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The Southern States.
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The history of the Southern States of th is Union is the

checkered por t ion o f the s to ry o f th i s Na t ion . Up to the c lose

o f the war in 1865 tha t pa r t o f he r h i s to ry i s fu l l o f h igh

lights and profound shadows. Those states developed men of the

most sp lendid ta lent and equal fo l ly, the two so b lended that the

latter almost damned the former and the former alnost redeemed

the lat ter. But few of them ever displayed "common sense" in

rub l ie matters. Toombs, Yancey, Rhett, Davis, Regan, Stephens,

F i t z p a t r i c k , B e n j a m i n a n d o t h e r s o f t h a t b r i l l i a n t t h r o n g p e a r l y
a l l d i s p l a y e d a w a n t o f i t . P r o m t h e e a r l i e s t d a y s o f t h e s l a v

e r y a g i t a t i o n t h e i r t a l e n t s w i t h t h e i r f o l l y m a d e a b l e n d t h a t
aroused both admirat ion and pa in fu l regret .

That men of the i r menta l ca l iber should bel ieve s lavery

r ight , s taggers the m^n of today. The idea of f ree men is so

plain, so elemental ~nd so essential to our system of government
that men less learned in the queer freaks of the human mind than

the men of today, must hesitate to believe those men honest in

t h a t b e l i e f t i l l t h e l a s t p o s s i b l e p r o o f i s c o n s i d e r e d . N o t h i n g

shor t o f the way they o f fered l i fe and for tune in defend ing s lav

ery cou ld sa t i s fy the min$ . And such sp lend id consecra t ion I I t
has never been surpassed in the story of human l ife.

One thing about the war that was always strange to me was

the way both i lorth and South tr ied to disguise the real cause of

i t . I t w a s , i n t h e l a s t a n d t r u e a n a l y s i s , s l a v e r y a n d t h a t o n l y.

True , the re were s ide - i ssues , resu l tan t t rends and e f fec ts , bu t

every one of them was of a secondary nature. The South claimed
tha t i t fough t tha t war to p reserve S ta tes R igh ts ; the i io r th
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c l a i m e d t h a t i t f o u g h t t o p r e s e r v e t h e U n i o n . I n c i d e n t a l l y, o f

course , bo th those th ings were invo lved . E l im ina te s lavery f rom

the equation and States Rights were not menaced and no one would

have thought of d issolv ing the Union. Every way one turns, f rom

every angle of v is ion, in every sub-problem, the i legro was v is ib le ,

present and pers is tant . The Nor th threatened no pr imary aggress ion

except on slavery; the South pointed out no danger that was not

pr imar i ly a imed at s lavery. The dangers both ta lked about were

al l over beyond slavery, but were of i ts essence and sprang from

i t . I f the i lo r th had no t been de termined to f ree the s laves they

could not have gotten up an army 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. I f the pr imary idea of the i ior th

had been to preserve the Union that could have been easily done by

g u a r a n t e e i n g t h e p e r p e t u a t i o n o f s l a v e r y, b y e x p r e s s l y p u t t i n g

s laves on the same const i tu t ional foot ing as other personal pro

p e r t y. U p t i l l t h e fi r s t s h o t t h a t w o u l d h a v e p r e v e n t e d t h e w a r.
I do not overlook the fact that by 1861 both sides were

r e d h o t f o r a fi g h t , b u t i t a l l a r o s e o v e r t h e n e g r o . T h e y h a d

been aua r re l l i ng fo r yea rs , shak ing fis t s i n each o the r ' s f aces

and cal l ing names; had been d iscussing const i tu t ional guarantees,

reserved powers and states r ights; but behind i t a l l w.-s the

Ilegro !

That the South fought as well as ever men did is beyond

question. That <&£. msn wi:o i^qys -^RC^$£r>^c t o offer life must in

the absence of another control l ing motive be accepted as proof of

s i nce r i t y ; and t ha t t hey f ough t f o r a cause u t t e r l y w rong , u t t e r l y

^ ^ i l l o g i c a l a n d s h o c k i n g t o t h e s e n s e o f a f a i r m a r . i s n o t a n a r g u

men t aga ins t acco rd ing such be l i e f i n t he i r s i nce r i t y.
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^ I w a s r a i s e d i n A l a b a m a i n t h e m i d s t o f s l a v e r y a n d s l a v e s .
While a boy of eight to twleve years of age I heard ministers of
the Gospel, honest, noble men, many times, from the pulpit announce

with absoluteness that slavery was morally right, ordained of God,

and cite passages from the Bible to sustain them. Though a child

and surrounded by intense pro-slavery influences, deep down in my

heart I fel t that they were wrong. I could not refute their bibl i-

eel citations nofl explain away any of those proofs, but I felt that

in some way they could be answered, and then and there was implant

ed in my very nature a distrust of religion and the Bible, from

which I have never been able to escape.

Perhaps n.o body of men, in all prior history, ever dis

played such rank folly, such imbecility, as the Confederate Con-
* * g r e s s . N o t a m e a s u r e o f b e n i fi c e n c e o r w i s d o m r e l i e v e s t h e i r f o u r

years of existence from the contempt of men. Those men, for
abi l i ty in discussion, for logical theori j ing, for academic views,

always displayed talents of the highest order. Some of the speech
es made by them were classics and in theory splendidly able, but

the product of constructive legislation by that body during its

four years of existence was worse than chaff,—it was foolish, and

for that reason and its conseouences, near criminal. Had the /

Confederate Congress desired the triumph of the Union but sought

to conceal that desire, and had the art to play the game, it would

not have acted other than as it did.
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