receiving him as
an entirely competent witness upon that subject. | want to call to the Judge's attention an attack he made
upon me in the first one of these debates, at Ottawa, on the 21st of August. In order to fix extreme
Abolitionism upon me, Judge Douglas read a set of resolutions which he declared had been passed by a
Republican State Convention, in October, 1854, at Springfield, lllinois, and he declared | had taken part in
that Convention. It turned out that although a few men calling themselves an anti-Nebraska State Convention
had sat at Springfield about that time, yet neither did | take any part in it, nor did it pass the resolutions or any
such resolutions as Judge Douglas read. So apparent had it become that the resolutions which he read had
not been passed at Springfield at all, nor by a State Convention in which | had taken part, that seven days
afterward, at Freeport, Judge Douglas declared that he had been misled by Charles H. Lanphier, editor of the
State Register, and Thomas L. Harris, member of Congress in that District, and he promised in that speech
that when he went to Springfield he would investigate the matter. Since then Judge Douglas has been to
Springfield, and | presume has made the investigation; but a month has passed since he has been there, and
so far as | know, he has made no report of the result of his investigation. | have waited as | think sufficient
time for the report of that investigation, and | have some curiosity to see and hear it. A fraud-an absolute
forgery was committed, and the perpetration of it was traced to the three-Lanphier, Harris and Douglas.
Whether it can be narrowed in any way so as to exonerate any one of them, is what Judge Douglas's report
would probably show.

It is true that the set of resolutions read by Judge Douglas were published in the llinois State Register on the

16th of October, 1854, as being the resolutions of an anti-Nebraska Convention, which had sat in that same

month of October, at Springfield. But it is also true that the publication in the Register was a forgery then, and

the question is still behind, which of the three, if not all of them, committed that forgery? The idea that it was

done by mistake, is absurd. The article in the lllinois State Register contains part of the real proceedings of

that Springfield Convention, showing that the writer of the article had the real proceedings before him, and

purposely threw out the genuine resolutions passed by the Convention, and fraudulently substituted the

others. Lanphier then, as now, was the editor of the Register, so that there seems to be but little room for his

escape. But then it is to be borne in mind that Lanphier has less interest in the obiect of that forgery than
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either of the other two. The main object of that forgery at that time was to beat Yates and elect Harris to
Congress, and that object was known to be exceedingly dear to Judge Douglas at that time. Harris and
Douglas were both in Springfield when the Convention was in session, and although they both left before the
fraud appeared in the Register, subsequent events show that they have both had their eyes fixed upon that
Convention.

The fraud having been apparently successful upon the occasion, both Harris and Douglas have more than
once since then been attempting to put it to new uses. As the fisherman's wife, whose drowned husband was
brought home with his body full of eels, said when she was asked, "What was to be done with him?" "Take the
eels out and set him again"; so Harris and Douglas have shown a disposition to take the eels out of that stale
fraud by which they gained Harris's election, and set the fraud again more than once. On the 9th of July,
1856, Douglas attempted a repetition of it upon Trumbull on the floor of the Senate of the United States, as
will appear from the appendix of the Congressional Globe of that date.

On the 9th of August, Harris attempted it again upon Norton in the House of Representatives, as will appear
by the same documents-the appendix to the Congressional Globe of that date. On the 21st of August last, all
three-Lanphier, Douglas and Harris-reattempted it upon me at Ottawa. It has been clung to and played out

again and again as an exceedingly high trump by this blessed trio. And now that it has been discovered
publicly to be a fraud, we find that Judge Douglas manifests no surprise at it at all. He makes no complaint of
Lanphier, who must have known it to be a fraud from the beginning. He, Lanphier and Harris, are just as cozy
now, and just as active in the concoction of new schemes as they were before the general discovery of this
fraud. Now all this is very natural if they are all alike guilty in that fraud, and it is very unnatural if any one of
them is innocent. Lanphier perhaps insists that the rule of honor among thieves does not quite require him to
take all upon himself, and consequently my friend Judge Douglas finds it difficult to make a satisfactory report
upon his investigation. But meanwhile the three are agreed that each is "a most honorable man."

Judge Douglas requires an indorsement of his truth and honor by a re-election to the United States Senate,
and he makes and reports against me and against Judge Trumbull, day after day, charges which we know to
be utterly untrue, without for a moment seeming to think that this one unexplained fraud, which he promised
to investigate, will be the least drawback to his claim to belief. Harris ditto. He asks a re-election to the lower
House of Congress without seeming to remember at all that he is involved in this dishonorable fraud! The
lllinois State Register, edited by Lanphier, then, as now, the central organ of both Harris and Douglas,
continues to din the public ear with this assertion without seeming to suspect that these assertions are at all
lacking in title to belief.

After all, the question still recurs upon us, how did that fraud originally get into the State Register? Lanphier
then, as now, was the editor of that paper. Lanphier knows. Lanphier cannot be ignorant of how and by whom
it was originally concocted. Can he be induced to tell, or if he has told, can Judge Douglas be induced to tell
how it originally was concocted? It may be true that Lanphier insists that the two men for whose benefit it was
originally devised, shall at least bear their share of it! How that is, | do not know, and while it remains
unexplained, | hope to be pardoned if | insist that the mere fact of Judge Douglas making charges against
Trumbull and myself is not quite sufficient evidence to establish them!

While we were at Freeport, in one of these joint discussions, | answered certain interrogatories which Judge
Douglas had propounded to me, and there in turn propounded some to him, which he in a sort of way
answered. The third one of these interrogatories | have with me and wish now to make some comments upon
it. It was in these words: "If the Supreme Court of the United States shall decide that the States cannot
exclude slavery from their limits, are you in favor of acquiescing in, adhering to and following such decision,
as a rule of political action?"

To this interrogatory Judge Douglas made no answer in any just sense of the word. He contented himself with
sneering at the thought that it was possible for the Supreme Court ever to make such a decision. He sneered
at me for propounding the interrogatory. | had not propounded it without some reflection, and | wish now to
address to this audience some remarks upon it.

In the second clause of the sixth article, | believe it is, of the Constitution of the United States, we find the
following language: "This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made in pursuance
thereof; and all treaties made, or which shall be made under the authority of the United States, shall be the
supreme law of the land; and the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, any thing in the Constitution
or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding."

The essence of the Dred Scott case is compressed into the sentence which | will now read: "Now, as we have
already said in an earlier part of this opinion, upon a different point, the right of property in a slave is
distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution." | repeat it, "The right of property in a slave is distinctly
and expressly affirmed in the Constitution!" What is it to be "affirmed” in the Constitution? Made firm in the
Constitution -so made that it cannot be separated from the Constitution without breaking the Constitution-
durable as the Constitution, and part of the Constitution. Now, remembering the provision of the Constitution
which | have read. affirmina that that instrument is the sunreme law of the land: that the Judaes of everv State
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shall be bound by it, any law or Constitution of any State to the contrary notwithstanding; that the right of
property in a slave is affirmed in that Constitution, is made, formed into, and cannot be separated from it
without breaking it; durable as the instrument; part of the instrument; -what follows as a short and even
syllogistic argument from it? | think it follows, and | submit to the consideration of men capable of arguing,
whether as | state it, in syllogistic form, the argument has any fault in it?

Nothing in the Constitution or laws of any State can destroy a right distinctly and expressly affirmed in the
Constitution of the United States.

The right of property in a slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution of the United States.

Therefore, nothing in the Constitution or laws of any State can destroy the right of property in a slave.

believe that no fault can be pointed out in that argument; assuming the truth of the premises, the conclusion,
so far as | have capacity at all to understand it, follows inevitably. There is a fault in it as I think, but the fault
is not in the reasoning; but the falsehood in fact is a fault of the premises. | believe that the right of property
in a slave is not distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution, and Judge Douglas thinks it is. | believe
that the Supreme Court and the advocates of that decision may search in vain for the place in the
Constitution where the right of a slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed. | say, therefore, that | think one of
the premises is not true in fact. But it is true with Judge Douglas. It is true with the Supreme Court who
pronounced it. They are estopped from denying it, and being estopped from denying it, the conclusion follows
that the Constitution of the United States being the supreme law, no constitution or law can interfere with it. It
being affirmed in the decision that the right of property in a slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the
Constitution, the conclusion inevitably follows that no State law or constitution can destroy that right. | then
say to Judge Douglas and to all others, that | think it will take a better answer than a sneer to show that those
who have said that the right of property in a slave is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution, are
not prepared to show that no constitution or law can destroy that right. | say | believe it will take a far better
argument than a mere sneer to show to the minds of intelligent men that whoever has so said, is not
prepared, whenever public sentiment is so far advanced as to justify it, to say the other. This is but an
opinion, and the opinion of one very humble man; but it is my opinion that the Dred Scott decision, as it is,
never would have been made in its present form if the party that made it had not been sustained previously
by the elections. My own opinion is, that the new Dred Scott decision, deciding against the right of the people
of the States to exclude slavery, will never be made, if that party is not sustained by the elections. | believe,
further, that it is just as sure to be made as to-morrow is to come, if that party shall be sustained. | have said,
upon a former occasion, and | repeat it now, that the course of argument that Judge Douglas makes use of
upon this subject (I charge not his motives in this), is preparing the public mind for that new Dred Scott
decision. | have asked him again to point out to me the reasons for his first adherence to the Dred Scott
decision as it is. | have turned his attention to the fact that General Jackson differed with him in regard to the
political obligation of a Supreme Court decision. | have asked his attention to the fact that Jefferson differed
with him in regard to the political obligation of a Supreme Court decision. Jefferson said, that "Judges are as
honest as other men, and not more so."And he said, substantially, that "whenever a free people should give
up in absolute submission to any department of government, retaining for themselves no appeal from it, their
liberties were gone." | have asked his attention to the fact that the Cincinnati platform, upon which he says he
stands, disregards a time-honored decision of the Supreme Court, in denying the power of Congress to
establish a National Bank. | have asked his attention to the fact that he himself was one of the most active
instruments at one time in breaking down the Supreme Court of the State of lllinois, because it had made a
decision distasteful to him-a struggle ending in the remarkable circumstance of his sitting down as one of the
new Judges who were to overslaugh that decision-getting his title of Judge in that very way.

So far in this controversy | can get no answer at all from Judge Douglas upon these subjects. Not one can |
get from him, except that he swells himself up and says, "All of us who stand by the decision of the Supreme
Court are the friends of the Constitution; all you fellows that dare question it in any way, are the enemies of
the Constitution." Now, in this very devoted adherence to this decision, in opposition to all the great political
leaders whom he has recognized as leaders-in opposition to his former self and history, there is something
very marked. And the manner in which he adheres to it-not as being right upon the merits, as he conceives
(because he did not discuss that at all), but as being absolutely obligatory upon every one simply because of
the source from whence it comes-as that which no man can gainsay, whatever it may be-this is another
marked feature of his adherence to that decision. It marks it in this respect, that it commits him to the next
decision, whenever it comes, as being as obligatory as this one, since he does not investigate it, and won't
inquire whether this opinion is right or wrong. So he takes the next one without inquiring whether it is right or
wrong. He teaches men this doctrine, and in so doing prepares the public mind to take the next decision when
it comes, without any inquiry. In this | think | argue fairly (without questioning motives at all), that Judge
Douglas is more ingeniously and powerfully preparing the public mind to take that decision when it comes;
and not only so, but he is doing it in various other ways. In these general maxims about liberty-in his
assertions that he "don't care whether slavery is voted up or voted down;" that "whoever wants slavery has a
right to have it;" that "upon principles of equality it should be allowed to go every where;" that "there is no
inconsistency between free and slave institutions." In this he is also preparing (whether purposely or not) the
way for making the institution of slavery national! | repeat again, for | wish no misunderstanding, that | do not
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charge that he means it so; but | call upon your minds to inquire, if you were going to get the best instrument
you could, and then set it to work in the most ingenious way, to prepare the public mind for this movement,
operating in the free States, where there is now an abhorrence of the institution of slavery, could you find an
instrument so capable of doing it as Judge Douglas? or one employed in so apt a way to do it?

I have said once before, and | will repeat it now, that Mr. Clay, when he was once answering an objection to
the Colonization Society, that it had a tendency to the ultimate emancipation of the slaves, said that "those
who would repress all tendencies to liberty and ultimate emancipation must do more than put down the
benevolent efforts of the Colonization Society-they must go back to the era of our liberty and independence,
and muzzle the cannon that thunders its annual joyous return-they must blot out the moral lights around us-
they must penetrate the human soul, and eradicate the light of reason and the love of liberty!" And | do think-I
repeat, though | said it on a former occasion-that Judge Douglas, and whoever like him teaches that the
negro has no share, humble though it may be, in the Declaration of Independence, is going back to the era of
our liberty and independence, and, so far as in him lies, muzzling the cannon that thunders its annual joyous
return; that he is blowing out the moral lights around us, when he contends that whoever wants slaves has a
right to hold them; that he is penetrating, so far as lies in his power, the human soul, and eradicating the light
of reason and the love of liberty, when he is in every possible way preparing the public mind, by his vast
influence, for making the institution of slavery perpetual and national.

There is, my friends, only one other point to which I will call your attention for the remaining time that | have
left me, and perhaps | shall not occupy the entire time that | have, as that one point may not take me clear
through it.

Among the interrogatories that Judge Douglas propounded to me at Freeport, there was one in about this
language: "Are you opposed to the acquisition of any further territory to the United States, unless slavery
shall first be prohibited therein?" | answered as | thought, in this way, that | am not generally opposed to the
acquisition of additional territory, and that | would support a proposition for the acquisition of additional

territory, according as my supporting it was or was not calculated to aggravate this slavery question amongst
us. | then proposed to Judge Douglas another interrogatory, which was correlative to that: "Are you in favor of
acquiring additional territory in disregard of how it may affect us upon the slavery question?" Judge Douglas
answered, that is, in his own way he answered it. | believe that, although he took a good many words to
answer it, it was a little more fully answered than any other. The substance of his answer was, that this
country would continue to expand-that it would need additional territory-that it was as absurd to suppose that
we could continue upon our present territory, enlarging in population as we are, as it would be to hoop a boy
twelve years of age, and expect him to grow to man's size without bursting the hoops. [Laughter.] | believe it
was something like that. Consequently he was in favor of the acquisition of further territory, as fast as we
might need it, in disregard of how it might affect the slavery question. | do not say this as giving his exact
language, but he said so substantially, and he would leave the question of slavery where the territory was
acquired, to be settled by the people of the acquired territory. ["That's the doctrine."] May be it is; let us
consider that for a while. This will probably, in the run of things, become one of the concrete manifestations of
this slavery question. If Judge Douglas's policy upon this question succeeds and gets fairly settled down, until
all opposition is crushed out, the next thing will be a grab for the territory poor Mexico, an invasion of the rich
lands of South America, then the adjoining islands will follow, each one of which promises additional slave
fields. And this question is to be left to the people of those countries for settlement. When we shall get
Mexico, | don't know whether the Judge will be in favor of the Mexican people that we get with it settling that
question for themselves and all others; because we know the Judge has a great horror for mongrels, and |
understand that the people of Mexico are most decidedly a race of mongrels. | understand that there is not
more than one person there out of eight who is pure white, and | suppose from the Judge's previous
declaration that when we get Mexico or any considerable portion of it, that he will be in favor of these
mongrels settling the question, which would bring him somewhat into collision with his horror of an inferior
race.

It is to be remembered, though, that this power of acquiring additional territory is a power confided to the
President and Senate of the United States. It is a power not under the control of the representatives of the
people any further than they, the President and the Senate, can be considered the representatives of the
people. Let me illustrate that by a case we have in our history. When we acquired the territory from Mexico in
the Mexican war, the House of Representatives, composed of the immediate representatives of the people, all
the time insisted that the territory thus to be acquired should be brought in upon condition that slavery should
be forever prohibited therein, upon the terms and in the language that slavery had been prohibited from
coming into this country. That was insisted upon constantly, and never failed to call forth an assurance that
any territory thus acquired should have that prohibition in it, so far as the House of Representatives was
concerned. But at last the President and Senate acquired the territory without asking the House of
Representatives any thing about it, and took it without that prohibition. They have the power of acquiring
territory without the immediate representatives of the People being called upon to say any thing about it, and
thus furnishing a very apt and powerful means of bringing new territory into the Union, and when it is once
brought into the country, involving us anew in this slavery agitation. It is, therefore, as | think, a very important
question for the consideration of the American people, whether the policy of bringing in additional territory,
without considering at all how it will operate upon the safety of the Union in reference to this one great
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disturbing element in our national politics, shall be adopted as the policy of the country. You will bear in mind
that it is to be acquired, according to the Judge's view, as fast as it is needed, and the indefinite part of this
proposition is that we have only Judge Douglas and his class of men to decide how fast it is needed. We have
no clear and certain way of determining or demonstrating how fast territory is needed by the necessities of
the country. Whoever wants to go out fillibustering, then, thinks that more territory is needed. Whoever wants
wider slave fields, feels sure that some additional territory is needed as slave territory. Then it is as easy to
show the necessity of additional slave territory as it is to assert any thing that is incapable of absolute

demonstration. Whatever motive a man or a set of men may have for making annexation of property or
territory, it is very easy to assert, but much less easy to disprove, that it is necessary for the wants of the
country.

And now it only remains for me to say that | think it is a very grave question for the people of this Union to
consider whether, in view of the fact that this slavery question has been the only one that has ever
endangered our Republican institutions-the only one that has ever threatened or menaced a dissolution of
the Union-that has ever disturbed us in such a way as to make us fear for the prepetuity of our liberty-in view
of these facts, | think it is an exceedingly interesting and important question for this people to consider,
whether we shall engage in the policy of acquiring additional territory, discarding altogether from our
consideration, while obtaining new territory, the question how it may affect us in regard to this the only
endangering element to our liberties and national greatness. The Judge's view has been expressed. |, in my
answer to his question, have expressed mine. | think it will become an important and practical question. Our
views are before the public. | am willing and anxious that they should consider them fully-that they should turn
it about and consider the importance of the question, and arrive at a just conclusion as to whether it is or is
not wise in the people of this Union, in the acquisition of new territory, to consider whether it will add to the
disturbance that is existing amongst us-whether it will add to the one only danger that has ever threatened
the perpetuity of the Union or our own liberties. | think it is extremely important that they shall decide, and
rightly decide, that question before entering upon that policy.

And now, my friends, having said the little | wish to say upon this head, whether | have occupied the whole of
the remnant of my time or not, | believe | could not enter upon any new topics so as to treat it fully without
transcending my time, which | would not for a moment think of doing. | give way to Judge Douglas.

Mr. Douglas Reply

When Senator Douglas rose to reply to Mr. Lincoln, six cheers were called for in the crowd, and given with
great spirit. He said, quieting the applause:

Gentlmen: The highest compliment you can pay me during the brief half hour that | have to conclude is by
observing a strict silence. | desire to be heard rather than to be applauded. (Good.)

The first criticism that Mr. Lincoln makes on my speech was that it was in substance what | have said every
where else in the State where | have addressed the people. | wish | could say the same of his speech. (Good;
you have him, and applause.) Why, the reason | complain of him is because he makes one speech north and
another south. (That's so.) Because he has one set of sentiments for the abolition counties and another set
for the counties opposed to abolitionism. (Hit him over the knuckles.) My point of complaint against him is that
I cannot induce him to hold up the same standard, to carry the same flag in all parts of the State. He does not
pretend, and no other man will, that | have one set of principles for Galesburgh and another for Charleston.
(No. no.) He does not pretend that | hold to one doctrine in Chicago and an opposite one in Jonesboro. |
have proved that he has a different set of principles for each of these localities. All | asked of him was that he
should deliver the speech that he has made here to-day in Coles county instead of in old Knox. It would have
settled the question between us in that doubtful county. Here | understand him to reaffirm the doctrine of
negro equality, and to assert that by the Declaration of Independence the negro is declared equal to the
white man. He tells you to-day that the negro was included in the Declaration of Independence when it
asserted that all men were created equal. ("We believe it.") Very well. (Here an uproar arose, persons in
various parts of the crowd indulging in cat calls, groans, cheers, and other noises, preventing the speaker
from proceeding.)

MR. DOUGLAS-Gentlemen, | ask you to remember that Mr. Lincoln was listened to respectfully, and | have
the right to insist that | shall not be interrupted during my reply.

MR. LINCOLN-I hope that silence will be preserved.

MR. DOUGLAS-Mr. Lincoln asserts to-day as he did at Chicago, that the negro was included in that clause of
the Declaration of Independence which says that all men were created equal and endowed by the Creator
with certain inalienable rights, among which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. (Ain't that so?) If the
negro was made his equal and mine, if that equality was established by Divine law, and was the negro's
inalienable right, how came he to say at Charleston to the Kentuckians residing in that section of our State,
that the negro was physically inferior to the white man, belonged to an inferior race, and he was for keeping
him always in that inferior condition. (Good.) | wish you to bear these things in mind. At Charleston he said
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that the negro belonged to an inferior race, and that he was for keeping him in that inferior condition. There
he gave the people to understand that there was no moral question involved, because the inferiority being
established, it was only a question of degree and not a question of right; here, to-day, instead of making it a
question of degree, he makes it a moral question, says that it is a great crime to hold the negro in that inferior
condition. (He's right.) Is he right now or was he right in Charleston? (Both.) He is right then, sir, in your
estimation, not because he is consistent, but because he can trim his principles any way in any section, so as
to secure votes. All | desire of him is that he will declare the same principles in the south that he does in the
north.

But did you notice how he answered my position that a man should hold the same doctrines throughout the
length and breadth of this Republic? He said, "Would Judge Douglas go to Russia and proclaim the same
principles he does here?" | would remind him that Russia is not under the American Constitution. ("Good,"
and laughter.) If Russia was a part of the American Republic, under our Federal Constitution, and | was sworn
to support the Constitution, | would maintain the same doctrine in Russia that | do in lllinois. (Cheers.) The
slaveholding States are governed by the same Federal Constitution as ourselves, and hence a man's
principles, in order to be in harmony with the Constitution, must be the same in the south as they are in the
north, the same in the free States as they are in the slave States. Whenever a man advocates one set of
principles in one section, and another set in another section, his opinions are in violation of the spirit of the
Constitution which he has sworn to support. ("That's so.") When Mr. Lincoln went to Congress in 1847, and
laying his hand upon the Holy Evangelists, made a solemn vow in the presence of high Heaven that he would
be faithful to the Constitution-what did he mean? the Constitution as he expounds it in Galesburg, or the
Constitution as he expounds it in Charleston. (Cheers.)

Mr. Lincoln has devoted considerable time to the circumstance that at Ottawa | read a series of resolutions as
having been adopted at Springfield, in this State, on the 4th or 5th of October, 1854, which happened not to
have been adopted there. He has used hard names; has dared to talk about fraud, (laughter), about forgery,
and has insinuated that there was a conspiracy between Mr. Lanphier, Mr. Harris, and myself to perpetrate a
forgery. (Renewed laughter.) Now, bear in mind that he does not deny that these resolutions were adopted in
a majority of all the Republican counties of this State in that year; he does not deny that they were declared
to be the platform of this Republican party in the first Congressional District, in the second, in the third, and in
many counties of the fourth, and that they thus became the platform of his party in a majority of the counties
upon which he now relies for support; he does not deny the truthfulness of the resolutions, but takes
exception to the spot on which they were adopted. He takes to himself great merit because he thinks they
were not adopted on the right spot for me to use them against him, just as he was very severe in Congress
upon the Government of his country when he thought that he had discovered that the Mexican war was not
begun in the right spot, and was therefore unjust. (Renewed laughter.) He tries very hard to make out that

there is something very extraordinary in the place where the thing was done, and not in the thing itself. |
never believed before that Abraham Lincoln would be guilty of what he has done this day in regard to those
resolutions. In the first place, the moment it was intimated to me that they had been adopted at Aurora and
Rockford instead of Springfield, | did not wait for him to call my attention to the fact, but led off and explained
in my first meeting after the Ottawa debate, what the mistake was, and how it had been made. (That's so.) |
supposed that for an honest man, conscious of his own rectitude, that explanation would be sufficient. | did
not wait for him, after the mistake was made, to call my attention to it, but frankly explained it at once as an
honest man would. (Cheers.) | also gave the authority on which | had stated that these resolutions were
adopted by the Springfield Republican Convention. That | had seen them quoted by Major Harris in a debate
in Congress, as having been adopted by the first Republican State Convention in lllinois, and that | had
written to him and asked him for the authority as to the time and place of their adoption; that Major Harris
being extremely ill, Charles H. Lanphier had written to me for him, that they were adopted at Springfield, on
the 5th of October, 1854, and had sent me a copy of the Springfield paper containing them. I read them from
the newspaper just as Mr. Lincoln reads the proceedings of meetings held years ago from the newspapers.
After giving that explanation, | did not think there was an honest man in the State of lllinois who doubted that |
had been led into the error, if it was such, innocently, in the way | detailed; and | will now say that | do not now
believe that there is an honest man on the face of the globe who will not regard with abhorrence and disgust
Mr. Lincoln's insinuations of my complicity in that forgery, if it was a forgery. (Cheers.) Does Mr. Lincoln wish
to push these things to the point of personal difficulties here? | commenced this contest by treating him
courteously and kindly; | always spoke of him in words of respect, and in return he has sought, and is now
seeking, to divert public attention from the enormity of his revolutionary principles by impeaching men's
sincerity and integrity, and inviting personal quarrels. (Give it to him, and cheers.)

| desired to conduct this contest with him like a gentleman, but | spurn the insinuation of complicity and fraud
made upon the simple circumstances of an editor of a newspaper having made a mistake as to the place
where a thing was done, but not as to the thing itself. These resolutions were the platform of this Republican
party of Mr. Lincoln's of that year. They were adopted in a majority of the Republican counties in the State;
and when | asked him at Ottawa whether they formed the platform upon which he stood, he did not answer,
and | could not get an answer out of him. He then thought, as | thought, that those resolutions were adopted
at the Springfield Convention, but excused himself by saying that he was not there when they were adopted,
but had gone to Tazewell court in order to avoid being present at the Convention. He saw them published as
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that | had nothing under heaven to do with it. Besides, you find that in all these northern countries where the
Republican candidates are running pledged to him, that the Conventions which nominated them adopted that
identical platform. One cardinal point in that platform which he shrinks from is this-that there shall be no more
slave States admitted into the Union, even if the people want them. Lovejoy stands pledged against the
admission of any more slave States. (Right, so do we.) So do you, you say. Farnsworth stands pledged
against the admission of any more slave States. (Most right.) Washburne stands pledged the same way.
(Good, good.) The candidate for the Legislature who is running on Lincoln's ticket in Henderson and Warren,
stands committed by his vote in the Legislature to the same thing, and | am informed, but do not know of the
fact, that your candidate here is also so pledged. (Hurrah for him, good.) Now, you Republicans all hurra for
him, and for the doctrine of "no more slave States," and yet Lincoln tells you that his conscience will not
permit him to sanction that doctrine. (Immense applause.) And complains because the resolutions | read at
Ottawa made him, as a member of the party, responsible for sanctioning the doctrine of no more slave
States. You are one way, you confess, and he is or pretends to be the other, and yet you are both governed
by principle in supporting one another. If it be true, as | have shown it is, that the whole Republican party in
the northern part of the State stands committed to the doctrine of no more slave States, and that this same
doctrine is repudiated by the Republicans in the other part of the State, | wonder whether Mr. Lincoln and his

party do not present the case which he cited from the Scriptures, of a house divided against itself which
cannot stand! (Tremendous shouts of applause.) | desire to know what are Mr. Lincoln's principles and the
principles of his party? | hold, and the party with which | am identified hold, that the people of each State, old
and new, have the right to decide the slavery question for themselves, ("That's it," "Right," and immense
applause,) and when | used the remark that | did not care whether slavery was voted up or down, | used it in
the connection that | was for allowing Kansas to do just as she pleased on the slavery question. | said that |
did not care whether they voted slavery up or down, because they had the right to do as they pleased on the
question, and therefore my action would not be controlled by any such consideration. ("That's the doctrine.)
Why cannot Abraham Lincoln, and the party with which he acts, speak out their principles so that they may be
understood? Why do they claim to be one thing in one part of the State and another in the other part?
Whenever | allude to the Abolition doctrines, which he considers a slander to be charged with being in favor
of, you all endorse them, and hurrah for them, not knowing that your candidate is ashamed to acknowledge
them. (You have them; and cheers.)

I have a few words to say upon the Dred Scott decision, which has troubled the brain of Mr. Lincoln so much.
(Laughter.) He insists that that decision would carry slavery into the free States, notwithstanding that the
decision says directly the opposite; and goes into a long argument to make you believe that | am in favor of,
and would sanction the doctrine that would allow slaves to be brought here and held as slaves contrary to our
Constitution and laws. Mr. Lincoln knew better when he asserted this; he knew that one newspaper, and so
far as is within my knowledge but one, ever asserted that doctrine, and that | was the first man in either House
of Congress that read that article in debate, and denounced it on the floor of the Senate as revolutionary.
When the Washington Union, on the 17th of last November, published an article to that effect, | branded it at
once, and denounced it, and hence the Union has been pursuing me ever since. Mr. Toombs, of Georgia,
replied to me, and said that there was not a man in any of the slave States south of the Potomac river that
held any such doctrine. Mr. Lincoln knows that there is not a member of the Supreme Court who holds that
doctrine; he knows that every one of them, as shown by their opinions, holds the reverse. Why this attempt,
then, to bring the Supreme Court into disrepute among the people? It looks as if there was an effort being
made to destroy public confidence in the highest judicial tribunal on earth. Suppose he succeeds in
destroying public confidence in the court, so that the people will not respect its decisions, but will feel at
liberty to disregard them, and resist the laws of the land, what will he have gained? He will have changed the
Government from one of laws into that of a mob, in which the strong arm of violence will be substituted for the
decisions of the courts of justice. ("That's so.") He complains because | did not go into an argument reviewing
Chief Justice Taney's opinion, and the other opinions of the different judges, to determine whether their
reasoning is right or wrong on the questions of law. What use would that be? He wants to take an appeal from
the Supreme Court to this meeting to determine whether the questions of law were decided properly. He is
going to appeal from the Supreme Court of the United States to every town meeting in the hope that he can
excite a prejudice against that court, and on the wave of that prejudice ride into the Senate of the United
States, when he could not get there on his own principles, or his own merits. (Laughter and cheers; "hit him
again.") Suppose he should succeed in getting into the Senate of the United States, what then will he have to
do with the decision of the Supreme Court in the Dred Scott case? Can he reverse that decision when he
gets there? Can he act upon it? Has the Senate any right to reverse it or revise it? He will not pretend that it
has. Then why drag the matter into this contest, unless for the purpose of making a false issue, by which he
can direct public attention from the real issue.

He has cited General Jackson in justification of the war he is making on the decision of the court. Mr. Lincoln
misunderstands the history of the country, if he believes there is any parallel in the two cases. It is true that
the Supreme Court once decided that if a Bank of the United States was a necessary fiscal agent of the
Government, it was Constitutional, and if not, that it was unconstitutional, and also, that whether or not it was

necessary for that purpose, was a political question for Congress and not a judicial one for the courts to
determine. Hence the court would not determine the bank unconstitutional. Jackson respected the decision,

nhaovad tha law avariitad it and rarriad it inta affart Auirina ite avietanra: (that'e cn )\ hiuit aftar thoa crhartar ~f

www.nps.govlliho/historyculture/debate5.htm

15/16



7/29/13 Fifth Debate: Galesburg, lllinois - Lincoln Home National Historic Site

UUSYTU UIT 1aW, SASUULGU 1t GIHU LGITISU 1L WU SHTUL UUTITY 119 SAISLST IS, \UIALS 9U,) UUL QIS WIS UHAILST Ul
the bank expired and a proposition was made to create a new bank, General Jackson said, "it is unnecessary
and improper, and, therefore, | am against it on Constitutional grounds as well as those of expediency." Is
Congress bound to pass every act that is Constitutional? Why, there are a thousand things that are
Constitutional, but yet are inexpedient and unnecessary, and you surely would not vote for them merely
because you had the right to? And because General Jackson would not do a thing which he had a right to do,
but did not deem expedient or proper, Mr. Lincoln is going to justify himself in doing that which he has no right
to do. (Laughter.) | ask him, whether he is not bound to respect and obey the decisions of the Supreme Court
as well as me? The Constitution has created that court to decide all Constitutional questions in the last resort,
and when such decisions have been made, they become the law of the land, (that's so,) and you, and he,
and myself, and every other good citizen are bound by them. Yet, he argues that | am bound by their
decisions and he is not. He says that their decisions are binding on Democrats, but not on Republicans.
(Laughter and applause.) Are not Republicans bound by the laws of the land as well as Democrats? And
when the court has fixed the construction of the Constitution on the validity of a given law, is not their decision
binding upon Republicans as well as upon Democrats? (It ought to be.) Is it possible that you Republicans
have the right to raise your mobs and oppose the laws of the land and the constituted authorities, and yet
hold us Democrats bound to obey them? My time is within half a minute of expiring, and all | have to say is,
that | stand by the laws of the land. (That's it; hurrah for Douglas.) | stand by the Constitution as our fathers
made it, by the laws as they are enacted, and by the decisions of the court upon all points within their
jurisdiction as they are pronounced by the highest tribunal on earth; and any man who resists these must
resort to mob law and violence to overturn the government of laws.
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Explore This Park

First Debate: Ottawa, Illinois

August 21, 1858

It was dry and dusty, between 10,000 and 12,000 people were in attendance when the debate began at 2:00
p.m. There were no seats or bleachers.

Douglas charged Lincoln with trying to “abolitionize” the Whig and Democratic Parties. He also charged
Lincoln had been present when a very radical “abolitionist” type platform had been written by the Republican
Party in 1854. Douglas accused Lincoln of taking the side of the common enemy in the Mexican War.
Douglas also said Lincoln wanted to make lllinois “a free Negro colony.” Douglas asked Lincoln seven
questions.

Lincoln during his turn did not respond to the questions and was on the defensive denying the allegations
Douglas had made. Lincoln charged Douglas with trying to nationalize slavery.

In his rebuttal Douglas concentrated on the charge that Lincoln had been present when a very radical
“abolitionist” type platform had been written by the Republican Party in 1854.

Source: Neely, Mark E. Jr. 1982. The Abraham Lincoln Encyclopedia. New York: Da Capo Press, Inc.

Full text of the Ottawa Debate follows.

Mr. Douglas' Speech

Ladies and gentlemen: | 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 those 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 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. | say
that the Whig party and the Democratic party agreed on this slavery question, while they differed on those
matters of expediency to which | 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 lllinois in adopting resolutions indorsing 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
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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. | 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, | 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 lllinois 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, | 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 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 lllinois 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's 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
Giddings, Chase, Fred Douglass, and Parson Lovejoy, 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. | have the resolutions of their State Convention then held, which was
the first mass State Convention ever held in lllinois by the Black Republican party, and | now hold them in my
hands and will read a part of them, and cause the others to be printed. Here are the most important and
material resolutions 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.

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 defense 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
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(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 | 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, | have no doubt; ("good") and when you were not aware for
what purpose | 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.") |
desire to know whether Mr. Lincoln today stands as he did in 1854, in favor of the unconditional repeal of the
fugitive slave law. | 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. | 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 ot;" "put it at him.") | want to know whether he stands today pledged to
the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia. | desire him to answer whether he stands pledged to the
prohibition of the slave trade between the different States. ("He does.") | 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 t0o0.") | desire him to answer whether he is opposed to the acquisition of any more
territory unless slavery is prohibited therein. | want his answer to these questions. Your affirmative cheers in
favor of this Abolition platform is not satisfactory. | ask Abraham Lincoln to answer these questions, in order
that when | trot him down to lower Egypt, | may put the same questions to him. (Enthusiastic applause.) My
principles are the same everywhere. (Cheers and "hark.") | 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.) | desire to know whether Mr. Lincoln's principles will bear transplanting from
Ottawa to Jonesboro? | put these questions to him to-day distinctly, and ask an answer. | have a right to an
answer, for | 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 Giddings and Fred Douglass.
(Cheers.) In the remarks | have made on this platform, and the position of Mr. Lincoln upon it, | mean nothing
personally disrespectful or unkind to that gentleman. | 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. | 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 | was in mine, and hence more fortunate in this world's goods. Lincoln is one of those
peculiar men who perform with admirable skill everything which they undertake. | made as good a
schoolteacher as | could, and when a cabinet maker | made a good bedstead and tables, although my old
boss said | succeeded better with bureaus and secretaries than with anything else; (cheers,) but | believe that
Lincoln was always more successful in business than |, for his business enabled him to get into the
Legislature. | met him there, however, and had 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 and won the praise of everybody that was present and
participated. (Renewed laughter.) | symphathised with him, because he was struggling with difficulties, and so
was |. 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. | 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 Giddings,
Lovejoy, Chase and Fred Douglass, for the Republican party to sand 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 lllinois, (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 lllinois, 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. | helped to do it. | 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 lllinois 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 | thus defeated his infamous scheme.
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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 Untied States, in pursuance of their bargain, are now
carrying out that arrangement. Matheny states that Trumbull broke faith; that the bargain was that Lincoln
should be the Senator in Shields's 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 Abolition Senator. There are a number of authorities for the
truth of this besides Matheny, and | 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 the 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 impanneled 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 | 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.' | believe this government cannot endure permanently half Slave and half Free. | do not
expect the Union to be dissolved-I do not expect the house to fall - but | 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 became alike lawful in all the States-old as well as new, North as well
as South."

("Good," "good," and cheers.)

| am delighted to hear you Black Republicans say "good." (Laughter and cheers.) | have no doubt that
doctrine expresses your sentiments ("hit them again," "that's it,") and | 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 | 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.
Why can it not exist divided into free and slave States? Washington, Jefferson, 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.")The 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 framed,
there were thirteen States in the Union, twelve of which were slaveholding States and one 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 | assert that uniformity in the local laws and
institutions of the different States in 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 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 Sates
and its decision. | 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 flowin, ("never,") and cover your prairies
with black settlements? Do you desire to turn this beautiful State into a free nearo colony, ("no, no.") in order
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that when Missouri abolishes slavery she can send one hundred thousand emancipated slaves into lllinois, 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 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, | am opposed to negro citizenship in any and every form. (Cheers.) | believe this
Government was made on the white basis. ("Good.") | believe it was made by white men for the benefit of
white men and their posterity for ever, and | am in favor 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. | 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, | 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.) Lincoln has
evidently learned by heart Parson Lovejoy's catechism. (Laughter and applause.) He can repeat it as well as
Farnsworth, and he is worthy of a medal from Father Giddings and Fred 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 Aimighty, and that no human law can deprive him of these rights which were guarantied to him by the
Supreme ruler of the Universe. Now, | do not believe that the Aimighty 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.) |
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 | have said. On the contrary, | 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, | presume, there can be no diversity of
opinion. You and | are bound to extend to our inferior and dependent beings 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-lllinois 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 lllinois 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, | hold that lllinois had a right to abolish and prohibit
slavery as she did, and | hold that Kentucky has the same right to continue and protect slavery that lllinois
had to abolish it. | 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 lllinois
forever, and in doing so, | 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 | 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 toward 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. | would never consent to confer the right of voting and of citizenship upon a negro, but
still  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 lllinois, and lllinois
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 | would not make any distinction
whatever between a negro who held property 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 | 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
guaranties 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 lllinois be at war with

Missouri, or Kentucky with Ohio, or Virginia with New York, merely because their institutions differ? Our
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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, 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. 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. 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 Allegheny
mountains and filled up the whole North-west, turning the prairie 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. ("Long may you live," and great applause.) And why can we not adhere to the great principle
of self-government, upon which our institutions were originally based. ("We can.") | believe that this new
doctrine preached by Mr. Lincoln and his party will dissolve the Union if it succeeds. They are trying to array
all the Northern States in one body against the South, to excite a sectional war between the free States and
the slave States, in order that the one or the other may be driven to the wall.

| am told that my time is out. Mr. Lincoln will now address you for an hour and a half, and | will then occupy an
half hour in replying to him.

Mr. Lincoln's Speech

Mr. Lincoln then came forward and was greeted with loud and protracted cheers from fully two-thirds of the
audience. This was admitted by the Douglas men on the platform. It was some minutes before he could make
himself heard, even by those on the stand. At last he said:

MY FELLOW-CITIZENS: When a man hears himself somewhat misrepresented, it provokes him-at least, | find
it so with myself; but when misrepresentation becomes very gross and palpable, it is more apt to amuse him.
The first thing | see fit to notice, is the fact that Judge Douglas alleges, after running through the history of
the old Democratic and the old Whig parties, that Judge Trumbull and myself made an arrangement in 1854,
by which | was to have the place of Gen. Shields in the United States Senate, and Judge Trumbull was to
have the place of Judge Douglas. Now, all | have to say upon that subject is, that | think no man-not even
Judge Douglas-can prove it, because it is not true. [Cheers.] | have no doubt he is "conscientious" in saying
it. [Laughter.] As to those resolutions that he took such a length of time to read, as being the platform of the
Republican party in 1854, | say | never had anything to do with them, and | think Trumbull never had.
[Renewed laughter.] Judge Douglas cannot show that either of us ever did have anything to do with them. |
believe this is true about those resolutions: There was a call for a Convention to form a Republican party at
Springfield, and | think that my friend, Mr. Lovejoy, who is here upon this stand, had a hand in it. | think this is
true, and | think if he will remember accurately, he will be able to recollect that he tried to get me into it, and |
would not go in. [Cheers and laughter.] | believe it is also true that | went away from Springfield when the
Convention was in session, to attend court in Tazewell county. It is true they did place my name, though
without authority, upon the committee, and afterward wrote me to attend the meeting of the committee, but |
refused to do so, and | never had anything to do with that organization. This is the plain truth about all that
matter of the resolutions.

Now, about this story that Judge Douglas tells of Trumbull bargaining to sell out the old Democratic party, and

Lincoln agreeing to sell out the old Whig party, | have the means of knowing about that; Judge Douglas
cannot have; and | know there is no substance to it whatever. Yet | have no doubt he is "conscientious" about
it. | know that after Mr. Lovejoy got into the Legislature that winter, he complained of me that | had told all the
old Whigs of his district that the old Whig party was good enough for them, and some of them voted against
him because | told them so. Now, | have no means of totally disproving such charges as this which the Judge
makes. A man cannot prove a negative, but he has a right to claim that when a man makes an affirmative
charge, he must offer some proof to show the truth of what he says. | certainly cannot introduce testimony to
show the negative about things, but | have a right to claim that if a man says he knows a thing, then he must
show how he knows it. | always have a right to claim this, and it is not satisfactory to me that he may be
"conscientious" on the subject. [Cheers and Laughter.]

Now, gentlemen, | hate to waste my time on such things, but in regard to that general Abolition tilt that Judge
Douglas makes, when he says that | was engaged at that time in selling out and abolitionizing the old Whig
party-l hope you will permit me to read a part of a printed speech that | made then at Peoria, which will show
altogether a different view of the position | took in that contest of 1854.

VOICE-"Put on your specs."
MR. LINCOLN-Yes, sir, | am obliged to do so. | am no longer a young man. [Laughter.]

"This is the repeal of the Missouri Compromise. The foregoing history may not be precisely accurate in every
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particular; but | am sure it is sufficiently so for all the uses | shall attempt to make of it, and in it we have
before us, the chief materials enabling us to correctly judge whether the repeal of the Missouri Compromise is
right or wrong.

"I think, and shall try to show, that it is wrong; wrong in its direct effect, letting slavery into Kansas and
Nebraska-and wrong in its prospective principle, allowing it to spread to every other part of the wide world,
where men can be found inclined to take it.

"This declared indifference, but, as | must think, covert real zeal for the spread of slavery, | cannot but hate. |
hate it because of the monstrous injustice of slavery itself. | hate it because it deprives our republican
example of its just influence in the world-enables the enemies of free institutions, with plausibility, to taunt us
as hypocrites-causes the real friends of freedom to doubt our sincerity, and especially because it forces so
many really good men amongst ourselves into an open war with the very fundamental principles of civil
liberty-criticizing the Declaration of Independence, and insisting that there is no right principle of action but
self-interest.

"Before proceeding, let me say | think | have no prejudice against the Southern people. They are just what we
would be in their situation. If slavery did not now exist among them, they would not introduce it. If it did now
exist amongst us, we should not instantly give it up. This | believe of the masses North and South. Doubtless
there are individuals on both sides, who would not hold slaves under any circumstances; and others who
would gladly introduce slavery anew, if it were out of existence. We know that some Southern men do free
their slaves, go North, and become tiptop Abolitionists; while some Northern ones go South, and become
most cruel slave-masters.

"When Southern people tell us they are no more responsible for the origin of slavery than we, | acknowledge
the fact. When it is said that the institution exists, and that it is very difficult to get rid of it, in any satisfactory
way, | can understand and appreciate the saying. | surely will not blame them for not doing what | should not
know how to do myself. If all earthly power were given me, | should not know what to do, as to the existing

institution. My first impulse would be to free all the slaves, and send them to Liberia,-to their own native land.
But a moment's reflection would convince me, that whatever of high hope, (as | think there is) there may be in
this, in the long run, its sudden execution is impossible. If they were all landed there in a day, they would all
perish in the next ten days; and there are not surplus shipping and surplus money enough in the world to
carry them there in many times ten days. What then? Free them all, and keep them among us as underlings?
Is it quite certain that this betters their condition? | think | would not hold one in slavery at any rate; yet the
point is not clear enough to me to denounce people upon. What next? Free them, and make them politically
and socially our equals? My own feelings will not admit of this; and if mine would, we well know that those of
the great mass of white people will not. Whether this feeling accords with justice and sound judgment, is not
the sole question, if, indeed, it is any part of it. A universal feeling, whether well or ill-founded, cannot be
safely disregarded. We cannot, then, make them equals. It does seem to me that systems of gradual
emancipation might be adopted; but for their tardiness in this, | will not undertake to judge our brethren of the
South.

"When they remind us of their constitutional rights, | acknowledge them, not grudgingly, but fully and fairly;
and | would give them any legislation for the reclaiming of their fugitives, which should not, in its stringency,
be more likely to carry a free man into slavery, than our ordinary criminal laws are to hang an innocent one.

"But all this, to my judgment, furnishes no more excuse for permitting slavery to go into our own free territory,
than it would for reviving the African slave-trade by law. The law which forbids the bringing of slaves from
Africa, and that which has so long forbid the taking of them fo Nebraska, can hardly be distinguished on any
moral principle; and the repeal of the former could find quite as plausible excuses as that of the latter."

| have reason to know that Judge Douglas knows that | said this. | think he has the answer here to one of the
questions he put to me. | do not mean to allow him to catechise me unless he pays back for it in kind. | will not
answer questions one after another, unless he reciprocates; but as he has made this inquiry, and | have
answered it before, he has got it without my getting anything in return. He has got my answer on the Fugitive
Slave law.

Now, gentlemen, 1 don't want to read at any greater length, but this is the true complexion of all | have ever
said in regard to the institution of slavery and the black race. This is the whole of it, and anything that argues
me into his idea of perfect social and political equality with the negro, is but a specious and fantastic
arrangement of words, by which a man can prove a horse-chestnut to be a chestnut horse. [Laughter.] | will
say here, while upon this subject, that | have no purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere with the institution
of slavery in the States where it exists. | believe | have no lawful right to do so, and | have no inclination to do
so. | have no purpose to introduce political and social equality between the white and the black races. There
is a physical difference between the two, which, in my judgment, will probably forever forbid their living
together upon the footing of perfect equality, and inasmuch as it becomes a necessity that there must be a
difference, |, as well as Judge Douglas, am in favor of the race to which | belong having the superior position.
I have never said anything to the contrary, but | hold that, notwithstanding all this, there is no reason in the
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the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. [Loud cheers.] | hold that he is as much entitled to these
as the white man. | agree with Judge Douglas he is not my equal in many respects-certainly not in color,
perhaps not in moral or intellectual endowment. But in the right to eat the bread, without the leave of anybody
else, which his own hand earns, he is my equal and the equal of Judge Douglas, and the equal of every living
man. [Great applause.]

Now | pass on to consider one or two more of these little follies. The Judge is wofully at fault about his early
friend Lincoln being a "grocery keeper." [Laughter.] | don't know as it would be a great sin, if | had been; but
he is mistaken. Lincoln never kept a grocery anywhere in the world. [Laughter.] It is true that Lincoln did work
the latter part of one winter in a little still house, up at the head of a hollow. [Roars of laughter.] And so | think
my friend, the Judge, is equally at fault when he charges me at the time when | was in Congress of having
opposed our soldiers who were fighting in the Mexican war. The Judge did not make his charge very
distinctly, but | can tell you what he can prove, by referring to the record. You remember | was an old Whig,
and whenever the Democratic party tried to get me to vote that the war had been righteously begun by the
President, | would not do it. But whenever they asked for any money, or land-warrants, or anything to pay the
soldiers there, during all that time, | gave the same vote that Judge Douglas did. [Loud applause.] You can
think as you please as to whether that was consistent. Such is the truth; and the Judge has the right to make
all he can out of it. But when he, by a general charge, conveys the idea that | withheld supplies from the
soldiers who were fighting in the Mexican war, or did anything else to hinder the soldiers, he is, to say the
least, grossly and altogether mistaken, as a consultation of the records will prove to him.

As | have not used up so much of my time as | had supposed, | will dwell a little longer upon one or two of
these minor topics upon which the Judge has spoken. He has read from my speech in Springfield, in which |
say that "a house divided against itself cannot stand." Does the Judge say it can stand? [Laughter.] | don't
know whether he does or not. The Judge does not seem to be attending to me just now, but | would like to
know if it is his opinion that a house divided against itself can stand. If he does, then there is a question of
veracity, not between him and me, but between the Judge and an authority of a somewhat higher character.
[Laughter and applause.]

Now, my friends, | ask your attention to this matter for the purpose of saying something seriously. | know that
the Judge may readily enough agree with me that the maxim which was put forth by the Saviour is true, but he
may allege that | misapply it; and the Judge has a right to urge that, in my application, | do misapply it, and
then I have a right to show that | do not misapply it. When he undertakes to say that because I think this
nation, so far as the question of slavery is concerned, will all become one thing or all the other, | am in favor
of bringing about a dead uniformity in the various States, in all their institutions, he argues erroneously. The
great variety of the local institutions in the States, springing from differences in the soil, differences in the
face of the country, and in the climate, are bonds of Union. They do not make "a house divided against itself,"
but they make a house united. If they produce in one section of the country what is called for by the wants of
another section, and this other section can supply the wants of the first, they are not matters of discord but
bonds of union, true bonds of union. But can this question of slavery be considered as among these varieties
in the institutions of the country? | leave it to you to say whether, in the history of our Government, this
institution of slavery has not always failed to be a bond of union, and, on the contrary, been an apple of
discord, and an element of division in the house. [Cries of "Yes, yes," and applause.] | ask you to consider
whether, so long as the moral constitution of men's minds shall continue to be the same, after this generation
and assemblage shall sink into the grave, and another race shall arise, with the same moral and intellectual
development we have-whether, if that institution is standing in the same irritating position in which it now is, it
will not continue an element of division? [Cries of "Yes, yes."] If so, then | have a right to say that, in regard to
this question, the Union is a house divided against itself; and when the Judge reminds me that | have often
said to him that the institution of slavery has existed for eighty years in some States, and yet it does not exist
in some others, | agree to the fact, and | account for it by looking at the position in which our fathers originally
placed it-restricting it from the new Territories where it had not gone, and legislating to cut off its source by
the abrogation of the slave-trade thus putting the seal of legislation against its spread. The public mind did
rest in the belief that it was in the course of ultimate extinction. [Cries of "Yes, yes,"] But lately, | think-and in
this | charge nothing on the Judge's motives-lately, | think, that he, and those acting with him, have placed
that institution on a new basis, which looks to the perpetuity and nationalization of slavery. [Loud cheers.] And
while it is placed upon this new basis, | say, and | have said, that | believe we shall not have peace upon the

question until the opponents of slavery 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, on the other hand, that its advocates will
push it forward until it shall become alike lawful in all the States, old as well as new, North as well as South.
Now, | believe if we could arrest the spread, and place it where Washington, and Jefferson, and Madison
placed it, it would be in the course of ultimate extinction, and the public mind would, as for eighty years past,
believe that it was in the course of ultimate extinction. The crisis would be past and the institution might be let
alone for a hundred years, if it should live so long, in the States where it exists, yet it would be going out of
existence in the way best for both the black and the white races. [Great cheering.]

A VOICE- "Then do you repudiate Popular Sovereignty?"
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VIR. LINCULN-VVell, then, let us talk about Popular Sovereignty! [Laughter.] vwnat Is Fopular sovereignty?
[Cries of "A humbug," "a humbug."] Is it the right of the people to have Slavery or not have it, as they see fit,
in the territories? | will state-and | have an able man to watch me-my understanding is that Popular
Sovereignty, as now applied to the question of slavery, does allow the people of a Territory to have slavery if
they want to, but does not allow them not to have it if they do not want it. [Applause and laughter.] | do not
mean that if this vast concourse of people were in a Territory of the United States, any one of them would be
obliged to have a slave if he did not want one; but | do say that, as | understand the Dred Scott decision, if
any one man wants slaves, all the rest have no way of keeping that one man from holding them.

When | made my speech at Springfield, of which the Judge complains, and from which he quotes, | really was
not thinking of the things which he ascribes to me at all. | had no thought in the world that | was doing
anything to bring about a war between the free and slave States. | had no thought in the world that | was
doing anything to bring about a political and social equality of the black and white races. It never occurred to
me that | was doing anything or favoring anything to reduce to a dead uniformity all the local institutions of the
various States. But | must say, in all fairness to him, if he thinks | am doing something which leads to these
bad results, it is none the better that | did not mean it. It is just as fatal to the country, if | have any influence in
producing it, whether lintend it or not. But can it be true, that placing this institution upon the original basis-
the basis upon which our fathers placed it-can have any tendency to set the Northern and the Southern
States at war with one another, or that it can have any tendency to make the people of Vermont raise
sugarcane, because they raise it in Louisiana, or that it can compel the people of lllinois to cut pine logs on
the Grand Prairie, where they will not grow, because they cut pine logs in Maine, where they do grow?
[Laughter.] The Judge says this is a new principle started in regard to this question. Does the Judge claim
that he is working on the plan of the founders of Government? | think he says in some of his speeches-
indeed, | have one here now-that he saw evidence of a policy to allow slavery to be south of a certain line,
while north of it it should be excluded, and he saw an indisposition on the part of the country to stand upon
that policy, and therefore he set about studying the subject upon original principles, and upon original
principles he got up the Nebraska bill! | am fighting it upon these "original principles"-fighting it in the
Jeffersonian, Washingtonian, and Madisonian fashion. [Laughter and applause.]

Now, my friends, | wish you to attend for a little while to one or two other things in that Springfield speech. My
main object was to show, so far as my humble ability was capable of showing to the people of this country,
what | believed was the truth-that there was a tendency, if not a conspiracy among those who have
engineered this slavery question for the last four or five years, to make slavery perpetual and universal in this
nation. Having made that speech principally for that object, after arranging the evidences that | thought
tended to prove my proposition, | concluded with this bit of comment:

"We cannot absolutely know that these exact adaptations are the result of preconcert, but when we see a lot
of framed timbers, different portions of which we know have been gotten out at different times and places,
and by different workmen-Stephen, Franklin, Roger and James, for instance-and when we see these timbers
joined together, and see they exactly make the frame of a house or a mill, all the tenons and mortices exactly
fitting, and all the lengths and proportions of the different pieces exactly adapted to their respective places,
and not a piece too many or too few -not omitting even the scaffolding-or if a single piece be lacking, we see
the place in the frame exactly fitted and prepared yet to bring such piece in-in such a case we feel it
impossible not to believe that Stephen and Franklin, and Roger and James, all understood one another from
the beginning, and all worked upon a common plan or draft drawn before the first blow was struck." [Great
cheers.]

When my friend, Judge Douglas, came to Chicago, on the 9th of July, this speech having been delivered on
the 16th of June, he made an harangue there, in which he took hold of this speech of mine, showing that he
had carefully read it; and while he paid no attention to this matter at all, but complimented me as being a
"kind, amiable and intelligent gentleman," notwithstanding | had said this, he goes on and eliminates, or draws
out, from my speech this tendency of mine to set the States at war with one another, to make all the
institutions uniform, and set the niggers and white people to marrying together. [Laughter.] Then, as the
Judge had complimented me with these pleasant titles (I must confess to my weakness), | was a little "taken,"
[laughter] for it came from a great man. | was not very much accustomed to flattery, and it came the sweeter
to me. | was rather like the Hoosier, with the gingerbread, when he said he reckoned he loved it better than
any other man, and got less of it. [Roars of laughter.] As the Judge had so flattered me, | could not make up
my mind that he meant to deal unfairly with me; so | went to work to show him that he misunderstood the
whole scope of my speech, and that | really never intended to set the people at war with one another. As an
illustration, the next time | met him, which was at Springfield, | used this expression, that | claimed no right
under the Constitution, nor had | any inclination, to enter into the Slave States and interfere with the
institutions of slavery. He says upon that: Lincoln will not enter into the Slave States, but will go to the banks
of the Ohio, on this side, and shoot over! [Laughter.] He runs on, step by step, in the horse-chestnut style of
argument, until in the Springfield speech he says, "Unless he shall be successful in firing his batteries, until
he shall have extinguished slavery in all the States, the Union shall be dissolved." Now | don't think that was
exactly the way to treat "a kind, amiable, intelligent gentleman." | know if | had asked the Judge to show when
or where it was | had said that, if | didn't succeed in firing into the slave States until slavery should be
extinguished, the Union should be dissolved, he could not have shown it. | understand what he would do. He
wnltild eav "l dan't mean ta aiinte from van hit this was the reciilt of what vair sav " Riit | have the rinht tn
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ask, and Ido ask now, Did you not put it in such a form that an ordinary reader or listener would take it as an
expression from me?[Laughter.]

In a speech at Springfield, on the night of the 17th, | thought | might as well attend to my own business a little,
and | recalled his attention as well as | could to this charge of conspiracy to nationalize slavery. | called his
attention to the fact that he had acknowledged, in my hearing twice, that he had carefully read the speech,
and, in the language of the lawyers, as he had twice read the speech, and still had put in no plea or answer, |
took a default on him. | insisted that | had a right then to renew that charge of conspiracy. Ten days afterward
I met the Judge at Clinton-that is to say, | was on the ground, but not in the discussion-and heard him make a
speech. Then he comes in with his plea to this charge, for the first time, and his plea when put in, as well as |
can recollect it, amounted to this: that he never had any talk with Judge Taney or the President of the United
States with regard to the Dred Scott decision before it was made. | (Lincoln) ought to know that the man who
makes a charge without knowing it to be true, falsifies as much as he who knowingly tells a falsehood; and
lastly, that he would pronounce the whole thing a falsehood; but he would make no personal application of
the charge of falsehood, not because of any regard for the "kind, amiable, intelligent gentleman," but
because of his own personal self-respect! [Roars of Laughter.] | have understood since then (but [turning to
Judge Douglas] will not hold the Judge to it if he is not willing) that he has broken through the "self-respect,”

and has got to saying the thing out. The Judge nods to me that it is so. [Laughter.] It is fortunate for me that |
can keep as good-humored as | do, when the Judge acknowledges that he has been trying to make a
question of veracity with me. | know the Judge is a great man, while | am only a small man, but / feel that
have got him. [Tremendous cheering.] | demur to that plea. | waive all objections that it was not filed till after
default was taken, and demur to it upon the merits. What if Judge Douglas never did talk with Chief Justice
Taney and the President, before the Dred Scott decision was made, does it follow that he could not have had
as perfect an understanding without talking as with it? | am not disposed to stand upon my legal advantage. |
am disposed to take his denial as being like an answer in chancery, that he neither had any knowledge,
information or belief in the existence of such a conspiracy. | am disposed to take his answer as being as
broad as though he had put it in these words. And now, | ask, even if he had done so, have not | a right to
prove it on him, and to offer the evidence of more than two witnesses, by whom to prove it; and if the
evidence proves the existence of the conspiracy, does his broad answer denying all knowledge, information,
or belief, disturb the fact? It can only show that he was used by conspirators, and was not a leader of them.
[Vociferous cheering.]

Now, in regard to his reminding me of the moral rule that persons who tell what they do not know to be true,
falsify as much as those who knowingly tell falsehoods. | remember the rule, and it must be borne in mind that
in what | have read to you, | do not say that | know such a conspiracy to exist. To that | reply, / believe it. If the
Judge says that | do not believe it, then he says what he does not know, and falls within his own rule, that he
who asserts a thing which he does not know to be true, falsifies as much as he who knowingly tells a
falsehood. | want to call your attention to a little discussion on that branch of the case, and the evidence
which brought my mind to the conclusion which | expressed as my belief. If, in arraying that evidence, | had
stated anything which was false or erroneous, it needed but that Judge Douglas should point it out, and |
would have taken it back with all the kindness in the world. | do not deal in that way. If | have brought forward
anything not a fact, if he will point it out, it will not even ruffle me to take it back. But if he will not point out
anything erroneous in the evidence, is it not rather for him to show, by a comparison of the evidence, that |
have reasoned falsely, than to call the "kind, amiable, intelligent gentleman" a liar? [Cheers and laughter.] If |
have reasoned to a false conclusion, it is the vocation of an able debater to show by argument that | have
wandered to an erroneous conclusion. | want to ask your attention to a portion of the Nebraska bill, which
Judge Douglas has quoted: "It being the true intent and meaning of this act, not to legislate slavery into any
Territory or State, nor 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 Constitution of the United States."
Thereupon Judge Douglas and others began to argue in favor of "Popular Sovereignty" -the right of the
people to have slaves if they wanted them, and to exclude slavery if they did not want them. "But," said, in
substance, a Senator from Ohio (Mr. Chase, | believe), "we more than suspect that you do not mean to allow
the people to exclude slavery if they wish to, and if you do mean it, accept an amendment which | propose
expressly authorizing the people to exclude slavery." | believe | have the amendment here before me, which
was offered, and under which the people of the Territory, through their proper representatives, might, if they
saw fit, prohibit the existence of slavery therein. And now | state it as a fact, to be taken back if there is any
mistake about it, that Judge Douglas and those acting with him voted that amendment down. [Tremendous
applause.] I now think that those men who voted it down, had a real reason for doing so. They know what that
reason was. It looks to us, since we have seen the Dred Scott decision pronounced, holding that, "under the
Constitution," the people cannot exclude slavery-I say it looks to outsiders, poor, simple, "amiable, intelligent
gentlemen," as though the niche was left as a place to put that Dred Scott decision in - [laughter and cheers]
- a niche which would have been spoiled by adopting the amendment. And now, | say again, if this was not
the reason, it will avail the Judge much more to calmly and good-humoredly point out to these people what
that other reason was for voting the amendment down, than, swelling himself up, to vociferate that he may be
provoked to call somebody a liar. [Tremendous applause.]

Again: there is in that same quotation from the Nebraska bill this clause- "It being the true intent and meaning
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of this bill not to legislate slavery into any Territory or State." | have always been puzzled to know what
business the word "State" had in that connection, Judge Douglas knows. He put it there. He knows what he
put it there for. We outsiders cannot say what he put it there for. The law they were passing was not about
States, and was not making provisions for States. What was it placed there for? After seeing the Dred Scott
decision, which holds that the people cannot exclude slavery from a Territory, if another Dred Scott decision
shall come, holding that they cannot exclude it from a State, we shall discover that when the word was
originally put there, it was in view of something which was to come in due time, we shall see that it was the
other half of something. [Applause.] | now say again, if there is any different reason for putting it there, Judge
Douglas, in a good humored way, without calling anybody a liar, can tell what the reason was. [Renewed
cheers.]

When the Judge spoke at Clinton, he came very near making a charge of falsehood against me. He used, as
| found it printed in a newspaper, which, | remember, was very nearly like the real speech, the following
language:

"l did not answer the charge [of conspiracy] before, for the reason that | did not suppose there was a man in
America with a heart so corrupt as to believe such a charge could be true. | have too much respect for Mr.
Lincoln to suppose he is serious in making the charge."

| confess this is rather a curious view, that out of respect for me he should consider | was making what |
deemed rather a grave charge in fun. [Laughter.] | confess it strikes me rather strangely. But | let it pass. As
the Judge did not for a moment believe that there was a man in America whose heart was so "corrupt" as to
make such a charge, and as he places me among the "men in America" who have hearts base enough to
make such a charge, | hope he will excuse me if | hunt out another charge very like this; and if it should turn
out that in hunting | should find that other, and it should turn out to be Judge Douglas himself who made it, |
hope he will reconsider this question of the deep corruption of heart he has thought fit to ascribe to me.
[Great applause and laughter.] In Judge Douglas's speech of March 22d, 1858, which | hold in my hand, he
says:

"In this connection there is another topic to which | desire to allude. | seldom refer to the course of
newspapers, or notice the articles which they publish in regard to myself; but the course of the Washington
Union has been so extraordinary, for the last two or three months, that | think it well enough to make some
allusion to it. It has read me out of the Democratic party every other day, at least for two or three months, and
keeps reading me out, (laughter;) and, as if it had not succeeded, still continues to read me out, using such
terms as "traitor," "renegade," "deserter," and other kind and polite epithets of that nature. Sir, | have no
vindication to make of my Democracy against the Washington Union, or any other newspapers. | am willing to
allow my history and action for the last twenty years to speak for themselves as to my political principles, and
my fidelity to political obligations. The Washington Union has a personal grievance. When its editor was
nominated for public printer | declined to vote for him, and stated that at some time | might give my reasons
for doing so. Since | declined to give that vote, this scurrilous abuse, these vindictive and constant attacks
have been repeated almost daily on me. Will my friend from Michigan read the article to which | allude?"

This is a part of the speech. You must excuse me from reading the entire article of the Washington Union, as
Mr. Stuart read it for Mr. Douglas. The Judge goes on and sums up, as | think, correctly:

"Mr. President, you here find several distinct propositions advanced boldly by the Washington Union
editorially, and apparently authoritatively, and any man who questions any of them is denounced as an

Abolitionist, a Freesoiler, a fanatic. The propositions are, first, that the primary object of all government at its
original institution is the protection of person and property; second, that the Constitution of the United States
declares that the citizens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of citizens in the
several States; and that, therefore, thirdly, all State laws, whether organic or otherwise, which prohibit the
citizens of one State from settling in another with their slave property, and especially declaring it forfeited, are
direct violations of the original intention of the Government and Constitution of the United States; and, fourth,
that the emancipation of the slaves of the Northern States was a gross outrage on the rights of property,
inasmuch as it was involuntarily done on the part of the owner.

"Remember that this article was published in the Union on the 17th of November, and on the 18th appeared
the first article giving the adhesion of the Union to the Lecompton Constitution. It was in these words:

"KANSAS AND HER CONSTITUTION-The vexed question is settled. The problem is solved. The dead point of
danger is passed. All serious trouble to Kansas affairs is over and gone'-

"And a column, nearly, of the same sort. Then, when you come to look into the Lecompton Constitution, you
find the same doctrine incorporated in it which was put forth editorially in the Union. What is it?

""ARTICLE 7, Section 1. The right of property is before and higher than any Constitutional sanction; and the
right of the owner of a slave to such slave and its increase is the same and as inviolable as the right of the
owner of any property whatever.'
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"Then in the schedule is a provision that the Constitution may be amended after 1864 by a two-thirds vote.
"But no alteration shall be made to affect the right of property in the ownership of slaves."

"It will be seen by these clauses in the Lecompton Constitution, that they are identical in spirit with the
authoritative article in the Washington Union of the day previous to its indorsement of this Constitution."

| pass over some portions of the speech, and | hope that any one who feels interested in this matter will read
the entire section of the speech, and see whether | do the Judge injustice. He proceeds: "When | saw that
article in the Union of the 17th of November, followed by the glorification of the Lecompton Constitution on
the 18th of November, and this clause in the Constitution asserting the doctrine that a State has no right to
prohibit slavery within its limits, | saw that there was a fatal blow being struck at the sovereignty of the States
of this Union."

| stop the quotation there, again requesting that it may all be read. | have read all of the portion | desire to
comment upon. What is this charge that the Judge thinks | must have a very corrupt heart to make? It was a
purpose on the part of certain high functionaries to make it impossible for the people of one State to prohibit
the people of any other State from entering it with their "property," so called, and making it a slave State. In
other words, it was a charge implying a design to make the institution of slavery national. And now | ask your
attention to what Judge Douglas has himself done here. | know he made that part of the speech as a reason
why he had refused to vote for a certain man for public printer, but when we get at it, the charge itself is the
very one | made against him, that he thinks | am so corrupt for uttering. Now, whom does he make that charge
against? Does he make it against that newspaper editor merely? No; he says it is identical in spirit with the
Lecompton Constitution, and so the framers of that Constitution are brought in with the editor of the
newspaper in that "fatal blow being struck." He did not call it a "conspiracy." In his language it is a "fatal blow
being struck." And if the words carry the meaning better when changed from a "conspiracy" into a "fatal blow
being struck," | will change my expression and call it "fatal blow being struck." We see the charge made not

merely against the editor of the Union, but all the framers of the Lecompton Constitution; and not only so, but
the article was an authoritative article. By whose authority? Is there any question but he means it was by the
authority of the President and his Cabinet-the Administration?

Is there any sort of question but he means to make that charge? Then there are the editors of the Union, the
framers of the Lecompton Constitution, the President of the United States and his Cabinet, and all the
supporters of the Lecompton Constitution, in Congress and out of Congress, who are all involved in this "fatal
blow being struck." | commend to Judge Douglas's consideration the question of how corrupt a man's heart
must be to make such a charge! [Vociferous cheering.]

Now, my friends, | have but one branch of the subject, in the little time | have left, to which to call your
attention, and as | shall come to a close at the end of that branch, it is probable that | shall not occupy quite
all the time allotted to me. Although on these questions | would like to talk twice as long as | have, | could not
enter upon another head and discuss it properly without running over my time. | ask the attention of the
people here assembled and elsewhere, to the course that Judge Douglas is pursuing every day as bearing
upon this question of making slavery national. Not going back to the records, but taking the speeches he
makes, the speeches he made yesterday and day before, and makes constantly all over the country-Il ask
your attention to them. In the first place, what is necessary to make the institution national? Not war. There is
no danger that the people of Kentucky will shoulder their muskets, and, with a young nigger stuck on every
bayonet, march into lllinois and force them upon us. There is no danger of our going over there and making
war upon them. Then what is necessary for the nationalization of slavery? It is simply the next Dred Scott
decision. It is merely for the Supreme Court to decide that no State under the Constitution can exclude it, just
as they have already decided that under the Constitution neither Congress nor the Territorial Legislature can
do it. When that is decided and acquiesced in, the whole thing is done. This being true, and this being the
way, as | think, that slavery is to be made national, let us consider what Judge Douglas is doing every day to
that end. In the first place, let us see what influence he is exerting on public sentiment. In this and like
communities, public sentiment is everything. With public sentiment, nothing can fail; without it nothing can
succeed. Consequently he who moulds public sentiment, goes deeper than he who enacts statutes or
pronounces decisions. He makes statutes and decisions possible or impossible to be executed. This must be
borne in mind, as also the additional fact that Judge Douglas is a man of vast influence, so great that it is
enough for many men to profess to believe anything, when they once find out that Judge Douglas professes
to believe it. Consider also the attitude he occupies at the head of a large party-a party which he claims has a
majority of all the voters in the country. This man sticks to a decision which forbids the people of a Territory
from excluding slavery, and he does so not because he says it is right in itself-he does not give any opinion
on that-but because it has been decided by the court, and being decided by court, he is, and you are bound
to take it in your political action as law~not that he judges at all of its merits, but because a decision of the
court is to him a "Thus saith the Lord." [Applause.] He places it on that ground alone, and you will bear in
mind that, thus committing himself unreservedly to this decision, commits him to the next one just as firmly as
to this. He did not commit himself on account of the merit or demerit of the decision, but it is a Thus saith the
Lord. The next decision, as much as this, will be a Thus saith the Lord. There is nothing that can divert or
turn him away from this decision. It is nothing that | point out to him that his great prototype, Gen. Jackson,
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did not believe in the binding force of decisions. It is nothing to him that Jefferson did not so believe. | have
said that | have often heard him approve of Jackson's course in disregarding the decision of the Supreme
Court pronouncing a National Bank constitutional. He says, | did not hear him say so. He denies the accuracy
of my recollection. | say he ought to know better than I, but | will make no question about this thing, though it
still seems to me that | heard him say it twenty times. [Applause and laughter.] | will tell him though, that he
now claims to stand on the Cincinnati platform, which affirms that Congress cannot charter a National Bank, in
the teeth of that old standing decision that Congress can charter a bank. [Loud applause.] And | remind him

of another piece of history on the question of respect for judicial decisions, and it is a piece of lllinois history,
belonging to a time when the large party to which Judge Douglas belonged, were displeased with a decision
of the Supreme Court of lllinois, because they had decided that a Governor could not remove a Secretary of
State. You will find the whole story in Ford's History of lllinois, and | know that Judge Douglas will not deny that
he was then in favor of overslaughing that decision by the mode of adding five new Judges, so as to vote
down the four old ones. Not only so, but it ended in the Judge's sitting down on that very bench as one of the
five new Judges to break down the four old ones. [Cheers and laughter.] It was in this way precisely that he
got his title of Judge. Now, when the Judge tells me that men appointed conditionally to sit as members of a
court, will have to be catechised beforehand upon some subject, | say, "You know, Judge; you have tried it."
[Laughter.] When he says a court of this kind will lose the confidence of all men, will be prostituted and
disgraced by such a proceeding, | say, "You know best, Judge; you have been through the mill." But | cannot
shake Judge Douglas's teeth loose from the Dred Scott decision. Like some obstinate animal (I mean no
disrespect), that will hang on when he has once got his teeth fixed; you may cut off a leg, or you may tear
away an arm, still he will not relax his hold. And so | may point out to the Judge, and say that he is
bespattered all over, from the beginning of his political life to the present time, with attacks upon judicial
decisions-| may cut off limb after limb of his public record, and strive to wrench him from a single dictum of the
court-yet | cannot divert him from it. He hangs, to the last, to the Dred Scott decision. [Loud cheers.] These
things show there is a purpose strong as death and eternity for which he adheres to this decision, and for
which he will adhere to all other decisions of the same court. [Vociferous applause.]

A HIBERNIAN- "Give us something besides Dred Scott."

MR. LINCOLN-Yes; no doubt you want to hear something that don't hurt. [Laughter and applause.] Now,
having spoken of the Dred Scott decision, one more word and | am done. Henry Clay, my beau ideal of a
statesman, the man for whom | fought all my humble life-Henry Clay once said of a class of men who would
repress all tendencies to liberty and ultimate emancipation, that they must, if they would do this, go back to
the era of our Independence, and muzzle the cannon which thunders its annual joyous return; they must blow
out the moral lights around us; they must penetrate the human soul, and eradicate there the love of liberty;
and then, and not till then, could they perpetuate slavery in this country! [Loud cheers.] To my thinking,
Judge Douglas is, by his example and vast influence, doing that very thing in this community, [cheers,] when
he says that the negro has nothing in the Declaration of Independence. Henry Clay plainly understood the
contrary. Judge Douglas is going back to the era of our Revolution, and to the extent of his ability, muzzling
the cannon which thunders its annual joyous return. When he invites any people, willing to have slavery, to
establish it, he is blowing out the moral lights around us. [Cheers.] When he says he "cares not whether
slavery is voted down or voted up"-that it is a sacred right of self-government-he is, in my judgment,
penetrating the human soul and eradicating the light of reason and the love of liberty in this American people.
[Enthusiastic and continued applause.] And now | will only say that when, by all these means and appliances,
Judge Douglas shall succeed in bringing public sentiment to an exact accordance with his own views-when
these vast assemblages shall echo back all these sentiments-when they shall come to repeat his views and to
avow his principles, and to say all that he says on these mighty questions-then it needs only the formality of
the second Dred Scott decision, which he indorses in advance, to make slavery alike lawful in all the States-
old as well as new, North as well as South.

My friends, that ends the chapter. The Judge can take his half hour.

Mr. Douglas’ Reply

Fellow citizens: | will now occupy the half hour allotted to me in replying to Mr. Lincoln. The first point to which

I will call your attention is, as to what | said about the organization of the Republican party in 1854, and the
platform that was formed on the 5th of October, of that year, and | will then put the question to Mr. Lincoln,
whether or not, he approves of each article in that platform ("he answered that already"), and ask for a
specific answer. ("He has answered." "You cannot make him answer," &c.) | did not charge him with being a
member of the committee which reported that platform. ("Yes, you did.") | charged that that platform was the
platform of the Republican party adopted by them. The fact that it was the platform of the Republican party is
not denied, but Mr. Lincoln now says, that although his name was on the committee which reported it, that he
does not think he was there, but thinks he was in Tazewell, holding court. ("He said he was there.")
Gentlemen, | ask your silence, and no interruption. Now, | want to remind Mr. Lincoln that he was at
Springfield when that Convention was held and those resolutions adopted. ("You can't do it." "He wasn't
there," &c.)
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[MR. GLOVER, chairman of the Republican committee - | hope no Republican will interrupt Mr. Douglas. The
masses listened to Mr. Lincoln attentively, and as respectable men we ought now to hear Mr. Douglas, and
without interruption.] ("Good.")

MR. DOUGLAS, resuming - The point | am going to remind Mr. Lincoln of is this: that after  had made my
speech in 1854, during the fair, he gave me notice that he was going to reply to me the next day. | was sick at
the time, but | staid over in Springfield to hear his reply and to reply to him. On that day this very Convention,
the resolutions adopted by which | have read, was to meet in the Senate chamber. He spoke in the hall of the
House; and when he got through his speech-my recollection is distinct, and | shall never forget it-Mr. Codding
walked in as | took the stand to reply, and gave notice that the Republican State Convention would meet
instantly in the Senate chamber, and called upon the Republicans to retire there and go into this very
Convention, instead of remaining and listening to me. (Three cheers for Douglas.)

MR. LINCOLN, interrupting, excitedly and angrily - Judge, add that | went along with them. (This interruption
was made in a pitifulm, mean, sneaking way, as Lincoln floundered around the stand.)

MR. DOUGLAS-Gentlemen, Mr. Lincoln tells me to add that he went along with them to the Senate chamber. |
will not add that, because | do not know whether he did or not.

MR. LINCOLN, again interrupting - | know he did not.

[Two of the Republican committee here seized Mr. Lincoln and by a sudden jerk caused him to disappear
from the front of the stand, one of them saying quite audibly, "What are you making such a fuss for. Douglas
didn't interrupt you, and can't you see that the people don't like it."]

MR. DOUGLAS-I do not know whether he knows it or not, that is not the point, and | will yet bring him on to the
question.

In the first place - Mr. Lincoln was selected by the very men who made the Republican organization, on that
day, to reply to me. He spoke for them and for that party, and he was the leader of the party; and on the very
day he made his speech in reply to me, preaching up this same doctrine of negro equality, under the
Declaration of Independence, this Republican party met in Convention. (Three cheers for Douglas.) Another
evidence that he was acting in concert with them is to be found in the fact that that Convention waited an
hour after its time of meeting to hear Lincoln's speech, and Codding one of their leading men, marched in the
moment Lincoln got through, and gave notice that they did not want to hear me, and would proceed with the
business of the Convention. Still another fact. | have here a newspaper printed at Springfield, Mr. Lincoln's
own town, in October, 1854, a few days afterward, publishing these resolutions, charging Mr. Lincoln with

entertaining these sentiments, and trying to prove that they were also the sentiments of Mr. Yates, then
candidate for Congress. This has been published on Mr. Lincoln over and over again, and never before has
he denied it. (Three cheers.)

But, my friends, this denial of his that he did not act on the committee, is a miserable quibble to avoid the
main issue, (applause.) ("That's so,") which is, that this Republican platform declares in favor of the
unconditional repeal of the Fugitive Slave law. Has Lincoln answered whether he indorsed that or not? (No,
no.) | called his attention to it when I first addressed you, and asked him for an answer, and | then predicted
that he would not answer. (Bravo, glourious, and cheers.) How does he answer. Why, that he was not on the
committee that wrote the resolutions. (Laughter.) | then repeated the next proposition contained in the
resolutions, which was to restrict slavery in those States in which it exists, and asked him whether he indorsed
it. Does he answer yes, or no? He says in reply, "l was not on the committee at the time; | was up in Tazewell."
The next question | put to him was, whether he was in favor of prohibiting the admission of any more slave
States into the Union. | put the question to him distinctly, whether, if the people of the Territory, when they
had sufficient population to make a State, should form their Constitution recognizing slavery, he would vote
for or against its admission. ("That's it.") He is a candidate for the United States Senate, and it is possible, if
he should be elected, that he would have to vote directly on that question. ("He never will.") | asked him to
answer me and you, whether he would vote to admit a State into the Union, with slavery or without it, as its
own people might choose. ("Hear him," "That's the docntrine," and applause.) He did not answer that
question. ("He never will.") He dodges that question also, under the cover that he was not on the Committee
at the time, that he was not present when the platform was made. | want to know if he should happen to be in
the Senate when a State applied for admission, with a Constitution acceptable to her own people, he would
vote to admit that State, if slavery was one of its institutions. (That's the question.) He avoids the answer.

MR. LINCOLN-interrupting a third time excitedly, No, Judge - (Mr. Lincoln again disappeared suddenly aided
by a pull from behind.)

MR. DOUGLAS. It is true he gives the Abolitionists to understand by a hint that he would not vote to admit
such a State. And why? He goes on to say that the man who would talk about giving each State the right to
have slavery, or not, as it pleased, was akin to the man who would muzzle the guns which thundered forth the
annual joyous return of the day of our independence. (Great laughter.) He says that that kind of talk is
casting a blight on the glory of this country. What is the meaning of that? That he is not in favor of each State
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to have the right of doing as it pleases on the slavery question? ("Stick it to him," "don't spare him," and
applause.) | will put the question to him again and again, and | intend to force it out of him. (Immense
applause.)

Then again, this platform which was made at Springfield by his own party, when he was its acknowledged
head, provides that Republicans will insist on the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia, and | asked
Lincoln specifically whether he agreed with them in that? Did you get an answer? ("No, no.") He is afraid to
answer it. ("We will not vote for him.") He knows | will trot him down to Egypt. (Laughter and cheers.) | intend
to make him answer there, ("that's right,") or | will show the people of lllinois that he does not intend to answer
these questions. ("Keep him to the point," "give us more," etc.) The convention to which | have been alluding
goes a little further, and pledges itself to exclude slavery from all the Territories over which the General
Government has exclusive jurisdiction north of 36 deg. 30 min., as well as South. Now | want to know whether
he approves that provision. (He'll never answer and cheers.) | want him to answer, and when he does, | want
to know his opinion on another point, which is, whether he will redeem the pledge of this platform and resist
the acquirement of any more territory unless slavery therein shall be forever prohibited. | want him to answer
this last question. Each of the questions | have put to him are practical questions-questions based upon the

fundamental principles of the Black Republican party, and | want to know whether he is the first, last, and only
choice of a party with whom he does not agree in principle. ("Great applause,") ("Rake him down.") He does
not deny but that that principle was unanimously adopted by the Republican party; he does not deny that the
whole Republican party is pledged to it; he does not deny that a man who is not faithful to it is faithless to the
Republican party; and now | want to know whether that party is unanimously in favor of a man who does not
adopt that creed and agree with them in their principles: | want to know whether the man who does not agree
with them, and who is afraid to avow his differences, and who dodges the issue, is the first, last, and only
choice of the Republican party. (Cheers.) A VOICE, how about this conspiracy?

MR. DOUGLAS, never mind, | will come to that soon enough. (Bravo, Judge, hurra, three cheers for Douglas.)
But the platform which | have read to you not only lays down these principles, but it adds:

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.

("Good," "you have him," &c.)

The Black Republican party stands pledged that they will never support Lincoln until he has pledged himself
to that platform, (tremendous applause, men throwing up their hats, and shouting, "you've got him,") but he
cannot devise his answer; he has not made up his mind whether he will or not. (Great laughter.) He talked
about everything else he could think of to occupy his hour and a half, and when he could not think of
anything more to say, without an excuse for refusing to answer these questions, he sat down long before his
time was out. (Cheers.)

In relation to Mr. Lincoln's charge of conspiracy against me, | have a word to say. In his speech today he
quotes a playful part of his speech at Springfield, about Stephen, and James, and Franklin, and Roger, and
says that | did not take exception to it. | did not answer it, and he repeats it again. | did not take exception to
this figure of his. He has a right to be as playful as he pleases in throwing his arguments together, and | will
not object; but | did take objection to his second Springfield speech, in which he stated that he intended his
first speech as a charge of corruption or conspiracy against the Supreme Court of the United States,
President Pierce, President Buchanan, and myself. That gave the offensive character to the charge. He then
said that when he made it he did not know whether it was true or not (laughter), but inasmuch as Judge
Douglas had not denied it, although he had replied to the other parts of his speech three times, he repeated
it as a charge of conspiracy against me, thus charging me with moral turpitude. When he put it in that form |
did say that inasmuch as he repeated the charge simply because | had not denied it, | would deprive him of
the opportunity of ever repeating it again, by declaring that it was in all its bearings an infamous lie. (Three
cheers for Douglas.) He says he will repeat it until | answer his folly and nonsense, about Stephen, and
Franklin, and Roger, and Bob, and James.

He studied that out, prepared that one sentence with the greatest care, committed it to memory, and put it in
his first Springfield speech, and now he carries that speech around and reads that sentence to show how
pretty it is. (Laughter.) His vanity is wounded because | will not go into that beautiful figure of his about the
building of a house. (Renewed laughter.) All | have to say is, that | am not green enough to let him make a
charge which he acknowledges he does not know to be true, and then take up my time in answering it, when |
know it to be false and nobody else knows it to be true. (Cheers.)

I have not brought a charge of moral turpitude against him. When he, or any other man, brings one against
me, instead of disproving it | will say that it is a lie, and let him prove it if he can. (Enthusiastic applause.)
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I have lived twenty-five years in lllinois. | have served you with all the fidelity and ability which | possess,
("That's so," "good." and cheers,) and Mr. Lincoln is at liberty to attack my public action, my votes, and my
conduct; but when he dares to attack my moral integrity, by a charge of conspiracy between myself, Chief
Justice Taney and the Supreme Court, and two Presidents of the United States, | will repel it. ("Three cheers
for Douglas.")

Mr. Lincoln has not character enough for integrity and truth, merely on his own ipse dixit to arraign President
Buchanan, President Pierce, and nine judges of the Supreme Court, not one of whom would be complimented
by being put on an equality with him. ("Hit him again, three cheers" &c.) There is an unpardonable
presumption in a man putting himself up before thousands of people, and pretending that his ipse dixit,
without proof, without fact and without truth, is enough to bring down and destroy the purest and best of living
men. ("Hear him," "Three cheers.")

Fellow-citizens, my time is fast expiring; | must pass on. Mr. Lincoln wants to know why | voted against Mr.
Chase's amendment to the Nebraska bill. 1 will tell him. In the first place, the bill already conferred all the
power which Congress had, by giving the people the whole power over the subject. Chase offered a proviso
that they might abolish slavery, which by implication would convey the idea that they could prohibit by not
introducing that institution. Gen. Cass asked him to modify his amendment, so as to provide that the people
might either prohibit or introduce slavery, and thus make it fair and equal. Chase refused to so modify his
proviso, and then Gen. Cass and all the rest of us, voted it down. (Immense cheering.) These facts appear
on the journals and debates of Congress, where Mr. Lincoln found the charge, and if he had told the whole
truth, there would have been no necessity for me to occupy your time in explaining the matter.

Mr. Lincoln wants to know why the word "state," as well as "territory," was put into the Nebraska Bill! | will tell
him. It was put there to meet just such false arguments as he has been adducing. (Laughter.) That first, not
only the people of the Territories should do as they pleased, but that when they come to be admitted as
States, they should come into the Union with or without slavery, as the people determined. | meant to knock in
the head this Abolition doctrine of Mr. Lincoln's, that there shall be no more slave States, even if the people
want them. (Tremendous applause.) And it does not do for him to say, or for any other Black Republican to
say, that there is nobody in favor of the doctrine of no more slave States, and that nobody wants to interfere
with the right of the people to do as they please. What was the origin of the Missouri difficulty and the
Missouri compromise? The people of Missouri formed a constitution as a slave State, and asked admission
into the Union, but the Free Soil party of the North being in a majority, refused to admit her because she had
slavery as one of her institutions. Hence this first slavery agitation arose upon a State and not upon a
Territory, and yet Mr. Lincoln does not know why the word State was placed in the Kansas-Nebraska bill.
(Great laughter and applause.) The whole Abolition agitation arose on that doctrine of prohibiting a State
from coming in with Slavery or not, as it pleased, and that same doctrine is here in this Republican platform of
1854; it has never been repealed; and every Black Republican stands pledged by that platform, never to vote
for any man who is not in favor of it. Yet Mr. Lincoln does not know that there is a man in the world who is in
favor of preventing a State from coming in as it pleases, notwithstanding. The Springfield platform says that
they, the Republican party, will not allow a State to come in under such circumstances. He is an ignorant man.
(Cheers.)

Now you see that upon these very points | am as far from bringing Mr. Lincoln up to the line as | ever was
before. He does not want to avow his principles. | do want to avow mine, as clear as sunlight in mid-day.
(Cheers and applause.) Democracy is founded upon the eternal principle of right. (That is the talk.) The
plainer these principles are avowed before the people, the stronger will be the support which they will receive.
I only wish | had the power to make them so clear that they would shine in the heavens for every man,
woman, and child to read. (Loud cheering.) The first of those principles that | would proclaim would be in
opposition to Mr. Lincoln's doctrine of uniformity between the different States, and | would declare instead the
sovereign right of each State to decide the slavery question as well as all other domestic questions for
themselves, without interference from any other State or power whatsoever. (Hurrah for Douglas.)

When that principle is recognized, you will have peace and harmony and fraternal feeling between all the
States of this Union; until you do recognize that doctrine, there will be sectional warfare agitating and
distracting the country. What does Mr. Lincoln propose? He says that the Union cannot exist divided into free
and slave States. If it cannot endure thus divided, then he must strive to make them all free or all slave, which
will inevitably bring about a dissolution of the Union. (Cries of "he can't do it.")

Gentlemen, | am told that my time is out, and | am obliged to stop. (Three times three cheers were here given
for Senator Douglas.)

Second Debate
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Answering Douglas' charge made in Jonosboro that he favored racial equality Lincoln explained his views on
race. Lincoln then charged that Douglas was plotting to create a constitution for Kansas without allowing it to
be voted upon by the people of Kansas. Lincoln gave a detailed "history" of the 'Nebraska Bill' [Kansas-
Nebraska Act] and explained a conspiracy existed to nationalize slavery.

Douglas denied any conspiracy with Roger Taney, Franklin Pierce, and James Buchanon and restated the
charge that Lincoln favored equality of the races.

Source: Neely, Mark E. Jr. 1982. The Abraham Lincoln Encyclopedia. New York: Da Capo Press, Inc.

Full text of the debate follows.

Mr. Lincoln's Speech

Mr. Lincoln took the stand at a quarter before three, and was greeted with vociferous and protracted
applause; after which, he said:

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: It will be very difficult for an audience so large as this to hear distinctly what a
speaker says, and consequently it is important that as profound silence be preserved as possible.

While | was at the hotel to-day, an elderly gentleman called upon me to know whether | was really in favor of
producing a perfect equality between the negroes and white people. [Great Laughter.] While | had not
proposed to myself on this occasion to say much on that subject, yet as the question was asked me | thought

I would occupy perhaps five minutes in saying something in regard to it. | will say then that | am not, nor ever
have been, in favor of bringing about in any way the social and political equality of the white and black races,
[applause]-that | am not nor ever have been in favor of making voters or jurors of negroes, nor of qualifying
them to hold office, nor to intermarry with white people; and | will say in addition to this that there is a physical
difference between the white and black races which | believe will forever forbid the two races living together
on terms of social and political equality. And inasmuch as they cannot so live, while they do remain together
there must be the position of superior and inferior, and | as much as any other man am in favor of having the
superior position assigned to the white race. | say upon this occasion | do not perceive that because the white
man is to have the superior position the negro should be denied every thing. | do not understand that
because | do not want a negro woman for a slave | must necessarily want her for a wife. [Cheers and
laughter.] My understanding is that | can just let her alone. | am now in my fiftieth year, and | certainly never
have had a black woman for either a slave or a wife. So it seems to me quite possible for us to get along
without making either slaves or wives of negroes. | will add to this that | have never seen, to my knowledge, a
man, woman or child who was in favor of producing a perfect equality, social and political, between negroes
and white men. | recollect of but one distinguished instance that | ever heard of so frequently as to be entirely
satisfied of its correctness-and that is the case of Judge Douglas's old friend Col. Richard M. Johnson.
[Laughter.] I will also add to the remarks | have made (for | am not going to enter at large upon this subject,)
that | have never had the least apprehension that | or my friends would marry negroes if there was no law to
keep them from it, [laughter] but as Judge Douglas and his friends seem to be in great apprehension that
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that | will to the very last stand by the law of this State, which forbids the marrying of white people with
negroes. [Continued laughter and applause.] | will add one further word, which is this: that | do not
understand that there is any place where an alteration of the social and political relations of the negro and
the white man can be made except in the State Legislature-not in the Congress of the United States-and as |
do not really apprehend the approach of any such thing myself, and as Judge Douglas seems to be in
constant horror that some such danger is rapidly approaching, | propose as the best means to prevent it that
the Judge be kept at home and placed in the State Legislature to fight the measure. [Uproarious laughter and
applause.] I do not propose dwelling longer at this time on this subject.

When Judge Trumbull, our other Senator in Congress, returned to lllinois in the month of August, he made a
speech at Chicago, in which he made what may be called a charge against Judge Douglas, which |
understand proved to be very offensive to him. The Judge was at that time out upon one of his speaking
tours through the country, and when the news of it reached him, as | am informed, he denounced Judge
Trumbull in rather harsh terms for having said what he did in regard to that matter. | was traveling at that time,
and speaking at the same places with Judge Douglas on subsequent days, and when | heard of what Judge
Trumbull had said of Douglas, and what Douglas had said back again, | felt that | was in a position where |
could not remain entirely silent in regard to the matter. Consequently, upon two or three occasions | alluded
to it, and alluded to it in no otherwise than to say that in regard to the charge brought by Trumbull against
Douglas, | personally knew nothing, and sought to say nothing about it-that | did personally know Judge
Trumbull that | believed him to be a man of veracity-that | believed him to be a man of capacity sufficient to
know very well whether an assertion he was making, as a conclusion drawn from a set of facts, was true or
false; and as a conclusion of my own from that, | stated it as my belief, if Trumbull should ever be called upon,
he would prove every thing he had said. | said this upon two or three occasions. Upon a subsequent
occasion, Judge Trumbull spoke again before an audience at Alton, and upon that occasion not only
repeated his charge against Douglas, but arrayed the evidence he relied upon to substantiate it. This speech
was published at length; and subsequently at Jacksonville Judge Douglas alluded to the matter. In the course
of his speech, and near the close of it, he stated in regard to myself what | will now read: "Judge Douglas
proceeded to remark that he should not hereafter occupy his time in refuting such charges made by

Trumbull, but that Lincoln having indorsed the character of Trumbull for veracity, he should hold him (Lincoln)
responsible for the slanders." | have done simply what | have told you, to subject me to this invitation to notice
the charge. | now wish to say that it had not originally been my purpose to discuss that matter at all. But
inasmuch as it seems to be the wish of Judge Douglas to hold me responsible for it, then for once in my life |
will play General Jackson, and to the just extent | take the responsibility. [Great applause and cries of
"good,good," "hurrah for Lincoln," etc.]

I wish to say at the beginning that | will hand to the reporters that portion of Judge Trumbull's Alton speech
which was devoted to this matter, and also that portion of Judge Douglas's speech made at Jacksonville in
answer to it. | shall thereby furnish the readers of this debate with the complete discussion between Trumbull
and Douglas. | cannot now read them, for the reason that it would take half of my first hour to do so. | can
only make some comments upon them. Trumbull's charge is in the following words: "Now, the charge is, that
there was a plot entered into to have a Constitution formed for Kansas, and put in force, without giving the
people an opportunity to vote upon it, and that Mr. Douglas was in the plot." | will state, without quoting
further, for all will have an opportunity of reading it hereafter, that Judge Trumbull brings forward what he
regards as sufficient evidence to substantiate this charge.

[The extracts handed to our reporter by Mr. Lincoln are quite too lengthy to appear in this number of the
PRESS AND TRIBUNE. Judge Trumbull's speech at Alton has already had a place in our columns, and
Senator Douglas' remarks at Jacksonville are faithfully repeated in his portion of this (Charleston) debate.]

It will be perceived Judge Trumbull shows that Senator Bigler, upon the floor of the Senate, had declared
there had been a conference among the Senators, in which conference it was determined to have an
Enabling Act passed for the people of Kansas to form a Constitution under, and in this conference it was
agreed among them that it was best not to have a provision for submitting the Constitution to a vote of the
people after it should be formed. He then brings forward to show, and showing, as he deemed, that Judge
Douglas reported the bill back to the Senate with that clause stricken out. He then shows that there was a
new clause inserted into the bill, which would in its nature prevent a reference of the Constitution back for a
vote of the people-if, indeed, upon a mere silence in the law, it could be assumed that they had the right to
vote upon it. These are the general statements that he has made.

| propose to examine the points in Judge Douglas's speech, in which he attempts to answer that speech of
Judge Trumbull's. When you come to examine Judge Douglas's speech, you will find that the first point he
makes is: "Suppose it were true that there was such a change in the bill, and that I struck it out-is that a proof
of a plot to force a Constitution upon them against their will?" His striking out such a provision, if there was
such a one in the bill, he argues, does not establish the proof that it was stricken out for the purpose of
robbing the people of that right. | would say, in the first place, that that would be a most manifest reason for it.
It is true, as Judge Douglas states, that many Territorial bills have passed without having such a provision in
them. | believe it is true, though | am not certain, that in some instances, Constitutions framed under such bills
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they once had their Enabling Acts framed with an express provision for submitting the Constitution to be
framed to a vote of the people, and then that they are stricken out when Congress did not mean to alter the
effect of the law. That there have been bills which never had the provision in, | do not question; but when was
that provision taken out of one that it was in? More especially does this evidence tend to prove the
proposition that Trumbull advanced, when we remember that the provision was stricken out of the bill almost
simultaneously with the time that Bigler says there was a conference among certain Senators, and in which it
was agreed that a bill should be passed leaving that out. Judge Douglas, in answering Trumbull, omits to
attend to the testimony of Bigler, that there was a meeting in which it was agreed they should so frame the bill

that there should be no submission of the Constitution to a vote of the people. The Judge does not notice this
part of it. If you take this as one piece of evidence, and then ascertain that simultaneously Judge Douglas
struck out a provision that did require it to be submitted, and put the two together, | think it will make a pretty
fair show of proof that Judge Douglas did, as Trumbull says, enter into a plot to put in force a Constitution for
Kansas without giving the people any opportunity of voting upon it.

But | must hurry on. The next proposition that Judge Douglas puts is this: "But upon examination it turns out
that the Toombs bill never did contain a clause requiring the Constitution to be submitted." This is a mere
question of fact, and can be determined by evidence. | only want to ask this question-why did not Judge
Douglas say that these words were not stricken out of the Toombs bill, or this bill from which it is alleged the
provision was stricken out-a bill which goes by the name of Toombs, because he originally brought it forward?
| ask why, if the Judge wanted to make a direct issue with Trumbull, did he not take the exact proposition
Trumbull made in his speech, and say it was not stricken out? Trumbull has given the exact words that he
says were in the Toombs bill, and he alleges that when the bill came back, they were stricken out. Judge
Douglas does not say that the words which Trumbull says were stricken out, were not so stricken out, but he
says there was no provision in the Toombs bill to submit the Constitution to a vote of the people. We see at
once that he is merely making an issue upon the meaning of the words. He has not undertaken to say that
Trumbull tells a lie about these words being stricken out; but he is really, when pushed up to it, only taking an
issue upon the meaning of the words. Now, then, if there be any issue upon the meaning of the words, or if
there be upon the question of fact as to whether these words were stricken out, | have before me what |
suppose to be a genuine copy of the Toombs bill, in which it can be shown that the words Trumbull says were
in it, were, in fact, originally there. If there be any dispute upon the fact, | have got the documents here to
show they were there. If there be any controversy upon the sense of the words-whether these words which
were stricken out really constituted a provision for submitting the matter to a vote of the people, as that is a
matter of argument, | think | may as well use Trumbull's own argument. He says that the proposition is in
these words:

"That the following propositions be and the same are hereby offered to the said Convention of the people of
Kansas when formed, for their free acceptance or rejection; which, if accepted by the Convention and ratified
by the people at the election for the adoption of the Constitution, shall be obligatory upon the United States
and the said State of Kansas."

Now, Trumbull alleges that these last words were stricken out of the bill when it came back, and he says this
was a provision for submitting the Constitution to a vote of the people, and his argument is this: "Would it
have been possible to ratify the land propositions at the election for the adoption of the Constitution, unless
such an election was to be held?" [Applause and laughter.] That is Trumbull's argument. Now Judge Douglas
does not meet the charge at all, but he stands up and says there was no such proposition in that bill for
submitting the Constitution to be framed to a vote of the people. Trumbull admits that the language is not a
direct provision for submitting it, but it is a provision necessarily implied from another provision. He asks you
how it is possible to ratify the land proposition at the election for the adoption of the Constitution, if there was
no election to be held for the adoption of the Constitution. And he goes on to show that it is not any less a law
because the provision is put in that indirect shape than it would be if it was put directly. But | presume | have
said enough to draw attention to this point, and | pass it by also.

Another one of the points that Judge Douglas makes upon Trumbull, and at very great length, is, that
Trumbull, while the bill was pending, said in a speech in the Senate that he supposed the Constitution to be
made would have to be submitted to the people. He asks, if Trumbull thought so then, what ground is there
for any body thinking otherwise now? Fellow-citizens, this much may be said in reply: That bill had been in the

hands of a party to which Trumbull did not belong. It had been in the hands of the committee at the head of
which Judge Douglas stood. Trumbull perhaps had a printed copy of the original Toombs bill. | have not the
evidence on that point, except a sort of inference | draw from the general course of business there. What
alterations, or what provisions in the way of altering, were going on in committee, Trumbull had no means of
knowing, until the altered bill was reported back. Soon afterward, when it was reported back, there was a
discussion over it, and perhaps Trumbull in reading it hastily in the altered form did not perceive all the
bearings of the alterations. He was hastily borne into the debate, and it does not follow that because there
was something in it Trumbull did not perceive, that something did not exist. More than this, is it true that what
Trumbull did can have any effect on what Douglas did? [Applause.] Suppose Trumbull had been in the plot
with these other men, would that let Douglas out of it? [Applause and laughter.] Would it exonerate Douglas
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that Trumbull didn't then perceive he was in the plot? He also asks the question: Why didn't Trumbull propose
to amend the bill if he thought it needed any amendment? Why, | believe that every thing Judge Trumbull had
proposed, particularly in connection with this question of Kansas and Nebraska, since he had been on the
floor of the Senate, had been promptly voted down by Judge Douglas and his friends. He had no promise that
an amendment offered by him to any thing on this subject would receive the slightest consideration. Judge
Trumbull did bring to the notice of the Senate at that time to the fact that there was no provision for
submitting the Constitution about to be made for the people of Kansas, to a vote of the people. | believe | may
venture to say that Judge Douglas made some reply to this speech of Judge Trumbull's, but he never noticed
that part of it at all. And so the thing passed by. | think, then, the fact that Judge Trumbull offered no
amendment, does not throw much blame upon him; and if it did, it does not reach the question of fact as to
what Judge Douglas was doing. | repeat, that if Trumbull had himself been in the plot, it would not at all
relieve the others who were in it from blame. If | should be indicted for murder, and upon the trial it should be
discovered that | had been implicated in that murder, but that the prosecuting witness was guilty too, that
would not at all touch the question of my crime. It would be no relief to my neck that they discovered this other
man who charged the crime upon me to be guilty too.

Another one of the points Judge Douglas makes upon Judge Trumbull is, that when he spoke in Chicago he
made his charge to rest upon the fact that the bill had the provision in it for submitting the Constitution to a
vote of the people, when it went into his (Judge Douglas's) hands, that it was missing when he reported it to
the Senate, and that in a public speech he had subsequently said the alteration in the bill was made while it
was in committee, and that they were made in consultation between him (Judge Douglas) and Toombs. And
Judge Douglas goes on to comment upon the fact of Trumbull's adducing in his Alton speech the proposition
that the bill not only came back with that proposition stricken out, but with another clause and another
provision in it, saying that "until the complete execution of this act there shall be no election in said Territory,"
-which Trumbull argued was not only taking the provision for submitting to a vote of the people out of the bill,
but was adding an affirmative one, in that it prevented the people from exercising the right under a bill that
was merely silent on the question. Now in regard to what he says, that Trumbull shifts the issue-that he shifts
his ground-and | believe he uses the term, that "it being proven false, he has changed ground"-I call upon all
of you, when you come to examine that portion of Trumbull's speech, (for it will make a part of mine,) to
examine whether Trumbull has shifted his ground or not. | say he did not shift his ground, but that he brought
forward his original charge and the evidence to sustain it yet more fully, but precisely as he originally made it.
Then, in addition thereto, he brought in a new piece of evidence, He shifted no ground. He brought no new
piece of evidence inconsistent with his former testimony, but he brought a new piece, tending, as he thought,
and as | think, to prove his proposition. To illustrate: A man brings an accusation against another, and on trial
the man making the charge introduces A and B to prove the accusation. At a second trial he introduces the
same witnesses, who tell the same story as before, and a third witness, who tells the same thing and in
addition, gives further testimony corroborative of the charge. So with Trumbull. There was no shifting of
ground, nor inconsistency of testimony between the new piece of evidence and what he originally introduced.

But Judge Douglas says that he himself moved to strike out that last provision of the bill, and that on his
motion it was stricken out and a substitute inserted. That | presume is the truth. | presume it is true that that
last proposition was stricken out by Judge Douglas. Trumbull has not said it was not. Trumbull has himself
said that it was so stricken out. He says: "l am speaking of the bill as Judge Douglas reported it back. It was
amended somewhat in the Senate before it passed, but | am speaking of it as he brought it back." Now when
Judge Douglas parades the fact that the provision was stricken out of the bill when it came back, he asserts
nothing contrary to what Trumbull alleges. Trumbull has only said that he originally put it in-not that he did not
strike it out. Trumbull says it was not in the bill when it went to the committee. When it came back it was in,
and Judge Douglas said the alterations were made by him in consultation with Toombs. Trumbull alleges
therefore, as his conclusion, that Judge Douglas put it in. Then if Douglas wants to contradict Trumbull and
call him a liar, let him say he did not put it in, and not that he didn't take it out again. It is said that a bear is
sometimes hard enough pushed to drop a cub, and so | presume it was in this case. | presume the truth is
that Douglas put it in and afterward took it out. That | take it is the truth about it. Judge Trumbull says one
thing; Douglas says another thing, and the two don't contradict one another at all. The question is, what did
he put it in for? In the first place what did he take the other provision out of the bill for?-the provision which
Trumbull argued was necessary for submitting the Constitution to a vote of the people? What did he take that
out for? and having taken it out, what did he put this in for? | say that in the run of things, it is not unlikely
forces conspire to render it vastly expedient for Judge Douglas to take that latter clause out again. The
question that Trumbull has made is that Judge Douglas put it in, and he don't meet Trumbull at all unless he
denies that.

In the clause of Judge Douglas's speech upon this subject he uses this language toward Judge Trumbull. He

says: "He forges his evidence from beginning to end, and by falsifying the record he endeavors to bolster up

his false charge." Well, that is a pretty serious statement. Trumbull forges his evidence from beginning to

end. Now upon my own authority | say that it is not true. What is a forgery? Consider the evidence that

Trumbull has brought forward. When you come to read the speech, as you will be able to, examine whether

the evidence is a forgery from beginning to end. He had the bill or document in his hand like that [holding up

a paper]. He says that is a copy of the Toombs bill-the amendment offered by Toombs. He says that is a copy

of the bill as it was introduced and went into Judge Douglas's hands. Now, does Judge Douglas say that is a

foraery? That is one thing Trumbull brought forward. Judae Doualas says he forged it from beainning to end!
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That is the "beginning" we will say. Does Douglas say that is a forgery? Let him say it today and we will have
a subsequent examination upon this subject. Trumbull then holds up another document like this and says,
that is an exact copy of the bill as it came back in the amended form out of Judge Douglas's hands. Does
Judge Douglas say that is a forgery? Does he say it in his general sweeping charge? Does he say so now? If
he does not, then take this Toombs bill and the bill in the amended form, and it only needs to compare them
to see that the provision is in the one and not in the other; it leaves the inference inevitable that it was taken
out.

But while | am dealing with this question, let us see what Trumbull's other evidence is. One other piece of
evidence | will read. Trumbull says there are in this original Toombs bill these words: "That the following
propositions be, and the same are hereby offered to the said Convention of the people of Kansas, when
formed, for their free acceptance or rejection; which, if accepted by the Convention and ratified by the people
at the election for the adoption of the Constitution, shall be obligatory upon the United States and the said
State of Kansas." Now, if it is said that this is a forgery, we will open the paper here and see whether it is or
not. Again, Trumbull says, as he goes along, that Mr. Bigler made the following statement in his place in the
Senate, December 9, 1857:

"l was present when that subject was discussed by Senators before the bill was introduced, and the question

was raised and discussed, whether the Constitution, when formed, should be submitted to a vote of the
people. It was held by those most intelligent on the subject, that in view of all the difficulties surrounding that
Territory, the danger of any experiment at that time of a popular vote, it would be better there should be no
such provision in the Toombs bill; and it was my understanding, in all the intercourse | had, that the
Convention would make a Constitution, and send it here without submitting it to the popular vote."

Then Trumbull follows on: "In speaking of this meeting again on the 21st December, 1857 [Congressional
Globe, same vol., page 113], Senator Bigler said:

" 'Nothing was further from my mind than to allude to any social or confidential interview. The meeting was not
of that character. Indeed, it was semi-official and called to promote the public good. My recollection was clear
that | left the conference under the impression that it had been deemed best to adopt measures to admit
Kansas as a State through the agency of one popular election, and that for delegates to this Convention.
This impression was stronger because | thought the spirit of the bill infringed upon the doctrine of non-
intervention, to which | had great aversion; but with the hope of accomplishing a great good, and as no
movement had been made in that direction in the Territory, | waived this objection, and concluded to support
the measure. | have a few items of testimony as to the correctness of these impressions, and with their
submission | shall be content. | have before me the bill reported by the Senator from llinois on the 7th of
March, 1856, providing for the admission of Kansas as a State, the third section of which reads as follows:

" 'That the following propositions be, and the same are hereby offered to the said Convention of the people
of Kansas, when formed, for their free acceptance or rejection; which, if accepted by the Convention and
ratified by the people at the election for the adoption of the Constitution, shall be obligatory upon the United
States and the said State of Kansas.'

" '"The bill read in his place by the Senator from Georgia, on the 25th of June, and referred to the Committee
on Territories, contained the same section word for word. Both these bills were under consideration at the
conference referred to; but, sir, when the Senator from lllinois reported the Toombs bill to the Senate with
amendments, the next morning it did not contain that portion of the third section which indicated to the
Convention that the Constitution should be approved by the people. The words, 'and ratified by the people at
the election for the adoption of the Constitution' had been stricken out.""

Now these things Trumbull says were stated by Bigler upon the floor of the Senate on certain days, and that
they are recorded in the Congressional Globe on certain pages. Does Judge Douglas say this is a forgery?
Does he say there is no such thing in the Congressional Globe? What does he mean when he says Judge
Trumbull forges his evidence from beginning to end? So again he says in another place, that Judge Douglas,
in his speech December 9, 1857 [Congressional Globe, part 1, page 15], stated:

"That during the last session of Congress, | [Mr. Douglas] reported a bill from the Committee on Territories, to
authorize the people of Kansas to assemble and form a Constitution for themselves. Subsequently the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Toombs] brought forward a substitute for my bill, which, after having been modified
by him and myself in consultation, was passed by the Senate."

Now Trumbull says this is a quotation from a speech of Douglas, and is recorded in the Congressional Globe.
Is it a forgery? Is it there or not? It may not be there, but | want the Judge to take these pieces of evidence,
and distinctly say they are forgeries if he dare do it.

A voice-"He will."

Mr. Lincoln-Well, sir, you had better not commit him. He gives other quotations-another from Judge Douglas.
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He says:

"l will ask the Senator to show me an intimation, from any one member of the Senate, in the whole debate on
the Toombs bill, and in the Union, from any quarter, that the Constitution was not to be submitted to the
people. | will venture to say that on all sides of the chamber it was so understood at the time. If the opponents
of the bill had understood it was not, they would have made the point on it; and if they had made it, we should
certainly have yielded to it, and put in the clause. That is a discovery made since the President found out that
it was not safe to take it for granted that that would be done, which ought in fairness to have been done."

Judge Trumbull says Douglas made that speech, and it is recorded. Does Judge Douglas say it is a forgery,
and was not true? Trumbull says somewhere, and | propose to skip it, but it will be found by any one who will
read this debate, that he did distinctly bring it to the notice of those who were engineering the bill, that it
lacked that provision, and then he goes on to give another quotation from Judge Douglas, where Judge
Trumbull uses this language:

"Judge Douglas, however, on the same day and in the same debate, probably recollecting or being reminded
of the fact that | had objected to the Toombs bill when pending that it did not provide for a submission of the
Constitution to the people, made another statement, which is to be found in the same volume of the Globe,
page 22, in which he says:

" "That the bill was silent on this subject was true, and my attention was called to that about the time it was
passed; and 1 took the fair construction to be, that powers not delegated were reserved, and that of course
the Constitution would be submitted to the people.’

"Whether this statement is consistent with the statement just before made, that had the point been made it
would have been yielded to, or that it was a new discovery, you will determine."

So | say. | do not know whether Judge Douglas will dispute this, and yet maintain his position that Trumbull's
evidence "was forged from beginning to end." | will remark that | have not got these Congressional Globes
with me. They are large books and difficult to carry about, and if Judge Douglas shall say that on these points
where Trumbull has quoted from them, there are no such passages there, | shall not be able to prove they
are there upon this occasion, but | will have another chance. Whenever he points out the forgery and says, "I
declare that this particular thing which Trumbull has uttered is not to be found where he says it is," then my
attention will be drawn to that, and | will arm myself for the contest-stating now that | have not the slightest
doubt on earth that | will find every quotation just where Trumbull says it is. Then the question is, how can
Douglas call that a forgery? How can he make out that it is a forgery? What is a forgery? It is the bringing
forward something in writing or in print purporting to be of certain effect when it is altogether untrue. If you
come forward with my note for one hundred dollars when | have never given such a note, there is a forgery. If
you come forward with a letter purporting to be written by me which | never wrote, there is another forgery. If
you produce any thing in writing or in print saying it is so and so, the document not being genuine, a forgery
has been committed. How do you make this a forgery when every piece of the evidence is genuine? If Judge
Douglas does say these documents and quotations are false and forged, he has a full right to do so, but until
he does it specifically we don't know how to get at him. If he does say they are false and forged, | will then
look further into it, and | presume | can procure the certificates of the proper officers that they are genuine
copies. | have no doubt each of these extracts will be found exactly where Trumbull says it is. Then | leave it
to you if Judge Douglas, in making his sweeping charge that Judge Trumbull's evidence is forged from
beginning to end, at all meets the case if that is the way to get at the facts. | repeat again, if he will point out

which one is a forgery, | will carefully examine it, and if it proves that any one of themis really a forgery it will
not be me who will hold to it any longer. | have always wanted to deal with every one | meet candidly and
honestly. If  have made any assertion not warranted by facts, and it is pointed out to me, | will withdraw it
cheerfully. But | do not choose to see Judge Trumbull calumniated, and the evidence he has brought forward
branded in general terms, "a forgery from beginning to end." This is not the legal way of meeting a charge,
and | submit to all intelligent persons, both friends of Judge Douglas and of myself, whether it is.

Now coming back---how much time have | left?
THE MODERATOR---Three minutes.

MR. LINCOLN---The point upon Judge Douglas is this. The bill that went into his hands had the provision in it
for a submission of the Constitution to the people; and | say its language amounts to an express provision for
a submission, and that he took the provision out. He says it was known that the bill was silent in this
particular; but | say, Judge Douglas, it was not silent when you got it. It was vocal with the declaration when
you got it, for a submission of the Constitution to the people. And now, my direct question to Judge Douglas
is, to answer why, if he deemed the bill silent on this point, he found it necessary to strike out those particular
harmless words. If he had found the bill silent and without this provision, he might say what he does now. If he
supposes it was implied that the Constitution would be submitted to a vote of the people, how could these two
lines so encumber the statute as to make it necessary to strike them out? How could he infer that a
submission was still implied, after its express provision had been stricken from the bill? | find the bill vocal with
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the provision, while he silenced it. He took it out, and although he took out the other provision preventing a
submission to a vote of the people, | ask, why did you first put it in? | ask him whether he took the original
provision out, which Trumbull alleges was in the bill? If he admits that he did take it, | ask him what he did for
it? It looks to us as if he had altered the bill. If it looks differently to him-if he has a different reason for his
action from the one we assign him-he can tell it. | insist upon knowing why he made the bill silent upon that
point when it was vocal before he put his hands upon it.

| was told, before my last paragraph, that my time was within three minutes of being out. | presume it is
expired now. | therefore close. [Three tremendous cheers were given as Mr. Lincoln retired.]

Mr. Douglas' Speech

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN: | had supposed that we assembled here to-day for the purpose of a joint
discussion between Mr. Lincoln and myself, upon the political questions that now agitate the whole country.
The rule of such discussions is, that the opening speaker shall touch upon all the points he intends to
discuss, in order that his opponent, in reply, shall have the opportunity of answering them. Let me ask you
what question of public policy, relating to the welfare of this State or the Union, has Mr. Lincoln discussed
before you? (None, none, and great applause.) Gentlemen, allow me to suggest that silence is the best
compliment you can pay me. | need my whole time, and your cheering only occupies it. Mr. Lincoln simply
contented himself at the outset by saying, that he was not in favor of social and political equality between the
white man and the negro, and did not desire the law so changed as to make the latter voters or eligible to
office. | am glad that | have at last succeeded in getting an answer out of him upon this question of negro
citizenship and eligibility to office, for | have been trying to bring him to the point on it ever since this canvass
commenced.

I will now call your attention to the question which Mr. Lincoln has occupied his entire time in discussing. He
spent his whole hour in retailing a charge made by Senator Trumbull against me. The circumstances out of

which that charge was manufactured, occurred prior to the last Presidential election, over two years ago. If
the charge was true, why did not Trumbull make it in 1856, when | was discussing the questions of that day all
over this State with Lincoln and him, and when it was pertinent to the then issue? He was then as silent as the
grave on the subject. If that charge was true, the time to have brought it forward was the canvass of 1856,
the year when the Toombs bill passed the Senate. When the facts were fresh in the public mind, when the
Kansas question was the paramount question of the day, and when such a charge would have had a material
bearing on the election, why did he and Lincoln remain silent then, knowing that such a charge could be
made and proven if true? Were they not false to you and false to the country in going through that entire
campaign, concealing their knowledge of this enormous conspiracy which, Mr. Trumbull says, he then knew
and would not tell? Mr. Lincoln intimates, in his speech, a good reason why Mr. Trumbull would not tell, for, he
says, that it might be true, as | proved that it was at Jacksonville, that Trumbull was also in the plot, yet that
the fact of Trumbull's being in the plot would not in any way relieve me. He illustrates this argument by
supposing himself on trial for murder, and says that it would be no extenuating circumstance if, on his trial,
another man was found to be a party to his crime. Well, if Trumbull was in the plot, and concealed it in order
to escape the odium which would have fallen upon himself, | ask you whether you can believe him now when
he turns State's evidence, and avows his own infamy in order to implicate me. | am amazed that Mr. Lincoln
should now come forward and indorse that charge, occupying his whole hour in reading Mr. Trumbull's
speech in support of it. Why, | ask, does not Mr. Lincoln make a speech of his own instead of taking up his
time reading Trumbull's speech at Alton? | supposed that Mr. Lincoln was capable of making a public speech
on his own account, or | should not have accepted the banter from him for a joint discussion. ["How about the
charges?"] Do not trouble yourselves, | am going to make my speech in my own way, and | trust, as the
Democrats listened patiently and respectfully to Mr. Lincoln, that his friends will not interrupt me when lam
answering him. When Mr. Trumbull returned from the East, the first thing he did when he landed at Chicago
was to make a speech wholly devoted to assaults upon my public character and public action. Up to that time
I had never alluded to his course in Congress, or to him directly or indirectly, and hence his assaults upon me
were entirely without provocation and without excuse. Since then he has been traveling from one end of the
State to the other repeating his vile charge. | propose now to read it in his own language:

"Now, fellow-citizens, | make the distinct charge, that there was a preconcerted arrangement and plot entered
into by the very men who now claim credit for opposing a Constitution formed and put in force without giving
the people any opportunity to pass upon it. This, my friends, is a serious charge, but | charge it to-night that
the very men who traverse the country under banners proclaiming popular sovereignty, by design concocted
a bill on purpose to force a Constitution upon that people."

In answer to some one in the crowd, who asked him a question, Trumbull said:

"And you want to satisfy yourself that he was in the plot to force a Constitution upon that people? | will satisfy
you. | will cram the truth down any honest man's throat until he cannot deny it. And to the man who does deny
it, 1 will cram the lie down his throat till he shall cry enough.
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and cheat the people out of their rights and then claim credit for it."

That is the polite language Senator Trumbull applied to me, his colleague, when | was two hundred miles off.
Why did he not speak out as boldly in the Senate of the United States, and cram the lie down my throat when
| denied the charge, first made by Bigler, and made him take it back? You all recollect how Bigler assaulted
me when | was engaged in a hand-to-hand fight, resisting a scheme to force a Constitution on the people of
Kansas against their will. He then attacked me with this charge; but | proved its utter falsity; nailed the slander
to the counter, and made him take the back track. There is not an honest man in America who read that
debate who will pretend that the charge is true. Trumbull was then present in the Senate, face to face with
me, and why did he not then rise and repeat the charge, and say he would cram the lie down my throat? | tell
you that Trumbull then knew it was a lie. He knew that Toombs denied that there ever was a clause in the bill
he brought forward, calling for and requiring a submission of the Kansas Constitution to the people. | will tell
you what the facts of the case were. | introduced a bill to authorize the people of Kansas to form a
Constitution, and come into the Union as a State whenever they should have the requisite population for a
member of Congress, and Mr. Toombs proposed a substitute, authorizing the people of Kansas, with their
then population of only 25,000, to form a Constitution, and come in at once. The question at issue was,
whether we would admit Kansas with a population of 25,000, or, make her wait until she had the ratio entitling
her to a representative in Congress, which was 93,420. That was the point of dispute in the Committee of
Territories, to which both my bill and Mr. Toomb's substitute had been referred. | was overruled by a majority
of the committee, my proposition rejected, and Mr. Toomb's proposition to admit Kansas then, with her
population of 25,000, adopted. Accordingly, a bill to carry out his idea of immediate admission was reported
as a substitute for mine-the only points at issue being, as | have already said, the question of population, and
the adoption of safeguards against frauds at the election. Trumbull knew this -the whole Senate knew it-and
hence he was silent at that time. He waited until | became engaged in this canvass, and finding that | was
showing up Lincoln's Abolitionism and negro equality doctrines, that | was driving Lincoln to the wall, and
white men would not support his rank Abolitionism, he came back from the East and trumped up a system of
charges against me, hoping that | would be compelled to occupy my entire time in defending myself, so that |
would not be able to show up the enormity of the principles of the Abolitionists. Now the only reason, and the
true reason, why Mr. Lincoln has occupied the whole of his first hour in this issue between Trumbull and
myself, is, to conceal from this vast audience the real questions which divide the two great parties.

| am not going to allow them to waste much of my time with these personal matters. | have lived in this State
twenty-five years, most of that time have been in public life, and my record is open to you all. If that record is
not enough to vindicate me from these petty, malicious assaults, | despise ever to be elected to office by
slandering my opponents and traducing other men. Mr. Lincoln asks you to elect him to the United States
Senate to-day solely because he and Trumbull can slander me. Has he given any other reason? Has he
avowed what he was desirous to do in Congress on any one question? He desires to ride into office, not upon
his own merits, not upon the merits and soundness of his principles, but upon his success in fastening a stale
old slander upon me.

I wish you to bear in mind that up to the time of the introduction of the Toombs bill, and after its introduction,
there had never been an act of Congress for the admission of a new State which contained a clause
requiring its Constitution to be submitted to the people. The general rule made the law silent on the subject,
taking it for granted that the people would demand and compel a popular vote on the ratification of their
Constitution. Such was the general rule under Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Jackson and Polk, under the
Whig Presidents and the Democratic Presidents from the beginning of the Government down, and nobody
dreamed that an effort would ever be made to abuse the power thus confided to the people of a Territory.
For this reason our attention was not called to the fact of whether there was or was not a clause in the
Toombs bill compelling submission, but it was taken for granted that the Constitution would be submitted to
the people whether the law compelled it or not.

Now, | will read from the report by me as Chairman of the Committee on Territories at the time | reported back
the Toombs substitute to the Senate. It contained several things which | had voted against in committee, but
had been overruled by a majority of the members, and it was my duty as chairman of the committee to report
the bill back as it was agreed upon by them. The main point upon which | had been overruled was the
question of population. In my report accompanying the Toombs bill, | said:

In the opinion of your Committee, whenever a Constitution shall be formed in any Territory, preparatory to its
admission into the Union as a State, justice, the genius of our institutions, the whole theory of our republican
system, imperatively demand that the voice of the people shall be fairly expressed, and their will embodied in
that fundamental law, without fraud, or violence, or intimidation, or any other improper or unlawful influence,
and subject to no other restrictions than those imposed by the Constitution of the United States. (Cheers.)

There you find that we took it for granted that the Constitution was to be submitted to the people, whether the
bill was silent on the subject or not. Suppose | had reported it so, following the example of Washington,
Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Adams, Jackson, Van Buren, Harrison, Tyler, Polk, Taylor, Fillmore, and
Pierce, would that fact have been evidence of a conspiracy to force a constitution upon the people of Kansas
against their will? (A unanimous "No!") If the charge which Mr. Lincoln makes be true against me, it is true
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against Zachary Taylor, Millard Fillmore, and every Whig President, as well as every Democratic President,
and against Henry Clay, who, in the Senate or House, for forty years advocated bills similar to the one |
reported, no one of them containing a clause compelling the submission of the Constitution to the people. Are
Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Trumbull prepared to charge upon all those eminent men from the beginning of the
Government down to the present day, that the absence of a provision compelling submission, in the various
bills passed by them, authorizing the people of Territories to form State Constitutions, is evidence of a corrupt
design on their part to force a Constitution upon an unwilling people? ("We'll skin them if they dare to.")

| ask you to reflect on these things, for | tell you that there is a conspiracy to carry this election for the Black
Republicans by slander, and not by fair means. Mr. Lincoln's speech this day is conclusive evidence of the
fact. He has devoted his entire time to an issue between Mr. Trumbull and myself, and has not uttered a word
about the politics of the day. Are you going to elect Mr. Trumbull's colleague upon an issue between Mr.
Trumbull and me? | thought | was running against Abraham Lincoln, that he claimed to be my opponent, had
challenged me to a discussion of the public questions of the day with him, and was discussing these
questions with me; but it turns out that his only hope is to ride into office on Trumbull's back, who will carry
him by falsehood.

Permit me to pursue this subject a little further. An examination of the record proves that Trumbull's charge-
that the Toombs bill originally contained a clause requiring the Constitution to be submitted to the people -is
false. The printed copy of the bill which Mr. Lincoln held up before you, and which he pretends contains such
a clause, merely contains a clause requiring a submission of the land grant, and there is no clause in it
requiring a submission of the Constitution. Mr. Lincoln cannot find such a clause in it. My report shows that
we took it for granted that the people would require a submission of the Constitution, and secure it for
themselves. There never was a clause in the Toombs bill requiring the Constitution to be submitted; Trumbull
knew it at the time, and his speech made on the night of its passage discloses the fact that he knew it was
silent on the subject; Lincoln pretends, and tells you that Trumbull has not changed his evidence in support
of his charge since he made his speech in Chicago. Let us see. The Chicago Times took up Trumbull's
Chicago speech, compared it with the official records of Congress, and proved that speech to be false in its
charge that the original Toombs bill required a submission of the Constitution to the people. Trumbull then
saw that he was caught-and his falsehood exposed-and he went to Alton, and, under the very walls of the
penitentiary, made a new speech, in which he predicated his assault upon me in the allegation that | had
caused to be voted into the Toombs bill a clause which prohibited the Convention from submitting the
Constitution to the people, and quoted what he pretended was the clause. Now, has not Mr. Trumbull entirely
changed the evidence on which he bases his charge? The clause which he quoted in his Alton speech (which
he has published and circulated broadcast over the State) as having been put into the Toombs bill by me, is
in the following words: "And until the complete execution of this act, no other election shall be held in said
Territory."

Trumbull says that the object of that amendment was to prevent the Convention from submitting the
Constitution to a vote of the people.

Now, | will show you that when Trumbull made that statement at Alton he knew it to be untrue. | read from
Trumbull's speech in the Senate on the Toombs bill on the night of its passage. He then said:

"There is nothing said in this bill, so far as | have discovered, about submitting the Constitution, which is to be
formed, to the people for their sanction or rejection. Perhaps the Convention will have the right to submit it, if
it should think proper, but it is certainly not compelled to do so according to the provisions of the bill."

Thus you see that Trumbull, when the bill was on its passage in the Senate, said that it was silent on the
subject of submission, and that there was nothing in the bill one way or the other on it. In his Alton speech he
says there was a clause in the bill preventing its submission to the people, and that | had it voted in as an
amendment. Thus | convict him of falsehood and slander by quoting from him on the passage of the Toombs
bill in the Senate of the United States, his own speech, made on the night of July 2, 1856, and reported in the
Congressional Globe for the first session of the thirty-fourth Congress, vol. 33. What will you think of a man
who makes a false charge and falsifies the records to prove it? | will now show you that the clause which
Trumbull says was put in the bill on my motion, was never put in at all by me, but was stricken out on my
motion and another substituted in its place. | tail your attention to the same volume of the Congressional
Globe to which | have already referred, page 795, where you will find the following report of the proceedings
of the Senate:

"Mr. Douglas-I have an amendment to offer from the Committee on Territories. On page 8, section 11, strike
out the words 'until the complete execution of this act, no other election shall be held in said Territory," and
insert the amendment which | hold in my hand."

You see from this that | moved to strike out the very words that Trumbull says | put in. The Committee on
Territories overruled me in Committee and put the clause in, but as soon as | got the bill back into the
Senate, | moved to strike it out and put another clause in its place. On the same page you will find that my
amendment was agreed to unanimously. | then offered another amendment, recognizing the right of the
people of Kansas, under the Toombs bill, to order just such elections as they saw proper. You can find it on
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page 796 ot the same volume. | will read it:

"Mr. Douglas-I have another amendment to offer from the Commiittee, to follow the amendment which has
been adopted. The bill reads now: 'And until the complete execution of this act, no other election shall be
held in said Territory." It has been suggested that it should be modified in this way: 'And to avoid conflict in
the complete execution of this act, all other elections in said Territory are hereby postponed until such time
as said Convention shall appoint,' so that they can appoint the day in the event that there should be a failure
to come into the Union."

The amendment was unanimously agreed to-clearly and distinctly recognizing the right of the Convention to
order just as many elections as they saw proper in the execution of the act. Trumbull concealed in his Alton
speech the fact that the clause he quoted had been stricken out in my motion, and the other fact that this
other clause was put in the bill on my motion, and made the false charge that | incorporated into the bill a
clause preventing submission, in the face of the fact, that, on my motion, the bill was so amended before it
passed as to recognize in express words the right and duty of submission.

On this record that | have produced before you, | repeat my charge that Trumbull did falsify the public
records of the country, in order to make his charge against me, and | tell Mr. Abraham Lincoln that if he will

examine these records, he will then know that what | state is true. Mr. Lincoln has this day indorsed Mr.
Trumbull's veracity after he had my word for it that that veracity was proved to be violated and forfeited by the
public records. It will not do for Mr. Lincoln in parading his calumnies against me, to put Mr. Trumbull between
him and the odium and responsibility which justly attaches to such calumnies. | tell him that | am as ready to
prosecute the indorser as the maker of a forged note. | regret the necessity of occupying my time with these
petty personal matters. It is unbecoming the dignity of a canvass for an office of the character for which we
are candidates. When | commenced the canvass at Chicago, | spoke of Mr. Lincoln in terms of kindness as
an old friend-| said that he was a good citizen, of unblemished character, against whom | had nothing to say. |
repeated these complimentary remarks about him in my successive speeches, until he became the indorser
for these and other slanders against me. If there is any thing personally disagreeable, uncourteous or
disreputable in these personalities, the sole responsibility rests on Mr. Lincoln, Mr. Trumbull and their
backers.

I will show you another charge made by Mr. Lincoln against me, as an offset to his determination of
willingness to take back any thing that is incorrect, and to correct any false statement he may have made. He
has several times charged that the Supreme Court, President Pierce, President Buchanan, and myself, at the
time lintroduced the Nebraska bill in January, 1854, at Washington, entered into a conspiracy to establish
slavery all over this country. | branded this charge as a falsehood, and then he repeated it, asked me to
analyze its truth and answer it. | told him, "Mr. Lincoln, | know what you are after-you want to occupy my time
in personal matters, to prevent me from showing up the revolutionary principles which the Abolition party-
whose candidate you are-have proclaimed to the world." But he asked me to analyze his proof, and | did so. |
called his attention to the fact that at the time the Nebraska bill was introduced, there was no such case as
the Dred Scott case pending in the Supreme Court, nor was it brought there for years afterward, and hence
that it was impossible there could have been any such conspiracy between the Judges of the Supreme Court
and the other parties involved. | proved by the record that the charge was false, and what did he answer? Did
he take it back like an honest man and say that he had been mistaken? No; he repeated the charge, and
said, that although there was no such case pending that year, there was an understanding between the
Democratic owners of Dred Scott and the Judges of the Supreme Court and other parties involved, that the
case should be brought up. | then demanded to know who these Democratic owners of Dred Scott were. He
could not or would not tell; he did not know. In truth, there were no Democratic owners of Dred Scott on the
face of the land. Dred Scott was owned at that time by the Rev. Dr. Chaffee, an Abolition member of
Congress from Springfield, Massachusetts, and his wife; and Mr. Lincoln ought to have known that Dred Scott
was so owned, for the reason that as soon as the decision was announced by the court, Dr. Chaffee and his
wife executed a deed emancipating him, and put that deed on record. It was a matter of public record,
therefore, that at the time the case was taken to the Supreme Court, Dred Scott was owned by an Abolition
member of Congress, a friend of Lincoln's, and a leading man of his party, while the defense was conducted
by Abolition lawyers-and thus the Abolitionists managed both sides of the case. | have exposed these facts to
Mr. Lincoln, and yet he will not withdraw his charge of conspiracy. | now submit to you whether you can place
any confidence in a man who continues to make a charge when its utter falsity is proven by the public
records. | will state another fact to show how utterly reckless and unscrupulous this charge against the
Supreme Court, President Pierce, President Buchanan and myself is. Lincoln says that President Buchanan
was in the conspiracy at Washington in the winter of 1854, when the Nebraska bill was introduced. The
history of this country shows that James Buchanan was at that time representing this country at the Court of
St. James, Great Britain, with distinguished ability and usefulness, that he had not been in the United States
for nearly a year previous, and that he did not return until about three years after. Yet Mr. Lincoln keeps
repeating this charge of conspiracy against Mr. Buchanan when the public records prove it to be untrue.
Having proved it to be false as far as the Supreme Court and President Buchanan are concerned, | drop i,
leaving the public to say whether |, by myself, without their concurrence, could have gone into a conspiracy

with them. My friends, you see that the object clearly is to conduct the canvass on personal matters, and hunt
me down with charaes that are nroven to he false bv the nublic records of the countrv. | am willina to throw
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open my whole public and private life to the inspection of any man, or all men who desire to |nvestlgate it.
Having resided among you twenty-five years, during nearly the whole of which time a public man, exposed to
more assaults, perhaps more abuse than any man living of my age, or who ever did live, and having survived
it all and still commanded your confidence, | am willing to trust to your knowledge of me and my public
conduct without making any more defense against these assaults.

Fellow-citizens, | came here for the purpose of discussing the leading political topics which now agitate the
country. I have no charges to make against Mr. Lincoln, none against Mr. Trumbull, and none against any
man who is a candidate, except in repelling their assaults upon me. If Mr. Lincoln is a man of bad character, |
leave you to find it out; if his votes in the past are not satisfactory, | leave others to ascertain the fact; if his
course on the Mexican war was not in accordance with your notions of patriotism and fidelity to our own
country as against a public enemy, | leave you to ascertain the fact. | have no assaults to make upon him,
except to trace his course on the questions that now divide the country and engross so much of the people's
attention.

You know that prior to 1854 this country was divided into two great political parties, one the Whig, the other
the Democratic. |, as a Democrat for twenty years prior to that time, had been in public discussions in this
State as an advocate of Democratic principles, and | can appeal with confidence to every old line Whig within
the hearing of my voice to bear testimony that during all that period | fought you Whigs like a man on every
question that separated the two parties. | had the highest respect for Henry Clay as a gallant party leader, as
an eminent statesman, and as one of the bright ornaments of this country; but | conscientiously believed that
the Democratic party was right on the questions which separated the Democrats from the Whigs. The man
does not live who can say that | ever personally assailed Henry Clay or Daniel Webster, or any one of the
leaders of that great party, whilst | combated with all my energy the measures they advocated. What did we
differ about in those days? Did Whigs and Democrats differ about this slavery question? On the contrary, did
we not, in 1850, unite to a man in favor of that system of Compromise measures which Mr. Clay introduced,
Webster defended, Cass supported, and Fillmore approved and made the law of the land by his signature.
While we agreed on those Compromise measures, we differed about a bank, the tariff, distribution, the specie
circular, the sub-treasury, and other questions of that description. Now, let me ask you, which one of those
questions on which Whigs and Democrats then differed now remains to divide the two great parties? Every
one of those questions which divided Whigs and Democrats has passed away, the country has outgrown
them, they have passed into history. Hence it is immaterial whether you were right or | was right on the bank,
the sub-treasury, and other questions, because they no longer continue living issues. What, then, has taken
the place of those questions about which we once differed? The slavery question has now become the
leading and controlling issue; that question on which you and | agreed, on which the Whigs and Democrats
united, has now become the leading issue between the National Democracy on the one side, and the
Republican or Abolition party on the other.

Just recollect for a moment the memorable contest of 1850, when this country was agitated from its center to
its circumference by the slavery agitation. All eyes in this nation were then turned to the three great lights that
survived the days of the Revolution. They looked to Clay, then in retirement at Ashland, and to Webster and
Cass in the United States Senate. Clay had retired to Ashland, having, as he supposed, performed his
mission on earth, and was preparing himself for a better sphere of existence in another world. In that
retirement he heard the discordant, harsh and grating sounds of sectional strife and disunion, and he
aroused and came forth and resumed his seat in the Senate, that great theater of his great deeds. From the
moment that Clay arrived among us he became the leader of all the Union men, whether Whigs or
Democrats. For nine months we each assembled, each day, in the council-chamber, Clay in the chair, with
Cass upon his right hand and Webster upon his left, and the Democrats and Whigs gathered around,
forgetting differences, and only animated by one common, patriotic sentiment to devise means and measures
by which we could defeat the mad and revolutionary scheme of the Northern Abolitionists and Southern
disunionists. We did devise those means. Clay brought them forward, Cass advocated them, the Union
Democrats and Union Whigs voted for them, Fillmore signed them, and they gave peace and quiet to the
country. Those Compromise measures of 1850 were founded upon the great fundamental principle that the
people of each State and each Territory ought to be left free to form and regulate their own domestic
institutions in their own way, subject only to the Federal Constitution. | will ask every old line Democrat and
every old line Whig within the hearing of my voice, if | have not truly stated the issues as they then presented
themselves to the country. You recollect that the Abolitionists raised a howl of indignation, and cried for
vengeance and the destruction of Democrats and Whigs both, who supported those Compromise measures
of 1850. When | returned home to Chicago, | found the citizens inflamed and infuriated against the authors of
those great measures. Being the only man in that city who was held responsible for affirmative votes on all
those measures, | came forward and addressed the assembled inhabitants, defended each and every one of
Clay's Compromise measures as they passed the Senate and the House, and were approved by President
Fillmore. Previous to that time, the city council had passed resolutions nullifying the act of Congress, and
instructing the police to withhold all assistance from its execution; but the people of Chicago listened to my
defense, and like candid, frank, conscientious men, when they became convinced that they had done an
injustice to Clay, Webster, Cass, and all of us who had supported those measures, they repealed their
nullifying resolutions and declared that the laws should be executed and the supremacy of the Constitution
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maintained. Let it always be recorded in history to the immortal honor of the people of Chicago, that they
returned to their duty when they found that they were wrong, and did justice to those whom they had blamed
and abused unjustly. When the Legislature of this State assembled that year, they proceeded to pass
resolutions approving the Compromise measures of 1850. When the Whig party assembled in 1852 at
Baltimore in National Convention for the last time, to nominate Scott for the Presidency, they adopted as a
part of their platform the Compromise measures of 1850 as the cardinal plank upon which every Whig would
stand and by which he would regulate his future conduct. When the Democratic party assembled at the same
place one month after, to nominate General Pierce, we adopted the same platform so far as those
Compromise measures were concerned, agreeing that we would stand by those glorious measures as a
cardinal article in the Democratic faith. Thus you see that in 1852 all the old Whigs and all the old Democrats
stood on a common plank so far as this slavery question was concerned, differing on other questions.

Now, let me ask, how is it that since that time so many of you Whigs have wandered from the true path
marked out by Clay and carried out broad and wide by the great Webster? How is it that so many old line
Democrats have abandoned the old faith of their party, and joined with Abolitionism and Freesoilism to
overturn the platform of the old Democrats, and the platform of the old Whigs? You cannot deny that since
1854 there has been a great revolution on this one question. How has it been brought about? | answer, that
no sooner was the sod grown green over the grave of the immortal Clay, no sooner was the rose planted on
the tomb of the god-like Webster, than many of the leaders of the Whig party, such as Seward, of New York,
and his followers, led off and attempted to abolitionize the Whig party, and transfer all your old Whigs, bound
hand and foot, into the Abolition camp. Seizing hold of the temporary excitement produced in this country by
the introduction of the Nebraska bill, the disappointed politicians in the Democratic party united with the
disappointed politicians in the Whig party, and endeavored to form a new party composed of all the
Abolitionists, of abolitionized Democrats and abolitionized Whigs, banded together in an Abolition platform.

And who led that crusade against National principles in this State? | answer, Abraham Lincoln on behalf of the
Whigs, and Lyman Trumbull on behalf of the Democrats, formed a scheme by which they would abolitionize

the two great parties in this State on condition that Lincoln should be sent to the United States Senate in
place of General Shields, and that Trumbull should go to Congress from the Belleville District, until | would be
accommodating enough either to die or resign for his benefit, and then he was to go to the Senate in my
place. You all remember that during the year 1854, these two worthy gentlemen, Mr. Lincoln and Mr.
Trumbull, one an old line Whig and the other an old line Democrat, were hunting in partnership to elect a
Legislature against the Democratic party. | canvassed the State that year from the time | returned home until
the election came off, and spoke in every county that | could reach during that period. In the northern part of
the State | found Lincoln's ally, in the person of FRED DOUGLASS, THE NEGRO, preaching Abolition
doctrines, while Lincoln was discussing the same principles down here, and Trumbull, a little farther down,
was advocating the election of members to the Legislature who would act in concert with Lincoln's and Fred
Douglass's friends. | witnessed an effort made at Chicago by Lincoln's then associates, and now supporters,
to put Fred Douglass, the negro, on the stand at a Democratic meeting, to reply to the illustrious General
Cass, when he was addressing the people there. They had the same negro hunting me down, and they now
have a negro traversing the northern counties of the State, and speaking in behalf of Lincoln. Lincoln knows
that when we were at Freeport in joint discussion, there was a distinguished colored friend of his there then
who was on the stump for him, and who made a speech there the night before we spoke, and another the
night after, a short distance from Freeport, in favor of Lincoln, and in order to show how much interest the
colored brethren felt in the success of their brother Abe, | have with me here, and would read it if it would not
occupy too much of my time, a speech made by Fred Douglass in Poughkeepsie, N. Y., a short time since, to
a large Convention, in which he conjures all the friends of negro equality and negro citizenship to rally as one
man around Abraham Lincoln, the perfect embodiment of their principles, and by all means to defeat Stephen
A. Douglas. Thus you find that this Republican party in the northern part of the State had colored gentlemen
for their advocates in 1854, in company with Lincoln and Trumbull, as they have now. When, in October,
1854, | went down to Springfield to attend the State Fair, | found the leaders of this party all assembled
together under the title of an anti-Nebraska meeting. It was Black Republicans up north, and anti-Nebraska at
Springfield. | found Lovejoy, a high priest of Abolitionism, and Lincoln, one of the leaders who was towing the
old line Whigs into the Abolition camp, and Trumbull, Sidney Breese, and Governor Reynolds, all making
speeches against the Democratic party and myself, at the same place and in the same cause. The same men
who are now fighting the Democratic party and the regular Democratic nominees in this State, were fighting
us then. They did not then acknowledge that they had become Abolitionists, and many of them deny it now.
Breese, Dougherty and Reynolds were then fighting the Democracy under the title of anti-Nebraska men, and
now they are fighting the Democracy under the pretense that they are simon pure Democrats, saying that
they are authorized to have every office-holder in lllinois beheaded who prefers the election of Douglas to
that of Lincoln, or the success of the Democratic ticket in preference to the Abolition ticket for members of
Congress, State officers, members of the Legislature, or any office in the State. They canvassed the State
against us in 1854, as they are doing now, owning different names and different principles in different
localities, but having a common object in view, viz: The defeat of all men holding national principles in
opposition to this sectional Abolition party. They carried the Legislature in 1854, and when it assembled in
Springfield they proceeded to elect a United States Senator, all voting for Lincoln with one or two exceptions,
which exceptions prevented them from quite electing him. And why should they not elect him? Had not
Trimhull aareed that | incaln shainild have Shields's nlace? Had nnt the Ahnlitinniste aareed ta it? \Was it nnt
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the solemn compact, the condition on which Lincoln agreed to abolitionize the old Whigs that he should be
Senator? Still, Trumbull having control of a few abolitionized Democrats, would not allow them all to vote for
Lincoln on any one ballot, and thus kept him for some time within one or two votes of an election, until he
worried out Lincoln's friends, and compelled them to drop him and elect Trumbull in violation of the bargain. |
desire to read you a piece of testimony in confirmation of the notoriously public facts which | have stated to
you. Col. James H. Matheny, of Springfield, is, and for twenty years has been, the confidential personal and
political friend and manager of Mr. Lincoln. Matheny is this very day the candidate of the Republican or

Abolition party for Congress against the gallant Major Thos. L. Harris, in the Springfield District, and is making
speeches for Lincoln and against me. | will read you the testimony of Matheny about this bargain between
Lincoln and Trumbull when they undertook to abolitionize Whigs and Democrats only four years ago.
Matheny being mad at Trumbull for having played a Yankee trick on Lincoln, exposed the bargain in a public
speech two years ago, and | will read the published report of that speech, the correctness of which Mr.
Lincoln will not deny:

"The Whigs, Abolitionists, Know Nothings, and renegade Democrats, made a solemn compact for the purpose
of carrying this State against the Democracy on this plan: 1st. That they would all combine and elect Mr.
Trumbull to Congress, and thereby carry his district for the Legislature, in order to throw all the strength that
could be obtained into that body against the Democrats. 2d. That when the Legislature should meet, the
officers of that body, such as speaker, clerks, door-keepers, etc., would be given to the Abolitionists; and 3d.
That the Whigs were to have the United States Senator. That, accordingly, in good faith Trumbull was elected
to Congress, and his district carried for the Legislature, and when it convened the Abolitionists got all the
officers of that body, and thus far the 'bond' was fairly executed. The Whigs, on their part, demanded the
election of Abraham Lincoln to the United States Senate, that the bond might be fulfilled, the other parties to
the contract having already secured to themselves all that was called for. But, in the most perfidious manner,
they refused to elect Mr. Lincoln; and the mean, low-lived, sneaking Trumbull succeeded by pleading all that
was required by any party, in thrusting Lincoln aside and foisting himself, an excrescence from the rotten
bowels of the Democracy, into the United States Senate; and thus it has ever been, that an honest man
makes a bad bargain when he conspires or contracts with rogues."

Lincoln's confidential friend, Matheny, thought that Lincoln made a bad bargain when he conspired with such
rogues as Trumbull and the Abolitionists. | would like to know whether Lincoln had as high opinion of
Trumbull's veracity when the latter agreed to support him for the Senate, and then cheated him as he does
now, when Trumbull comes forward and makes charges against me. You could not then prove Trumbull an
honest man either by Lincoln, by Matheny, or by any of Lincoln's friends. They charged every where that
Trumbull had cheated them out of the bargain, and Lincoln found sure enough that it was a bad bargain to
contract and conspire with rogues.

And now | will explain to you what has been a mystery all over the State and Union, the reason why Lincoln
was nominated for the United States Senate by the Black Republican Convention. You know it has never
been usual for any party, or any Convention, to nominate a candidate for United States Senator. Probably
this was the first time that such a thing was ever done. The Black Republican Convention had not been called
for that purpose, but to nominate a State ticket, and every man was surprised and many disgusted when
Lincoln was nominated. Archie Williams thought he was entitled to it, Browning knew that he deserved it,
Wentworth was certain that he would get it, Peck had hopes, Judd felt sure that he was the man, and Palmer
had claims and had made arrangements to secure it; but to their utter amazement, Lincoln was nominated by
the Convention, and not only that, but he received the nomination unanimously, by a resolution declaring that
Abraham Lincoln was "the first, last, and only choice" of the Republican party. How did this occur? Why,
because they could not get Lincoln's friends to make another bargain with "rogues," unless the whole party
would come up as one man and pledge their honor that they would stand by Lincoln first, last and all the time,
and that he should not be cheated by Lovejoy this time, as he was by Trumbull before. Thus, by passing this
resolution, the Abolitionists are all for him, Lovejoy and Farnsworth are canvassing for him, Giddings is ready
to come here in his behalf, and the negro speakers are already on the stump for him, and he is sure not to
be cheated this time. He would not go into the arrangement until he got their bond for it, and Trumbull is
compelled now to take the stump, get up false charges against me, and travel all over the State to try and
elect Lincoln, in order to keep Lincoln's friends quiet about the bargain in which Trumbull cheated them four

years ago. You see, now, why it is that Lincoln and Trumbull are so mighty fond of each other. They have
entered into a conspiracy to break me down by these assaults on my public character in order to draw my
attention from a fair exposure of the mode in which they attempted to abolitionize the old Whig and the old
Democratic parties and lead them captive into the Abolition camp. Do you not all remember that Lincoln went
around here four years ago making speeches to you, and telling that you should all go for the Abolition ticket,
and swearing that he was as good a Whig as he ever was; and that Trumbull went all over the State making
pledges to the old Democrats, and trying to coax them into the Abolition camp, swearing by his Maker, with
the uplifted hand, that he was still a Democrat, always intended to be, and that never would he desert the
Democratic party. He got your votes to elect an Abolition Legislature, which passed Abolition resolutions,
attempted to pass Abolition laws, and sustained Abolitionists for office, State and National. Now, the same
game is attempted to be played over again. Then Lincoln and Trumbull made captives of the old Whigs and
old Democrats and carried them into the Abolition camp, where Father Giddings, the high-priest of
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Abolitionism, received and christened them in the dark cause just as fast as they were brought in. Giddings
found the converts so numerous that he had to have assistance, and he sent for John P. Hale, N. P. Banks,
Chase, and other Abolitionists, and they came on, and with Lovejoy and Fred Douglass, the negro, helped to
baptize these new converts as Lincoln, Trumbull, Breese, Reynolds, and Dougherty could capture them and
bring them within the Abolition clutch. Gentlemen, they are now around making the same kind of speeches.
Trumbull was down in Monroe county the other day assailing me, and making a speech in favor of Lincoln,
and | will show you under what notice his meeting was called. You see these people are Black Republicans or
Abolitionists up north, while at Springfield to-day, they dare not call their Convention "Republican," but are
obliged to say "a Convention of all men opposed to the Democratic party," and in Monroe county and lower
Egypt Trumbull advertises their meetings as follows:

A meeting of the Free Democracy will take place at Waterloo, on Monday September 12th inst., whereat Hon.
Lyman Trumbull, Hon. John Baker, and others, will address the people upon the different political topics of
the day. Members of all parties are cordially invited to be present, and hear and determine for themselves.

September 9, 1858.
The Free Democracy
Did you ever before hear of this new party called the "Free Democracy?"

What object have these Black Republicans in changing their name in every county? They have one name in
the north, another in the center, and another in the South. When | used to practice law before my
distinguished judicial friend, whom | recognize in the crowd before me, if a man was charged with horse-
stealing and the proof showed that he went by one name in Stephenson county, another in Sangamon, a
third in Monroe, and a fourth in Randolph, we thought that the fact of his changing his name so often to avoid
detection, was pretty strong evidence of his guilt. | would like to know why it is that this great free soil abolition
party is not willing to avow the same name in all parts of the State? (They dare not.) If this party believes that
its course is just, why does it not avow the same principles in the North, and in the South, in the East and in
the West, wherever the American flag waves over American soil? (Cheers.)

A VOICE- "The party does not call itself Black Republican in the North."

MR. DOUGLAS-SIr, if you will get a copy of the paper published at Waukegan, fifty miles from Chicago, which
advocates the election of Mr. Lincoln, and has his name flying at its mast-head, you will find that it declares
that "this paper is devoted to the cause" of Black Republicanism. (Good, hit him again, and cheers.) | had a
copy of it and intended to bring it down here into Egypt to let you see what name the party rallied under up in

the northern part of the State, and to convince you that their principles are as different in the two sections of
the State as is their name. | am sorry that | have mislaid it and have not got it here. Their principles in the
north are jet-black, in the center they are in color a decent mulatto, and in lower Egypt they are almost white.
Why, | admired many of the white sentiments contained in Lincoln's speech at Jonesboro, and could not help
but contrast them with the speeches of the same distinguished orator made in the northern part of the State.
Down here he denies that the Black Republican party is opposed to the admission of any more slave States,
under any circumstances, and says that they are willing to allow the people of each State, when it wants to
come into the Union, to do just as it pleases on the question of slavery. In the North, you find Lovejoy, their
candidate for Congress in the Bloomington District, Farnsworth, their candidate in the Chicago District, and
Washburne, their candidate in the Galena District, all declaring that never will they consent, under any
circumstances, to admit another slave State, even if the people want it. Thus, while they avow one set of
principles up there, they avow another and entirely different set down here. And here let me recall to Mr.
Lincoln the scriptural quotation which he has applied to the Federal Government, that a house divided
against itself cannot stand, and ask him how does he expect this Abolition party to stand when in one-half of
the State it advocates a set of principles which it has repudiated in the other half?

| am told that | have but eight minutes more. | would like to talk to you an hour and a half longer, but | will
make the best use | can of the remaining eight minutes. Mr. Lincoln said in his first remarks that he was not in
favor of the social and political equality of the negro with the white man. Every where up north he has
declared that he was not in favor of the social and political equality of the negro, but he would not say
whether or not he was opposed to negroes voting and negro citizenship. | want to know whether he is for or
against negro citizenship? He declared his utter opposition to the Dred Scott decision, and advanced as a
reason that the court had decided that it was not possible for a negro to be a citizen under the Constitution of
the United States. If he is opposed to the Dred Scott decision for that reason, he must be in favor of confering
the right and privilege of citizenship upon the negro! | have been trying to get an answer from him on that
point, but have never yet obtained one, and | will show you why. In every speech he made in the north he
quoted the Declaration of Independence to prove that all men were created equal, and insisted that the
phrase "all men," included the negro as well as the white man, and that the equality rested upon Divine law.
Here is what he said on that point:

"I should like to know if, taking this old Declaration of Independence, which declares that all men are equal
1inan nrincinle  and makina excentinng ta it where will it stan? If nne man savs it dnes nat mean a nearn whv
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may not another say it does not mean some other man? If that declaration is not the truth, let us get the
statute book in which we find it and bear it out."

Lincoln maintains there that the Declaration of Independence asserts that the negro is equal to the white
man, and that under Divine law, and if he believes so it was rational for him to advocate negro citizenship,
which, when allowed, puts the negro on an equality under the law. | say to you in all frankness, gentlemen,
that in my opinion a negro is not a citizen, cannot be, and ought not to be, under the Constitution of the
United States. | will not even qualify my opinion to meet the declaration of one of the Judges of the Supreme
Court in the Dred Scott case, "that a negro descended from African parents, who was imported into this
country as a slave is not a citizen, and cannot be." | say that this Government was established on the white
basis. It was made by white men, for the benefit of white men and their posterity forever, and never should be
administered by any except white men. | declare that a negro ought not to be a citizen, whether his parents
were imported into this country as slaves or not, or whether or not he was born here. It does not depend
upon the place a negro's parents were born, or whether they were slaves or not, but upon the fact that he is
a negro, belonging to a race incapable of self-government, and for that reason ought not to be on an equality
with white men. (Immense applause.)

My friends, | am sorry that | have not time to pursue this argument further, as | might have done but for the
fact that Mr. Lincoln compelled me to occupy a portion of my time in repelling those gross slanders and
falsehoods that Trumbull has invented against me and put in circulation. In conclusion, let me ask you why
should this Government be divided by a geographical line-arraying all men North in one great hostile party
against all men South? Mr. Lincoln tells you, in his speech at Springfield, "that a house divided against itself
cannot stand; that this Government, divided into free and slave States, cannot endure permanently; that they
must either be all free or all slave; all one thing or all the other." Why cannot this Government endure divided
into free and slave States, as our fathers made it? When this Government was established by Washington,
Jefferson, Madison, Jay, Hamilton, Franklin, and the other sages and patriots of that day, it was composed of
free States and slave States, bound together by one common Constitution. We have existed and prospered
from that day to this thus divided, and have increased with a rapidity never before equaled in wealth, the
extension of territory, and all the elements of power and greatness, until we have become the first nation on
the face of the globe. Why can we not thus continue to prosper? We can if we will live up to and execute the
Government upon those principles upon which our fathers established it. During the whole period of our
existence Divine Providence has smiled upon us, and showered upon our nation richer and more abundant
blessings than have ever been conferred upon any other.

Senator Douglas' time here expired, and he stopped on the minute, amidst deafening applause.

Mr. Lincoln's Reply
As Mr. Lincoln stepped forward, the crowd sent up three rousing cheers.
MR. LINCOLN said:

Fellow citizens-It follows as a matter of course that a half-hour answer to a speech of an hour and a half can
be but a very hurried one. | shall only be able to touch upon a few of the points suggested by Judge Douglas,
and give them a brief attention, while | shall have to totally omit others for the want of time.

Judge Douglas has said to you that he has not been able to get from me an answer to the question whether |
am in favor of negro citizenship. So far as | know, the Judge never asked me the question before. [Applause.]
He shall have no occasion to ever ask it again, for | tell him very frankly that | am not in favor of negro
citizenship. [Renewed applause.] This furnishes me an occasion for saying a few words upon the subject. |
mentioned in a certain speech of mine which has been printed, that the Supreme Court had decided that a
negro could not possibly be made a citizen, and without saying what was my ground of complaint in regard to
that, or whether | had any ground of complaint, Judge Douglas has from that thing manufactured nearly every
thing that he ever says about my disposition to produce an equality between the negroes and the white
people. If any one will read my speech, he will find | mentioned that as one of the points decided in the course
of the Supreme Court opinions, but | did not state what objection | had to it. But Judge Douglas tells the
people what my objection was when | did not tell them myself. Now my opinion is that the different States have
the power to make a negro a citizen under the Constitution of the United States if they choose. The Dred
Scott decision decides that they have not that power. If the State of lllinois had that power | should be
opposed to the exercise of it. [Cries of "good," "good," and applause.] That is all | have to say about it.

Judge Douglas has told me that he heard my speeches north and my speeches south-that he had heard me
at Ottawa and at Freeport in the north, and recently at Jonesboro in the south, and there was a very different
cast of sentiment in the speeches made at the different points. | will not charge upon Judge Douglas that he
willfully misrepresents me, but | call upon every fair-minded man to take these speeches and read them, and /

dare him to point out any difference between my speeches north and south. [Great cheering.] While | am
here perhaps | ought to say a word, if | have the time, in regard to the latter portion of the Judge's speech,
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would not endure, half slave and half free. | have said so, and | did not say it without what seemed to me to
be good reasons. It perhaps would require more time than | have now to set forth these reasons in detail; but
let me ask you a few questions. Have we ever had any peace on this slavery question? [No, no.] When are
we to have peace upon it if it is kept in the position it now occupies? [Never.] How are we ever to have peace
upon it? That is an important question. To be sure, if we will all stop and allow Judge Douglas and his friends
to march on in their present career until they plant the institution all over the nation, here and wherever else
our flag waves, and we acquiesce in it, there will be peace. But let me ask Judge Douglas how he is going to
get the people to do that? [Applause.] They have been wrangling over this question for at least forty years.
This was the cause of the agitation resulting in the Missouri Compromise-this produced the troubles at the
annexation of Texas, in the acquisition of the territory acquired in the Mexican war. Again, this was the trouble
which was quieted by the Compromise of 1850, when it was settled "forever,” as both the great political
parties declared in their National Conventions. That "forever" turned out to be just four years, [laughter] when
Judge Douglas himself reopened it. [Immense applause, cries of "hit him again," &c.] When is it likely to come
to an end? He introduced the Nebraska bill in 1854 to put another end to the slavery agitation. He promised
that it would finish it all up immediately, and he has never made a speech since until he got into a quarrel with
the President about the Lecompton Constitution, in which he has not declared that we are just at the end of
the slavery agitation. But in one speech, | think last winter, he did say that he didn't quite see when the end of
the slavery agitation would come. [Laughter and cheers.] Now he tells us again that it is all over, and the
people of Kansas have voted down the Lecompton Constitution. How is it over? That was only one of the
attempts at putting an end to the slavery agitation-one of these "final settlements." [Renewed laughter.] Is
Kansas in the Union? Has she formed a Constitution that she is likely to come in under? Is not the slavery
agitation still an open question in that Territory? Has the voting down of that Constitution put an end to all the
trouble? Is that more likely to settle it than every one of these previous attempts to settle the slavery
agitation? [Cries of "No," "No."] Now, at this day in the history of the world we can no more foretell where the
end of this slavery agitation will be than we can see the end of the world itself. The Nebraska-Kansas bill was
introduced four years and a half ago, and if the agitation is ever to come to an end, we may say we are four
years and a half nearer the end. So, too, we can say we are four years and a half nearer the end of the
world; and we can just as clearly see the end of the world as we can see the end of this agitation. [Applause.]
The Kansas settlement did not conclude it. If Kansas should sink to-day, and leave a great vacant space in
the earth's surface, this vexed question would still be among us. | say, then, there is no way of putting an end
to the slavery agitation amongst us but to put it back upon the basis where our fathers placed it, [applause]
no way but to keep it out of our new Territories [renewed applause]-to restrict it forever to the old States
where it now exists. [Tremendous and prolonged cheering; cries of "That's the doctrine," "Good," "Good," &c.]
Then the public mind will rest in the belief that it is in the course of ultimate extinction. That is one way of
putting an end to the slavery agitation. [Applause.]

The other way is for us to surrender and let Judge Douglas and his friends have their way and plant slavery
over all the States cease speaking of it as in any way a wrong-regard slavery as one of the common matters
of property, and speak of negroes as we do of our horses and cattle. But while it drives on in its state of
progress as it is now driving, and as it has driven for the last five years, | have ventured the opinion, and | say
to-day, that we will have no end to the slavery agitation until it takes one turn or the other. [Applause.] | do
not mean that when it takes a turn toward ultimate extinction it will be in a day, nor in a year, nor in two years.
I do not suppose that in the most peaceful way ultimate extinction would occur in less than a hundred years at
least; but that it will occur in the best way for both races, in God's own good time, | have no doubt. [Applause.]
But, my friends, | have used up more of my time than | intended on this point.

Now, in regard to this matter about Trumbull and myself having made a bargain to sell out the entire Whig
and Democratic parties in 1854-Judge Douglas brings forward no evidence to sustain his charge, except the
speech Matheny is said to have made in 1856, in which he told a cock-and-bull story of that sort, upon the
same moral principles that Judge Douglas tells it here to-day. [Loud applause.] This is the simple truth. | do
not care greatly for the story, but this is the truth of it, and | have twice told Judge Douglas to his face, that
from beginning to end there is not one word of truth in it. [Thunders of applause.] | have called upon him for
the proof, and he does not at all meet me as Trumbull met him upon that of which we were just talking, by
producing the record. He didn't bring the record, because there was no record for him to bring. [Cheers and
laughter.] When he asks if | am ready to indorse Trumbull's veracity after he has broken a bargain with me, |
reply that if Trumbull had broken a bargain with me, | would not be likely to indorse his veracity; [laughter and
applause]; but | am ready to indorse his veracity because neither in that thing, nor in any other, in all the
years that | have known Lyman Trumbull, have | known him to fail of his word or tell a falsehood, large or
small. [Great cheering.] It is for that reason that | indorse Lyman Trumbull.

MR. JAMES BROWN (Douglas Post Master).-What does Ford's history say about him?

MR. LINCOLN-Some gentleman asks me what Ford's History says about him. My own recollection is, that Ford
speaks of Trumbull in very disrespectful terms in several portions of his book, and that he talks a great deal
worse of Judge Douglas. [Roars of laughter and applause.] | refer you, sir, to the history for examination.
[Cheers.]

Judge Douglas complains, at considerable length, about a disposition on the part of Trumbull and myself to
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dealing illiberally or unfairly with an adversary, either in court, or in a political canvass, or any where else. |
would despise myself if | supposed myself ready to deal less liberally with an adversary than | was willing to be
treated myself. Judge Douglas, in a general way, without putting it in a direct shape, revives the old charge
against me in reference to the Mexican war. He does not take the responsibility of putting it in a very definite
form, but makes a general reference to it. That charge is more than ten years old. He complains of Trumbull
and myself, because he says we bring charges against him one or two years old. He knows, too, that in
regard to the Mexican war story, the more respectable papers of his own party throughout the State have
been compelled to take it back and acknowledge that it was a lie. [Continued and vociferous applause.]

Here Mr. Lincoln turned to the crowd on the platform, and selecting Hon. Orlando B. Ficklin, led him forward
and said:

I do not mean to do any thing with Mr. Ficklin, except to present his face and tell you that he personally knows
it to be a lie! He was a member of Congress at the only time | was in Congress, and he (Ficklin) knows that
whenever there was an attempt to procure a vote of mine which would indorse the origin and justice of the
war, | refused to give such endorsement, and voted against it; but | never voted against the supplies for the
army, and he knows, as well as Judge Douglas, that whenever a dollar was asked by way of compensation or
otherwise, for the benefit of the soldiers, I gave all the votes that Ficklin or Douglas did, and perhaps more.
[Loud applause.]

MR. FICKLIN-My friends, | wish to say this in reference to the matter. Mr. Lincoln and myself are just as good
personal friends as Judge Douglas and myself. In reference to this Mexican war, my recollection is that when
Ashmun's resolution (amendment) was offered by Mr. Ashmun of Massachusetts, in which he declared that
the Mexican war was unnecessarily and unconstitutionally commenced by the President-my recollection is
that Mr. Lincoln voted for that resolution.

MR. LINCOLN-That is the truth. Now you all remember that was a resolution censuring the President for the
manner in which the war was begun. You know they have charged that | voted against the supplies, by which |
starved the soldiers who were out fighting the battles of their country. | say that Ficklin knows it is false. When
that charge was brought forward by the Chicago Times, the Springfield Register (Douglas organ) reminded
the Times that the charge really applied to John Henry; and | do know that John Henry is now making
speeches and fiercely battling for Judge Douglas. [Loud applause.] If the Judge now says that he offers this
as a sort of a set-off to what | said to-day in reference to Trumbull's charge, then | remind him that he made
this charge before | said a word about Trumbull's. He brought this forward at Ottawa, the first time we met
face to face; and in the opening speech that Judge Douglas made, he attacked me in regard to a matter ten
years old. Isn't he a pretty man to be whining about people making charges against him only two years old.
[Cheers.]

The Judge thinks it is altogether wrong that | should have dwelt upon this charge of Trumbull's at all. | gave
the apology for doing so in my opening speech. Perhaps it didn't fix your attention. | said that when Judge
Douglas was speaking at places where | spoke on the succeeding day, he used very harsh language about
this charge. Two or three times afterward | said | had confidence in Judge Trumbull's veracity and
intelligence; and my own opinion was, from what | knew of the character of Judge Trumbull, that he would
vindicate his position, and prove whatever he had stated to be true. This | repeated two or three times; and
then I dropped it, without saying any thing more on the subject for weeks-perhaps a month. | passed it by
without noticing it at all till | found at Jacksonville, Judge Douglas, in the plenitude of his power, is not willing to
answer Trumbull and let me alone; but he comes out there and uses this language: "He should not hereafter
occupy his time in refuting such charges made by Trumbull, but that Lincoln, having indorsed the character of
Trumbull for veracity, he should hold him (Lincoln) responsible for the slanders.” What was Lincoln to do?
[Laughter.] Did he not do right, when he had the fit opportunity of meeting Judge Douglas here, to tell him he
was ready for the responsibility? [Enthusiastic cheering, "good, good. Hurrah for Lincoln!"] | ask a candid
audience whether in doing thus Judge Douglas was not the assailant rather than I? ["Yes, yes, Hit him
again!"] Here | meet him face to face and say | am ready to take the responsibility so far as it rests on me.

Having done so, | ask the attention of this audience to the question whether | have succeeded in sustaining
the charge, ["yes," "yes"] and whether Judge Douglas has at all succeeded in rebutting it? [Loud cries of "no,
no."] You all heard me call upon him to say which of these pieces of evidence was a forgery? Does he say
that what | present here as a copy of the original Toombs bill is a forgery? ["No, "no."] Does he say that what |
present as a copy of the bill reported by himself is a forgery? ["No," "no," "no."] Or what is presented as a
transcript from the Globe, of the quotations from Bigler's speech, is a forgery? [No, no, no.] Does he say the
quotations from his own speech are forgeries? ["No," "no," "no."] Does he say this transcript from Trumbull's
speech is a forgery? [Loud cries of "no, no." "He didn't deny one of them."] | would then like to know how it
comes about, that when each piece of a story is true, the whole story turns out false? [Great cheers and
laughter.] | take it these people have some sense; they see plainly that Judge Douglas is playing cuttlefish,
[Laughter] a small species of fish that has no mode of defending itself when pursued except by throwing out a
black fluid, which makes the water so dark the enemy cannot see it, and thus it escapes. [Roars of laughter.]
Ain't the Judge playing the cuttlefish? ["yes, yes," and cheers.]
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Now | would ask very special attention to the consideration of Judge Douglas's speech at Jacksonville; and
when you shall read his speech of today, | ask you to watch closely and see which of these pieces of
testimony, every one of which he says is a forgery, he has shown to be such. Not one of them has he shown
to be a forgery. Then | ask the original question, if each of the pieces of testimony is true, how is it possible
that the whole is a falsehood? [Loud and continued cheers.]

In regard to Trumbull's charge that he (Douglas) inserted a provision into the bill to prevent the Constitution
being submitted to the people, what was his answer? He comes here and reads from the Congressional
Globe to show that on his motion that provision was struck out of the bill. Why, Trumbull has not said it was
not stricken out, but Trumbull says he [Douglas] put it in, and it is no answer to the charge to say he
afterward took it out. Both are perhaps true. It was in regard to that thing precisely that | told him he had
dropped the cub. [Roars of laughter.] Trumbull shows you that by his introducing the bill it was his cub.
[Laughter] It is no answer to that assertion to call Trumbull a liar merely because he did not specially say that
Douglas struck it out. Suppose that were the case, does it answer Trumbull? [No, no] | assert that you
(pointing to an individual,) are here to-day, and you undertake to prove me a liar by showing that you were in
Mattoon yesterday. [Laughter.] | say that you took your hat off your head, and you prove me a liar by putting
it on your head. [Roars of laughter.] That is the whole force of Douglas's argument.

Now, | want to come back to my original question. Trumbull says that Judge Douglas had a bill with a provision
in it for submitting a Constitution to be made to a vote of the people of Kansas. Does Judge Douglas deny
that fact? [Cries of "no, no."] Does he deny that the provision which Trumbull reads was put in that bill? ["No,
no."] Then Trumbull says he struck it out. Does he have to deny that? ["No, no, no."] He does not, and | have
the right to repeat the question-why Judge Douglas took it out? [Immense applause.] Bigler has said there
was a combination of certain Senators, among whom he did not include Judge Douglas, by which it was
agreed that the Kansas bill should have a clause in it not to have the Constitution formed under it submitted
to a vote of the people. He did not say that Douglas was among them, but we prove by another source that
about the same time Douglas comes into the Senate with that provision stricken out of the bill. Although Bigler
cannot say they were all working in concert, yet it looks very much as if the thing was agreed upon and done
with a mutual understanding after the conference; and while we do not know that it was absolutely so, yet it
looks so probable that we have a right to call upon the man who knows the true reason why it was done, to
tell what the true reason was. [Great cheers.] When he will not tell what the true reason was, he stands in the
attitude of an accused thief who has stolen goods in his possession, and when called to account, refuses to
tell where he got them. [Immense applause.] Not only is this the evidence, but when he comes in with the bill
having the provision stricken out, he tells us in a speech, not then, but since, that these alterations and
modifications in the bill had been made by HIM, in consultation with Toombs, the originator of the bill. He tells
us the same to-day. He says there were certain modifications made in the bill in Committee that he did not
vote for. | ask you to remember while certain amendments were made which he disapproved of, but which a
majority of the Committee voted in, he has himself told us that in this particular the alterations and
modifications were made by him upon consultation with Toombs. [Enthusiastic cheering.] We have his own
word that these alterations were made by him and not by the committee. ["That's so," "good, good."] Now, |
ask what is the reason Judge Douglas is so chary about coming to the exact question? What is the reason he
will not tell you any thing about HOW it was made, BY WHOM it was made, or that he remembers it being
made at all? Why does he stand playing upon the meaning of words, and quibbling around the edges of the
evidence? If he can explain all this, but leaves it unexplained, | have a right to infer that Judge Douglas
understood it was the purpose of his party, in engineering that bill through; to make a Constitution, and have
Kansas come into the Union with that Constitution, without its being submitted to a vote of the people. ["That's
it."] If he will explain his action on this question, by giving a better reason for the facts that happened, than he
has done, it will be satisfactory. But until he does that-until he gives a better or more plausible reason than he
has offered against the evidence in the case-/ suggest to him it will not avail him at all that he swells himself
up, takes on dignity, and calls people liars. [Great applause and laughter.] Why, sir, there is not a word in
Trumbull's speech that depends on Trumbull's veracity at all. He has only arrayed the evidence and told you
what follows as a matter of reasoning. There is not a statement in the whole speech that depends on
Trumbull's word. If you have ever studied geometry, you remember that by a course of reasoning, Euclid
proves that all the angles in a triangle are equal to two right angles. Euclid has shown you how to work it out.

Now, if you undertake to disprove that proposition, and to show that it is erroneous, would you prove it to be
false by calling Euclid a liar? [Roars of laughter and enthusiastic cheers.] They tell me that my time is out,
and therefore | close.
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Second Debate: Freeport, Illinois

It was a cloudy, cool, and damp day. Special trains brought people from Galena, Chicago, Rockford, and
other cities in northern lllinois. Estimates as high as 15,000 were reported in various newspaper accounts.

Lincoln answered the seven questions Douglas posed at Ottawa and then asked four of his own. Douglas'
response became known as the Freeport Doctrine which had ramifications at the 1860 Democratic National
Convention.

Source: Neely, Mark E. Jr. 1982. The Abraham Lincoln Encyclopedia. New York: Da Capo Press, Inc.

Full text of the debate follows.

Mr. Lincoln's Speech

Mr. Lincoln was introduced by Hon. Thomas J. Turner, and was greeted with loud cheers. When the applause
had subsided, he said:

LADIES AND GENTLEMEN - On Saturday last, Judge Douglas and myself first met in public discussion. He
spoke one hour, I an hour and a half, and he replied for half an hour. The order is now reversed. | am to
speak an hour, he an hour and a half, and then | am to reply for half an hour. | propose to devote myself
during the first hour to the scope of what was brought within the range of his half-hour speech at Ottawa. Of
course there was brought within the scope in that half-hour's speech something of his own opening speech.
In the course of that opening argument Judge Douglas proposed to me seven distinct interrogatories. In my
speech of an hour and a half, | attended to some other parts of his speech, and incidentally, as | thought,
answered one of the interrogatories then. | then distinctly intimated to him that | would answer the rest of his
interrogatories on condition only that he should agree to answer as many for me. He made no intimation at
the time of the proposition, nor did he in his reply allude at all to that suggestion of mine. | do him no injustice
in saying that he occupied at least half of his reply in dealing with me as though | had refused to answer his
interrogatories. | now propose that | will answer any of the interrogatories, upon condition that he will answer
quest ions from me not exceeding the same number. | give him an opportunity to respond. The Judge
remains silent. | now say that | will answer his interrogatories, whether he answers mine or not; [applause] and
that after | have done so, | shall propound mine to him. [Applause.]

[Owing to the press of people against the platform, our reporter did not reach the stand until Mr. Lincoln had
spoken to this point. The previous remakrs were taken by a gentleman in Freeport, who has politely furnished
them to us.]

| have supposed myself, since the organization of the Republican party at Bloomington, in May, 1856, bound
as a party man by the platforms of the party, then and since. If in any interrogatories which | shall answer | go
beyond the scope of what is within these platforms, it will be perceived that no one is responsible but myself.

Having said thus much, | will take up the Judge's interrogatories as | find them printed in the Chicago Times,
and answer them seriatim. In order that there may be no mistake about it, | have copied the interrogatories in
writing, and also my answers to them. The first one of these interrogatories is in these words:

Question 1. "l desire to know whether Lincoln to-day stands, as he did in 1854, in favor of the unconditional
repeal of the Fugitive Slave law?"
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Answer. | do not now, nor ever did, stand in favor ot the unconditional repeal of the Fugitive Slave law. [Cries
of "Good," "Good."]

Q. 2. "l 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?"

A. I do not now, or ever did, stand pledged against the admission of any more slave States into the Union.

Q. 3. "1 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?"

A. 1do not stand 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. [Cries of "good," "good."]

Q. 4. "l want to know whether he stands to-day pledged to the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia?"
A. I do not stand to-day pledged to the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia.

Q. 5. "l desire him to answer whether he stands pledged to the prohibition of the slave-trade between the
different States?"

A. I do not stand pledged to the prohibition of the slave-trade between the different States.

Q. 6. "l 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?"

A. lam impliedly, if not expressly, pledged to a belief in the right and duty of Congress to prohibit slavery in all
the United States Territories.

Q. 7. "l desire him to answer whether he is opposed to the acquisition of any new territory unless slavery is
first prohibited therein?"

A. lam not generally opposed to honest acquisition of territory; and, in any given case, | would or would not
oppose such acquisition, accordingly as | might think such acquisition would or would not agravate [sic] the
slavery question among ourselves. [Cries of good, good.]

Now, my friends, it will be perceived upon an examination of these questions and answers, that so far | have
only answered that | was not pledged to this, that or the other. The Judge has not framed his interrogatories
to ask me anything more than this, and | have answered in strict accordance with the interrogatories, and
have answered truly that | am not pledged at all upon any of the points to which | have answered. But | am not
disposed to hang upon the exact form of his interrogatory. | am rather disposed to take up at least some of
these questions, and state what | really think upon them.

As to the first one, in regard to the Fugitive Slave law, | have never hesitated to say, and | do not now
hesitate to say, that | think, under the Constitution of the United States, the people of the Southern States are
entitled to a Congressional Fugitive Slave law. Having said that, | have had nothing to say in regard to the
existing Fugitive Slave law, further than that | think it should have been framed so as to be free from some of
the objections that pertain to it, without lessening its efficiency. And inasmuch as we are not now in an
agitation in regard to an alteration or modification of that law, | would not be the man to introduce it as a new
subject of agitation upon the general question of slavery.

In regard to the other question, of whether | am pledged to the admission of any more slave States into the
Union, | state to you very frankly that | would be exceedingly