782 THIRTY YEARS' VIEW,

for their point, an assertion that the majority in
Congress have a settled purpose to destroy the
institution of slavery in the State of Mississippi,
and in the other slave States, and to subvert the
sovereignty of all the slave States. It is the
duty of history to deal with this asdertion, thus
solemnly put in a legislative act as a cause for
the secession of a State from the Union—and to
say, that it was an assertion without evidence,
and contrary to the evidence, and contrary to
the fact. . There was no such settled purpose in
the majority of Congress, nor in & minority of
Congress, nor in any half-dozen members of
Congress—if in any one at all. It was a most
deplorable assertion of a most alarming design,
calculated to mislead and inflame the ignorant,
and make them fly to disunion as the refuge
against such an appalling catastrophe. But it
was not a new declaration. It was part and
parcel of the original agitation of slavery com-
menced in 1835, and continued ever since. To
destroy slavery in the States has been the de-
sign attributed to the Northern States from
that day to this, and is necessary to be kept up
in order to keep alive thé slavery agitation in
the slave States. It has received its constant
and authoritative contradiction in the conduct
of those States at home, and in the acts of their
representatives in Congress, year in and year
out ; and continues to receive that contradiction,
continually ; but without having the least effect
upon its repetition and incessant reiteration.
In the mean time there is a fact visible in all the
slave States, which shows that, notwithstanding
these twenty years’ repetition of the same as-
sertion, there is no danger to slavery in any
slave State. Property is timid! and slave pro-
perty above all: and the market is the test of
safety and danger to all property. Nobody
gives full price for anything that is insecure,
either in title or possession. All property, in
danger from either cause, sinks in price when
brought to that infallible test. Now, how is it
with slave property, tried by this unerring
standard? Has it been sinking in price since
the year 18357 since the year of the first
alarm manifesto in South Carolina, and the first
of Mr. Calhoun’s twenty years’ alarm speeches
in the Senate?  On the contrary, the price has
been constantly rising the whole time—and is

incredible to have been predicted twenty years
ago.
But, although the slavery alarm does not act
on property, yet it acts on the feelings and pas-
sions of the people, and excites sectional ani-
mosity, hatred for the Union, and desire for
separation. The Nashville convention, and the
call for the Southern Congress, were natural
occasions to call out these feelings; and most
copiously did they flow. Some specimens, taken
from the considered language of men in high
authority, and speaking advisedly, and for ac-
tion, will show the temper of the whole—the
names withheld,-because the design is to show
a danger, and not to expose individuals.

In the South Carolina Legislature, a speaker
declared :

“We -must secede from a Union perverted
from its original purpose, and which has now
become an engine of oppression to the South.
He thought our proper course was for this legis-
lature to proceed directly to the election of dele-
gates to a Southern Congress. He thought we
should not await the action of all the Southern
States ; but it -is prudent for us to await the
action of such States as Alabama, Georgia, Mis-
sissippi,and Florida ; because these States have
requested us to wait. If we can get but one
State to unite with us, then we must act. Once
being independent, we would have a strong ally
in England. But we must prepare for seces-
sion.”

Another:

“The friends of the Southern movement in
the other States look to the action of South
Carolina ; and he would make the issue in a
reasonable time, and the only way to do so is
by secession. There would be no concert among
the Southern States until a blow is struck.
And if we are sincere in our determination to
resist, we must give the South some guarantee
that we are in earnest. He could not concur
with the gentleman from Greenville in his ex-
pressions of attachment to the Union. He hated
and detested the Union, and was in favor of
cutting the connection. He avowed himself a
disunionist—a disunionist per se. If he had
the power, he would crush this Union to-mor-
row.”

Another:

“Denied the right or the power of the general
government to coerce the State in case of seces-
sion. This State is sovereign and independent,
80 soon as she sees proper to assert that sove-
reignty. And when can we be stronger than
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