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Part 1-The Introducton

FELLOW CITIZENS: Eighty-six years ago the fourth of July was consecrated and distinguished among
all the days of the year as the birthday, of American liberty and Independence. The fathers of the Republic
recommended that this day be celebrated with joy and gladness by the whole American people, to their

latest posterity.

Probably not one of those fathers ever dreamed that this hallowed day could possibly be made to witness
the strange and portentous Events now transpiring before our eyes, and which even now cast a cloud of
more than midnight blackness over the face of the whole country. We are the observers of strange and

fearful transactions.

Never was this national anniversary celebrated in circumstances more trying, more momentous, more
solemn and perilous, than those by which this nation is now so strongly environed. We present to the
world at this moment, the painful spectacle of a great nation, undergoing all the bitter pangs of a gigantic

and bloody revolution.

We are torn and rent asunder; we are desolated by large and powerful armies of our own kith and kin,
converted into desperate and infuriated rebels and traitors, more savage, more fierce and brutal in their

modes of warfare, than any recognized barbarians making no pretensions to civilization.

In the presence of this troubled and terrible state of the country, in the appalling jar and rumbling of this
social Earthquake, when sorrow and sighing are heard throughout our widely extended borders, when the
wise and brave men of the land are everywhere deeply and sadly contemplating this solemn crisis as one

which may permanently decide the fate of the nation I should greatly transgress the law of fitness, and

violate my own feelings and yours, if I should on this occasion attempt to entertain you by delivering

anything of the usual type of our 4th of July orations.

The hour is one for sobriety, thoughtfulness and stern truthfulness. When the house is on fire, when
destruction is spreading its baleful wings everywhere, when helpless women and children are to be
rescued from devouring flames a true man can neither have ear nor heart for anything but the thrilling and

heart rending, cry for help.

Our country is now on fire. No man can now tell what the future will bring forth. The question now is
whether this great Republic before it has reached a century from its birth, is to fall in the wake of unhappy

Mexico, and become the constant theatre of civil war or whether it shall become like old Spain, the
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We are only continuing the tremendous struggle, which your fathers and my father’s began eighty-six

years ago. Thus identifying the present with the past, I propose to consider the great present question,

uppermost and all absorbing in all minds and hearts throughout the land.

I shall speak to you of the origin, the nature, the objects of this war, the manner of conducting, and its

possible and probably results.




Part 2-Origin of the War

It is hardly necessary at this very late day of this war, and in view of all the discussion through the press
and on the platform which has transpired concerning it, to enter now upon any elaborate enquiry or
explanation as to whence came this foul and guilty attempt to break up and destroy the national

Government.

All but the willfully blind or the malignantly traitorous, know and confess that this whole movement,
which now so largely distracts the country, and threatens ruin to the nation, has its root and its sap, its
trunk and its branches, and the bloody fruit it bears only from the one source of all abounding

abomination, and that is slavery.

It has sprung out of a malign selfishness and a haughty and imperious pride which only the practice of the
most hateful oppression and cruelty could generate and develop. No ordinary love of gain, no ordinary

love of power, could have stirred up this terrible revolt.

The legitimate objects of property, such as houses, lands, fruits of the earth, the products of art, science
and invention, powerful as they are, could never have stirred and kindled this malignant flame, and set on

fire this rebellious fury.

The monster was brought to its birth, by pride, lust and cruelty which could not brook the sober restraints

of law, order and justice. The monster publishes its own parentage.

Grim and hideous as this rebellion is, it’s shocking practices, digging up the bones of our dead soldiers
slain in battle, making drinking vessels out of their skulls, drumsticks out of their arm bones, slaying our
wounded soldiers on the field of carnage, when their gaping wounds appealed piteously for mercy,
poisoning wells, firing upon unarmed men, stamp it with all the horrid characteristics of the bloody and

barbarous system and society from which it derived its life.

Of course you know, and I know that there have been and still are, certain out of the way places here at

the north, where rebels, in the smooth disguise of loyal men, do meet and promulgate a very opposite
explanation of the origin of this war, and that grave attempts have been made to refute their absurd

theories.

[ once heard Hon. Edward Everett entertain a large audience by a lengthy and altogether unnecessary
argument to prove that the south did not revolt on account of the fishing bounty paid to northern

fisherman, nor because of any inequalities or discriminations in the revenue laws.
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It was the Irishman's gun aimed at nothing and hitting it every time. Yet the audience seemed pleased
with the learning and skill of the orator, and T among the number, though I hope to avoid his bad example

in the use of time.

There is however one false theory of the origin of the war to which a moment's reply may be properly
given here. It is this. The abolitionists by their insane and unconstitutional attempt to abolish slavery have
brought on the war. All that class of men who opposed what they were pleased to call coercion at the first,

and a vigorous prosecution of the war at the present, charge the war directly to the abolitionists.

In answer to this charge, I lay down this rule as a basis to which all candid men will assent. Whatever is
said or done by any class of citizens, strictly in accordance with rights guaranteed by the constitution,

cannot be fairly charged as against the union, or as inciting to dissolution of the Union.

Now the slaveholders came into the union with their eyes wide open, subject to a constitution wherein the
right to be abolitionists was sacredly guaranteed to all the people. They knew that slavery was to take its

chance with all other evils against the power of free speech, and national enlightenment.

They came on board the national ship subject to these conditions, they signed the articles after having

duly read them, and the fact that those rights, plainly written, have been exercised is no apology whatever

for the slaveholders' mutiny and their attempt to lay piratical hands on the ship, and its officers.

When therefore I hear a man denouncing abolitionists on account of the war, I know that I am listening to

a man who either does not know what he is talking about, or to one who is a traitor in disguise.
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Instead of treating it, as it was intended to be treated, as a full and comprehensive declaration of the equal

and sacred rights of mankind, our contemptible negro-hating and slaveholding critics have endeavored to

_ turn it into absurdity by treating it as a declaration of the equality of man in his physical proportions and

mental endowments.

This gross and scandalous perversion of the true intents of meaning of the declaration did not long stand
alone. It was soon followed by the heartless dogma, that the rights declared in that instrument did not
apply to any but white men. The slave power at last succeeded, in getting this doctrine proclaimed from

the bench of the Supreme Court of the United States.

It was there decided that "all men" only means some men, and those white men. And all this in face of the
fact, that white people only form one fifth of the whole human family—and that some who pass for white

are nearly as black as your humble speaker.

While all this was going on, lawyers, priests and politicians were at work upon national prejudice against
the colored man. They raised the cry and put it into the mouth of the ignorant, and vulgar and narrow

minded, that "this is the white man's country," and other cries which readily catch the ear of the crowd.

This popular method of dealing with an oppressed people has while crushing the blacks corrupted and
demoralized the whites. It has cheered on the slave power, increased its pride and pretension, till ripe for

the foulest treason against the life of the nation.

Slavery, that was before the Missouri Compromise couchant, on its knees, asking meekly to be let alone
within its own limits to die, became in a few years after rampant, throttling free speech, fighting friendly
Indians, annexing Texas, warring with Mexico, kindling with malicious hand the fires of war and
bloodshed on the virgin soil of Kansas, and finally threatening to pull down the pillars of the Republic, if

you Northern men should dare vote in accordance with your constitutional and political convictions.

You know the history; I will not dwell upon it. What I have said, will suffice to indicate the point at
which began the downward career of the Republic. It will be seen that it began by bartering away an
eternal principle of right for present peace. We undertook to make slavery the full equal of Liberty, and to

place it on the same footing of political right with Liberty.

It was by permitting the dishonor of the Declaration of Independence, denying the rights of human nature
to the man of color, and by yielding to the extravagant pretensions, set up by the slaveholder under the

plausible color of State rights.
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Indeed we may rationally expect that the south will be more devoted to slavery than ever. The blood and
treasure poured out in its defense will tend to increase its sacredness in the eyes of southern people, and if
slavery comes out of this struggle, and is retaken under the forms of old compromises, the country will
witness a greater amount of insolence and bluster in favor of the slave system, than was ever shown

before in or out of Congress.

But it is asked, how will you abolish slavery? You have no power over the system before the rebellion is
suppressed, and you will have no right or power when it is suppressed. I will answer this argument when I

have stated how the thing may be done.

The fact is there would be no trouble about the way, if the government only possessed the will. But

several ways have been suggested.
One is a stringent Confiscation Bill by Congress.
Another is by a proclamation by the President at the head of the nation.

Another is by the commanders of each division of the army. Slavery can be abolished in any or all these

ways.

There is plausibility in the argument that we cannot reach slavery until we have suppressed the rebellion.
Yet it is far more true to say that we cannot reach the rebellion until we have suppressed slavery. For

slavery is the life of the rebellion.

Let the loyal army but inscribe upon its banner, Emancipation and protection to all who will rally under it,
and no power could prevent a stampede from slavery, such as the world has not witnessed since the

Hebrews crossed the Red Sea.

[ am convinced that this rebellion and slavery are twin monsters, and that they must fall or flourish

together, and that all attempts at upholding one while putting down the other, will be followed by

continued trains of darkening calamities, such as make this anniversary of our national Independence, a

day of mourning instead of a day of transcendent joy and gladness.

But a proclamation of Emancipation, says one, would only be a paper order. I answer so is any order

emanating from our Government.

The President's proclamation calling his countrymen to arms was a paper order.
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89 years after his death. While not disgraced, he was displaced in Southern affection after the war by the
leading Confederate general Robert E. Lee. However, many Southerners empathized with his defiance,
refusal to accept defeat, and resistance to Reconstruction. Over time, admiration for his pride and ideals
made him a Civil War hero too many Southerners, and his legacy became part of the foundation of the
postwar New South. [6] In spite of his former status as the president of the Confederacy, Davis began to

encourage reconciliation by the late 1880s, telling Southerners to be loyal to the Union.
General George McCellan

George Brinton McClellan (December 3, 1826 — October 29, 1885) was a major general during the
American Civil War and the Democratic Party candidate for President in 1864. He organized the famous
Army of the Potomac and served briefly (November 1861 to March 1862) as the general-in-chief of the
Union Army. Early in the war, McClellan played an important role in raising a well-trained and organized
army for the Union. Although McClellan was meticulous in his planning and preparations, these
characteristics may have hampered his ability to challenge aggressive opponents in a fast-moving

battlefield environment. He chronically overestimated the strength of enemy units and was reluctant to

apply principles of mass, frequently leaving large portions of his army unengaged at decisive points.

McClellan's Peninsula Campaign in 1862 ended in failure, with retreats from attacks by General Robert
E. Lee's smaller Army of Northern Virginia and an unfulfilled plan to seize the Confederate capital of
Richmond. His performance at the bloody Battle of Antietam blunted Lee's invasion of Maryland, but
allowed Lee to eke out a precarious tactical draw and avoid destruction, despite being outnumbered. As a
result, McClellan's leadership skills during battles were questioned by President Abraham Lincoln, who .
eventually removed him from command, first as general-in-chief, then from the Army of the Potomac.
Lincoln offered this famous evaluation of McClellan: "If he can't fight himself, he excels in making others
ready to fight." Indeed, McClellan was the most popular of that army's commanders with its soldiers, who

felt that he had their morale and well-being as paramount concerns.

General McClellan also failed to maintain the trust of Lincoln, and proved to be frustratingly derisive of,
and insubordinate to, his commander-in-chief. After he was relieved of command, McClellan became the
unsuccessful Democratic Party nominee opposing Lincoln in the 1864 presidential election. His party had
an anti-war platform, promising to end the war and negotiate with the Confederacy, which McClellan was
forced to repudiate, damaging the effectiveness of his campaign. He served as the 24th Governor of New
Jersey from 1878 to 1881. He eventually became a writer, defending his actions during the Peninsula

Campaign and the Civil War.

The majority of modern authorities assess McClellan as a poor battlefield general. However, a small
faction of historians maintain that he was a highly capable commander, whose reputation suffered unfairly

at the hands of pro-Lincoln partisans who needed a scapegoat for the Union's setbacks. His legacy
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successful lawyer and land developer. Early in the American Civil War, he was a senior Union Army
commander in the Western Theater and then served for almost two years as general-in-chief of all U.S.
armies. He was "kicked upstairs" to be chief of staff of the Army when Lt. Gen. Ulysses S. Grant,
Halleck's former subordinate in the West, whose battlefield victories did much to advance Halleck's

career, replaced him in 1864 as general-in-chief for the remainder of the war.

Halleck was a cautious general who believed strongly in thorough preparations for battle and in the value

of defensive fortifications over quick, aggressive action. He was a master of administration, logistics, and

the politics necessary at the top of the military hierarchy, but exerted little effective control over field
operations from his post in Washington, D.C. President Abraham Lincoln once described him as "little

more than a first rate clerk."
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