The Southern States.

————

The history of the Southern Stetes of this Union is the
checkered portion of the story of this Nation. Up to the close
of the war in 1865 that part of her history is full of high
liehts and profound shadows. Those states developed men of the
most splendid talent and equal folly, the two so blended that the
latter almost damned the former end the former alrmost redeemed
the latter. But few of them ever displayed "common semnse" in
public metters. Toombs, Yancey, Rhett, Davis, Regan, Stephens,
Fitzpatrick, Benjamin and others of that brilliant throng Aearly
all displayed a want of it. TFrom the earliest days of the slav-
ery agitation their talents with their folly made a blend that
aroused both sdmiration and painful regret.

That men of their mental caliber should believe slavery
rieht, stazzers the mﬁh of today. The idea of free men is so
plain, so elemental and so essentiel to our system of gzovernment
that men less learned in the queer fresks of the human mind than
the men of today, must hesitate to believe those men honest in
that belief till the last possible proof is considered. Ilothing
short of the wsy they offered life and fortune in defending slav-
ery could satisfy the minaz And such splendid consecration! If
has never been surpassed in the story of humen life.

One thinz about the wer that was always strange to me was
the way both llorth and South tried to disguise the real cause of
it. It was, in the last and true analysis, slavery and that only.
True, there were side-issues, resultant trends end effects, but
every one of them was of & secondaery nature. The South claired

that it fought that war to preserve States Risghts; the lorth
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claimed that it fousght to preserve the Union., Incidentally, of
course, both those things were involved. Eliminate slevery from
the equation and States Riehts were not menaced end no one would
have thouzht of dissolving the Union. Every wey one turns, from
every angle of vision, in every sub-problem, the llegro wes visible,
present and persistant. The llorth threstened no primary azzression
except on slavery; the South pointed out no danger that was not
primarily aimed at slavery. The dangers both talked about were
all over beyond slavery, but were of its essence and sprang from
jt. If the lorth hed not been determined to free the slaves they
could not have sotten up an ermy as they did; had the South freed
the slaves with the same act by which they withdrew from the Union
there would have been no war. If the primary idee of the liorth
had been to preserve the Union that could have been esasily done by
guaranteeing the perpetuation of slavery,---by expressly putting
slaves on the same constitutional footing as other personal pro-
perty. Up till the first shot that would have prevented the war.

I do not overlook the fact that by 1861 both sides were
red hot for & fight,---but it all arose over the negro. They had
been gquarrelling for years, shakinz fists in each other's faces
and callin2 nemes; hed been discussing constitutional zuarantees,
reserved powers and states richts; but behind it all was the
Negro!l

That the South fouszht as well as ever men did is beyond
question. That ke men who weye RiL¥PPgc to0 offer life must in
the absence of another controlling motive be accepted as proof of .
gincerity; and that they fouzht for a cause utterly wrongz, utterly
illogical and shocking to the sense of & fair man is not an argu-

ment against according such belief in their sincerity.
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I was raised in Alabama in the midst of slavery and slaves.
While & boy of eight to twleve yesrs of sge I heard ministers of
the Gospel, honest, noble men, many times, from the pulpit announce
with absoluteness that slavery was morally risht, ordained of God,
and cite psssases from the Bible to sustain them. Thouzh a child
and surrounded by intense pro-slevery influences, deep down in my
heart I felt that they were wrongz. 1 could not refute their bibli-
cal citations no%iexpluin away any of those groofs, but I felt that
in some way they could be answered, and then and there weas implant-
ed in my very nature a distrust of religion and the Bible, from
which I have never been able to escape.

Perhaps no body of men, in all prior history, ever dis-
played such renk folly, such imbecility, &s the Confederate Con-
oress. WNot & measure of benificence or wisdom relieves their four
years of existence from the contempt of men. Those men, for
gbility in discussion, for logical theori?ing. for academic views,
always displayed talents of the highest order. Some of the spesch-
es mede by them were clessice and in theory splendidly eble, but
the product of constructive lezislation by that body during its
four years of existence was worse than chaff,--it was foolish, and
for that reason and its consequences, near criminal. Had the /
Confederate Concress desired the triumph of the Union but sought
to conceal thst desire, and had the art to pley the game, it would

not have scted other than as it did.
James W. Dates.

June 17th, '10.



