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SPEECH OF STEPHEN A. DOUGLAS
Chicago, July 9, 1858

Mr. CuairMaN AND Ferrow-Crtizens: I can find no language
which can adequately express my profound gratitude for the mag-
nificent welcome which you have extended to me on this occasion.
This vast sea of human faces indicates how deep an interest is fele
by our people in the great questions which agitate the public
mind, and which underlie the foundations of our free institutions.
A reception like this, so great in numbers that no human voice
can be heard to its countless thousands—so enthusiastic that no
one individual can be the object of such enthusiasm—clearly shows
that there is some great principle which sinks deep in the heart of
the masses, and involves the rights and the liberties of a whole
people, that has brought you together with a unanimity and a
cordiality never before excelled, if, indeed, equaled on any occa-
sion. I have not the vanity to believe that it is any personal com-
pliment to me.

It is an expression of your devotion to that great principle of
self-government, to which my life for many years past has been,
and in the future will be, devoted. If there is any one principle
dearer and more sacred than all others in free governments, it is
that which asserts the exclusive right of a free people to form and
adopt their own fundamental law, and to manage and regulate
their own internal affairs and domestic institutions.

When I found an eflort being made during the recent session of
Congress to force a Constitution upon the people of Kansas
against their will, and to force that State into the Union with a
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Constitution which her people had rejected by more than 10,000,
I felt bound as a man of honor and a representative of 1llinois,
bound by every consideration of duty, of fidelity, and of patriot-
ism, to resist to the utmost of my power the consummation of that
fraud. With others I did resist it, and resisted it successfully until
the attempt was abandoned. We forced them to refer that Con-
stitution back to the people of Kansas, to be accepted or rejected
as they shall decide at an election, which is fixed for the first Mon-
day in August next. It is true that the mode of reference, and the
form of the submission, was not such as I could sanction with my
vote, for the reason that it discriminated between Free States and
Slave States; providing that if Kansas consented to come in under
the Lecompton Constitution it should be received with a popula-
tion of 35,000; but that if she demanded another Constitution,
more consistent with the sentiments of her people and their feel-
ings, that it should not be received into the Union until she has
93,420 inhabitants. I did not consider that mode of submission
fair, for the reason that any election is 2 mockery which is not free
—that any election is a fraud upon the rights of the people which
holds out inducements for aflirmative votes, and threatens penal-
ties for negative votes. But whilst I was not satisfied with the mode
of submission, whilst I resisted it to the last, demanding a fair,
a just, a free mode of submission, still, when the law passed plac-
ing it within the power of the people of Kansas at that election to
reject the Lecompton Constitution, and then make another in
harmony with their principles and their opinions, I did not be-
lieve that either the penalties on the one hand, or the induce-
ments on the other, would force that people to accept a Constitu-
tion to which they are irreconcilably opposed. All I can say is, that
if their votes can be controlled by such considerations, all the
sympathy which has been expended upon them has been mis-
placed, and all the efforts that have been made in defense of their
right to self-government have been made in an unworthy cause.
Hence, my friends, I regard the Lecompton battle as having
been fought and the victory won, because the arrogant demand
for the admission of Kansas under the Lecompton Constitution
unconditionally, whether her people wanted it or not, has been
abandoned, and the principle which recognizes the right of the
people to decide for themselves has been submitted in its place.
Fellow-citizens: While I devoted my best energies—all my ener-
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gies, mental and physical—to the vindication of the great princi-
ple, and whilst the result has been such as will enable the people
of Kansas to come into the Union, with such a Constitution as
they desire, yet the credit of this great moral victory is to be di-
vided among a large number of men of various and different po-
litical creeds. I was rejoiced when I found in this great contest the
Republican party coming up manfully and sustaining the princi-
ple that the people of each Territory, when coming into the
Union, have the right to decide for themselves whether slavery
shall or shall not exist within their limits. I have seen the time
when that principle was controverted. I have seen the time when
all parties did not recognize the right of a people to have slavery
or freedom, to tolerate or prohibit slavery, as they deemed best:
but claimed that power for the Congress of the United States, re-
gardless of the wishes of the people to be affected by it, and when
I found upon the Crittenden-Montgomery bill! the Republicans
and Americans of the North, and 1 may say, too, some glorious
Americans and old line Whigs from the South, like Crittenden
and his patriotic associates, joined with a portion of the Democ-
racy to carry out and vindicate the right of the people to decide
whether slavery should or should not exist within the limits of
Kansas, I was rejoiced within my secret soul, for I saw an indica-
tion that the American people, when they come to understand the
principle, would give it their cordial support.

The Crittenden-Montgomery bill was as fair and as perfect an
exposition of the doctrine of popular sovereignty as could be car-
ried out by any bill that man ever devised. It proposed to refer
the Lecompton Constitution back to the people of Kansas, and
give them the right to accept or reject it as they pleased, at a fair
election, held in pursuance of law, and in the event of their re-
jecting it and forming another in its stead, to permit them to
come into the Union on an equal footing with the original States.
It was fair and just in all of its provisions! I gave it my cordial
support, and was rejoiced when I found that it passed the House
of Representatives, and at one time, I entertained high hope that
it would pass the Senate,

I regard the great principle of popular sovereignty, as having
been vindicated and made triumphant in this land, as a perma-
nent rule of public policy in the organization of Territories and
the admission of new States. Illinois took her position upon this
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principle many years ago. You all recollect that in 1850, after the
passage of the Compromise measures of that year, when I returned
to my home, there was great dissatisfaction expressed at my course
in supporting those measures. I appeared before the people of
Chicago at a mass meeting, and vindicated each and every one of
those measures; and by reference to my speech on that occasion,
which was printed and circulated broad-cast throughout the State
at that time, you will find that I then and there said that those
measures were all founded upon the great principle that every
people ought to possess the right to form and regulate their own
domestic institutions in their own way, and that that right being
possessed by the people of the States, I saw no reason why the
same principle should not be extended to all of the Territories of
the United States. A general election was held in this State a few
months afterward, for members of the Legislature, pending which
all these questions were thoroughly canvassed and discussed, and
the nominees of the different parties instructed in regard to the
wishes of their constituents upon them. When that election was
over, and the Legislature assembled, they proceeded to consider
the merits of those Compromise measures and the principles upon
which they were predicated. And what was the result of their ac-
tion? They passed resolutions, first repealing the Wilmot proviso
instructions, and in leu thereof adopted another resolution, in
which they declared the great principle which asserts the right of
the people to make their own form of government and establish
their own institutions. That resolution is as follows:

Resolved, That our liberty and independence are based upon the
right of the people to form for themselves such a government as thev
may choose; that this great principle, the birthright of freemen, the gift
of Heaven, secured to us by the blood of our ancestors ought to be se-
cured to [uture generations, and no limitation ought to be applied to
this power in the organization of any Territory of the United States, of
either Territorial Government or State Constitution, provided the Gov-
ernment so established shall be Republican, and in conformity with the
Constitution of the United States.

That resolution, declaring the great principle of self-govern-
ment as applicable to the Territories and new States, passed the
House of Representatives of this State by a vote of sixty-one in the
affirmative, to only four in the negative. Thus you find that an ex-
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pression of public opinion, enlightened, educate.d, intelligf:mpu}a-
lic opinion on this question by the representatives of ‘Ilhnom, in
1851, approaches nearer to unanimity than has ever been ob-
tained on any controverted question. That resolutlon‘wa-s entereFI
on the journal of the Legislature of the State of Ilhn_oas, anc! it
hias remained there from that day to this, a standing 1nstruction
1o her Senators and a request to her Representatives in Congress,
to carry out that principle in all future cases. Illinois, therefore,
stands pre-eminent as the State which stepped forward early and
established a platform applicable to this slavery question, con-
curred in alike by Whigs and Democrats, in which it was declared
to be the wish of our people that thereafter the people of the Ter-
ritories should be left perfectly free to form and regulate their do-
mestic institutions in their own way, and that no limitation
should be placed upon that right in any form.

Hence what was my duty, in 1854, when it became necessary to
bring forward a bill for the organization of the Territories of
Kansas and Nebraska? Was it not my duty, in obedience to the
Illinois platform, to your standing instructions to your Senatots,
adopted with almost entire unanimity, to incorporate in that bill
the great principle of self-government, declaring that it was “the
true intent and meaning of the 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 Constitution of
the United States?” I did incorporate that principle in the Kansas-
Nebraska bill, and perhaps I did as much as any living man in
the enactment of that bill, thus establishing the doctrine in the
public policy of the country. I then defended that principle
against assaults from one section of the Union. During this last
winter it became my duty to vindicate it against assaults from
the other section of the Union. I vindicated it boldly and fear-
lessly, as the people of Chicago can bear witness, when it was as-
sailed by Freesoilers; and during this winter I vindicated and de-
fended it as boldly and fearlessly when it was attempted to be
violated by the almost united South. I pledged myself to you on
every stump in Illinois in 1854, I pledged myself to the people of
other States, North and South—wherever I spoke—and in the
United States Senate and elsewhere, in every form in which I
could reach the public mind or the public ear, I gave the pledge
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that 1, so far as the power should be in my hands, would vindi-
cate the principle of the right of the people to form their own
institutions, to establish Free States or Slave States as they chose,
and that that principle should never be violated either by fraud,
by violence, by circumvention, or by any other means, if it was in
my power to prevent it. I now submit to you, my fellow-citizens,
whether I have not redeemed that pledge in good faith! Yes, my
friends, I have redeemed it in good faith, and it is a matter of
heart-felt gratification to me to see these assembled thousands here
to-night bearing their testimony to the fidelity with which I have
advocated that principle and redeemed my pledges in connection
with it.

I will be entirely frank with you. My object was to secure the
right of the people of each State and of each Territory, North or
South, to decide the question for themselves, to have slavery or
not, just as they chose; and my opposition to the Lecompton Con-
stitution was not predicated upon the ground that it was a pro-
slavery Constitution, nor would my action have been different had
it been a Freesoil Constitution. My speech against the Lecompton
fraud was made on the gth of December, while the vote on the
stavery clause in that Constitution was not taken until the z1st of
the same month, nearly two weeks after. I made my speech against
the Lecompton monstrosity solely on the ground that it was a
violation of the fundamental principles of free government; on
the ground that it was not the act and deed of the people of Kan-
sas; that it did not embody their will; that they were averse to it;
and hence I denied the right of Congress to force it upon them,
either as a free State or a slave State. I deny the right of Congress
to force a slaveholding State upon an unwilling people. I deny
their right to force a free State upon an unwilling people. I deny
their right to force a good thing upon a people who are unwilling
to receive it. The great principle is the right of every community
to judge and decide for itself, whether a thing is right or wrong,
whether it would be good or evil for them to adopt it; and the
right of free action, the right of free thought, the right of free
judgment upon the question is dearer to every true American
than any other under a free government. My objection to the
Lecompton contrivance was, that it undertook to put a Constitu-
tion on the people of Kansas against their will, in opposition to
their wishes, and thus violated the great principle upon which all
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o eritutions rest. It is no answer to this argument to say that
;)121;:1; tilsmatrllogzillf, and hence should not be tolelfat.ed. You must
allow the people to decide for themselves whether it is a good or an
evil. You allow them to decide for themselves wheshfer they desire
a Maine liquor law or not; you allow them to decide for them-
selves what kind of common schools they will have; what system
of banking they will adopt, or whether they will.adopt any at all;
you allow them to decide for themselves the relations between hus-
band and wife, parent and child, guardian and ward; in fact, you
allow them to decide for themselves all other questions, and why
not upon this question? Whenever you put a limitation upon the
right of any people to decide what laws they want, you have de-
stroyed the fundamental principle of self-government.

In connection with this subject, perhaps, it will not be improper
for me on this occasion to allude to the position of those who have
chosen to arraign my conduct on this same subject. I have ob-
served from the public prints, that but a few days ago the R:epub-
lican party of the State of Illinois assembled in Convention at
Springfield, and not only laid down their platform, but nomi-
nated a candidate for the United States Senate, as my successor.
I take great pleasure in saying that I have known, personally and
intimately, for about a quarter of a century, the worthy gentle-
man who has been nominated for my place, and I will say that I
regard him as a kind, amiable, and intelligent gentlerpan, a good
citizen and an honorable opponent; and whatever issue 1 may
have with him will be of principle, and not involving personali-
ties. Mr. Lincoln made a speech before that Republican Conven-
tion which unanimously nominated him for the Senate—a speech
evidently well prepared and carefully written—in which he states
the basis upon which he proposes to carry on the campaign Flur-
ing this summer. In it he lays down two distinct propositions
which 1 shall notice, and upon which I shall take a direct and
bold issue with him.

His first and main proposition I will give in his own language,
scripture quotations and all [laughter]; I give his exact language
—**A house divided against itself cannot stand.” I believe this gov-
ernment cannot endure, permanently, half slave and half free. 1
do not expect the Union to be dissolved. I do not expect the house
to fall; but I do expect it to cease to be divided. It will become all
one thing or all the other.”
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In other words, Mr. Lincoln asserts, as a fundamental principle
of this government, that there must be uniformity in the local
laws and domestic institutions of each and all the States of the
Union; and he therefore invites all the non-slaveholding States to
band together, organize as one body, and make war upon slavery
in Kentucky, upon slavery in Virginia, upon the Carolinas, upon
stavery in all of the slaveholding States in this Union, and to per-
severe in that war until it shall be exterminated. He then notifies
the slaveholding States to stand together as a unit and make an
aggressive war upon the free States of this Union with a view of
establishing slavery in them all; of forcing it upon Illinois, of
forcing it upon New York, upon New England, and upon every
other free State, and that they shall keep up the warfare until it
has been formally established in them all. In other words, Mr.
Linceln advocates boldly and clearly a war of sections, a war of
the North against the South, of the free States against the slave
States—a war of extermination—to be continued relentlessly until
the one or the other shall be subdued, and all the States shall
cither become free or become slave.

Now, my friends, I must say to you frankly, that 1 take bold, un-
qualified issue with him upon that principle. I assert that it is
neither desirable nor possible that there should be uniformity in
the local institutions and domestic regulations of the different
States of this Union. The framers of our government never con-
templated uniformity in its internal concerns. The fathers of the
Revolution, and the sages who made the Constitution, well under-
stood that the laws and domestic institutions which would suit the
granite hills of New Hampshire would be totally unfit for the rice
plantations of South Carolina; they well understood that the laws
which would suit the agricultural districts of Pennsylvania and
New York would be totally unfit for the large mining regions of
the Pacific, or the lumber regions of Maine. They well under-
stood that the great varieties of soil, of production and of inter-
ests, in a Republic as large as this, required different local and
domestic regulations in each locality, adapted to the wants and
interests of each separate State, and for that reason it was pro-
vided in the Federal Constitution that the thirteen original States
should remain sovereign and supreme within their own limits in
regard to all that was local, and internal, and domestic, while the
Federal Government should have certain specified powers which
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were general and national, and could be exercised only by federal
authority.

The framers of the Constitution well understood that each lo-
cality, having separate and distinct interests, required separate
and distinct laws, domestic institutions, and police regulations
adapted to its own wants and its own condition; and they acted
on the presumption, also, that these laws and institutions would
be as diversified and as dissimilar as the States would be numer-
ous, and that no two would be precisely alike, because the inter-
ests of no two would be precisely the same. Hence, I assert, that
the great fundamental principle which underlies our complex
system of State and Federal Governments, contemplated diversity
and dissimilarity in the local institutions and domestic affairs of
each and every State then in the Union, or thereafter to be ad-
mitted into the Confederacy. I therefore conceive that my friend,
Mr. Lincoln, has totally misapprehended the great principles
upon which our government rests. Uniformity in local and domes-
tic affairs would be destructive of State rights, of State sovereignty,
of personal liberty and personal freedom. Uniformity is the par-
ent of despotism the world over, not only in politics, but in re-
ligion. Wherever the doctrine of uniformity is proclaimed, that
all the States must be free or all slave, that all labor must be white
or all black, that all the citizens of the different States must have
the same privileges or be governed by the same regulations, you
have destroyed the greatest safeguard which our institutions have
thrown around the rights of the citizen.

How could this uniformity be accomplished, if it was desirable
and possible? There is but one mode in which it could be ob-
tained, and that must be by abolishing the State Legislatures,
blotting out State sovereignty, merging the rights and sovereignty
of the States in one consolidated empire, and vesting Congress
with the plenary power to make all the police regulations, domes-
tic and local laws, uniform throughout the limits of the Republic.
When you shall have done this, you will have uniformity. Then
the States will all be slave or all be free; then negroes will vote
everywhere or nowhere; then you will have a Maine liquor law in
every State or none; then you will have uniformity in all things,
local and domestic, by the authority of the Federal Government.
But when you attain that uniformity, you will have converted
these thirty-two sovereign, independent States into one consoli-
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dated empire, with the uniformity of disposition reigning trium-
phant throughout the length and breadth of the land.

From this view of the case, my friends, I am driven irresistibly
to the conclusion that diversity, dissimilarity, variety in all our
local and domestic institutions, is the great safeguard of our liber-
ties; and that the framers of our institutions were wise, sagacious,
and patriotic, when they made this government a confederation
of sovereign States, with a Legislature for each, and conferred
upon each Legislature the power to make all local and domestic
institutions to suit the people it represented, without interference
from any other State or from the general Congress of the Union.
If we expect to maintain our liberties, we must preserve the rights
and sovereignty of the States; we must maintain and carry out that
great principle of self-government incorporated in the compro-
mise measures of 1850; indorsed by the Illinois Legislature in
1851; emphatically embodied and carried out in the Kansas-
Nebraska bill, and vindicated this year by the refusal to bring
Kansas into the Union with a Constitution distasteful to her
people.

The other proposition discussed by Mr. Lincoln in his speech
consists in a crusade against the Supreme Court of the United
States on account of the Dred Scott decision. On this question,
also, I desire to say to you unequivocally, that I take direct and
distinct issue with him. I have no warfare to make on the Supreme
Court of the United States, either on account of that or any other
decision which they have pronounced from that bench. The Con-
stitution of the United States has provided that the powers of gov-
ernment (and the Constitution of each State has the same provi-
sion) shall be divided into three departments—executive, legisla-
tive, and judicial. The right and the province of expounding the
Constitution, and constructing the law, is vested in the judiciary
established by the Constitution. As a lawyer, I feel at liberty to
appear before the Court and controvert any principle of law while
the question is pending before the tribunal; but when the decision
is made, my private opinion, your opinion, all other opinions
must yield to the majesty of that authoritative adjudication. I
wish you to bear in mind that this involves a great principle, upon
which our rights, our liberty and our property all depend. What
security have you for your property, for your reputation, and for
your personal rights, if the courts are not upheld, and their de-
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cisions respected when once fairly rendered by the highest tribu-
nal known to the Constitution? I do not choose, therefore, to go
into any argument with Mr. Lincoln in reviewing the various de-
cisions which the Supreme Court has made, either upon the Dred
Scott case or any other. I have no idea of appealing from the de-
cision of the Supreme Court upon a Constitutional question to
the decisions of a tumultuous town meeting. I am aware that once
an eminent lawyer of this city, now no more, said that the State of
1llinois had the most perfect judicial system in the world, subject
to but one exception, which could be cured by a slight amend-
ment, and that amendment was to so change the law as to allow
an appeal from the decisions of the Supreme Court of Illinois, on
all Constitutional questions, to Justices of the Peace.

My friend, Mr. Lincoln, who sits behind me, reminds me that
that proposition was made when 1 was Judge of the Supreme
Court. Be that as it may, I do not think that fact adds any greater
weight or authority to the suggestion. It matters not with me who
was on the bench, whether Mr. Lincoln or myself, whether a Lock-
wood or a Smith, a Taney or a Marshall;? the decision of the high-
est tribunal known to the Constitution of the country must be
final till it has been reversed by an equally high authority. Hence,
I am opposed to this doctrine of Mr. Lincoln, by which he pro-
poses to take an appeal from the decision of the Supreme Court
of the United States, upon this high constitutional question, to a
Republican caucus sitting in the country. Yes, or any other caucus
or town meeting, whether it be Republican, American, or Demo-
cratic. I respect the decisions of that august tribunal; 1 shall al-
ways bow in deference to them. I am a law-abiding man. I will
sustain the Constitution of my country as our fathers have made
it. I will yield obedience to the laws, whether I like them or not,
as I find them on the statute book. I will sustain the judicial tri-
bunals and constituted authorities in all matters within the pale
of their jurisdiction as defined by the Constitution.

But I am equally free to say that the reason assigned by Mr.
Lincoln for resisting the decision of the Supreme Court in the
Dred Scott case, does not in itself meet my approbation. He ob-
jects to it because that decision declared that a negro descended
from African parents, who were brought here and sold as slaves,
is not, and cannot be, a citizen of the United States. He says it is
wrong, because it deprives the negro of the benefits of that clause
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of the Constitution which says that citizens of one State shall enjoy
all the privileges and immunities of citizens of the several States;
in other words, he thinks it wrong because it deprives the negro
of the privileges, immunities and rights of citizenship, which per-
tain, according to that decision, only to the white man. I am free
to say to you that in my opinion this government of ours is
founded on the white basis. It was made by the white man, for
the benefit of the white man, to be administered by white men, in
such manner as they should determine. It is also true that a negro,
an Indian, or any other man of inferior race to a white man,
should be permitted to enjoy, and humanity requires that he
should have all the rights, privileges and immunities which he is
capable of exercising consistent with the safety of society. I would
give him every right and every privilege which his capacity would
enable him to enjoy, consistent with the good of the society in
which he lived. But you may ask me, what are these rights and
these privileges? My answer is, that each State must decide for
itself the nature and extent of these rights. Illinois has decided for
herself. We have decided that the negro shall not be a slave, and
we have at the same time decided that he shall not vote, or serve
on juries, or enjoy political privileges. I am content with that SYs-
tem of policy which we have adopted for ourselves. 1 deny the
right of any other State to complain of our policy in that respect,
or to interfere with it, or to attempt to change it. On the other
hand, the State of Maine has decided that in that State 2 negro
man may vote on an equality with the white man. The sovereign
power of Maine had the right to prescribe that rule for herself.
Hlinois has no right to complain of Maine for conferring the right
of negro suffrage, nor has Maine any right to interfere with, or
complain of Illinois because she has denied negro suffrage.

The State of New York has decided by her Constitution that a
negro may vote, provided that he own $250 worth of property, but
not otherwise. The rich negro can vote, but the poor one cannot.
Although that distinction does not commend itself to my judg-
ment, yet I assert that the sovereign power of New York had a
right to prescribe that form of the elective franchise. Kentucky,
Virginia and other States have provided that negroes, or a certain
class of them in those States, shall be slaves, having neither civil
or political rights. Without indorsing the wisdom of that decision,
I assert that Virginia has the same power by virtue of her sover-
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eignty to protect slavery within her limits, as Illinois has to banish
it forever from our own borders. I assert the right of each State to
decide for itself on all these questions, and 1 do not subscril?e to
the doctrine of my friend, Mr. Lincoln, that uniformity is either
desirable or possible. I do not acknowledge that the States must
all be free or must all be slave.

I do not acknowledge that the negro must have civil and politi-
cal rights everywhere or nowhere. I do not acknowledge that the
Chinese must have the same rights in California that we would
confer upon him here. T do not acknowledge that the Cooley im-
ported into this country must necessarily be put upon an equality
with the white race. I do not acknowledge any of these doctrines
of uniformity in the local and domestic regulations in the difter-
ent States.

Thus you see, my fellow-citizens, that the issues between Mr.
Lincoln and myself, as respective candidates for the U.S. Senate,
as made up, are direct, unequivocal, and irreconcilable. He goes
for uniformity in our domestic institutions, for a war of sections,
until one or the other shall be subdued. I go for the great princi-
ple of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, the right of the people to decide
for themselves.

On the other point, Mr. Lincoln goes for a warfarfa upon the
Supreme Court of the United States, because of their judicial de-
cision in the Dred Scott case. I yield obedience to the decisions in
that court—to the final determination of the highest judicial tri-
bunal known to our constitution. He objects to the Dred Scott
decision because it does not put the negro in the possession of the
rights of citizenship on an equality with the white man. I am op-
posed to negro equality. I repeat that this nation is a white people
—a people composed of European descendants—a people that have
established this government for themselves and their posterity,
and I am in favor of preserving not only the purity of the blood,
but the purity of the government from any mixture or amalgama-
tion with inferior races. I have seen the effects of this mixture of
superior and inferior races—this amalgamation of white men and
Indians and negroes; we have seen it in Mexico, in Central Amer-
ica, in South America, and in all the Spanish-American States, and
its result has been degeneration, demoralization, and degradation
below the capacity for self-government.

1 am opposed to taking any step that recognizes the negro man
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or the Indian as the equal of the white man. I am opposed to giv-
ing him a voice in the administration of the government. I would
extend to the negro, and the Indian, and to all dependent races
every right, every privilege, and every immunity consistent with
the safety and welfare of the white races; but equality they never
should have, either political or social, or in any other respect
whatever.

My friends, you sce that the issues are distinctly drawn. 1 stand
by the same platform that I have so often proclaimed to you and
to the people of 1llinois heretofore. I stand by the Democratic or-
ganization, yield obedience to its usages, and support its regular
nominations. I indorse and approve the Cincinnati platform, and
I adhere to and intend to carry out, as part of that platform, the
great principle of self-government, which recognizes the right of
the people in each State and Territory to decide for themselves
their domestic institutions. In other words, if the Lecompton issue
shall arise again, you have only to turn back and see where you
have found me during the last six months, and then rest assured
that you will find me in the same position, battling for the same
principle, and vindicating it from assault from whatever quarter
it may come, so long as I have the power to do it.

Fellow-citizens, you now have before you the outlines of the
propositions which 1 intend to discuss before the people of Ill:-
nois during the pending campaign. I have spoken without prepa-
ration and in a very desultory manner, and may have omitted
some points which I desired to discuss, and may have been less
implicit on others than I could have wished. 1 have made up my
mind to appeal to the people against the combination which has
been made against me. The Republican leaders have formed an
alliance, an unholy, unnatural alliance with a portion of the un-
scrupulous federal office-holders. I intend to fight that allied army
wherever I meet them. I know they deny the alliance while avoid-
ing the common purpose, but yet these men who are trying to
divide the Democratic party for the purpose of electing a Repub-
lican Senator in my place, are just as much the agents, the tools,
the supporters of Mr. Lincoln as if they were avowed Republicans,
and expect their reward for their services when the Republicans
come into power. I shall deal with these allied forces just as the
Russians dealt with the allies at Sebastopol. The Russians, when
they fired a broadside at the common enemy, did not stop to in-
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quire whether it hit a Frenchman, an Englishman, or a ‘Turk, nor
will I stop, nor shall I stop to inquire whether my blows hit the
Republican leaders or their allies, who are holding the federal
offices and yet acting in concert with the Republicans to defeat
the Democratic party and its nominees. I do not include all of the
federal office-holders in this remark. Such of them as are Demo-
crats and show their Democracy by remaining inside of the Demo-
cratic organization and supporting its nominees, recognize as
Democrats, but those who, having been defeated inside of the or-
ganization, go outside and attempt to divide and destroy the party
in concert with the Republican leaders, have ceased to be Demo-
crats, and belong to the allied army, whose avowed object is to
elect the Republican ticket by dividing and destroying the Demo-
cratic party.

My friends, I have exhausted myself, and I certainly have fa-
tigued you, in the long and desultory remarks which I have made.
It is now two nights since 1 have been in bed, and I think I have
a right to a little sleep. I will, however, have an opportunity of
meeting you face to face, and addressing you on more than one
occasion before the November election. In conclusion, I must
again say to you, justice to my own feelings demands it, that my
gratitude for the welcome you have extended to me on this occa-
sion knows no bounds, and can be described by no language which
I can command. I see that I am literally at home when among my
constituents. This welcome has amply repaid me for every effort
that I have made in the public service during nearly twenty-five
years that I have held office at your hands. It not only compensates
me for the past, but it furnishes an inducement and incentive for
future effort which no man, no matter how patriotic, can feel who
has not witnessed the magnificent reception you have extended to
me to-night on my return.

NOTES

1 Senator John J. Crittenden of Kentucky and Representative William
Montgomery of Pennsylvania.

2 Samuel D. Lockwood and Theophilus W. Smith were former Justices
of the Iilinois State Supreme Court; John Marshall was Chief Justice
of the United States Supreme Court from 1801 to 1835 and Roger B.
Taney was Chief Justice from 1836 to 1864.
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FIRST JOINT DEBATE
Ottawa, August 21, 1858

MR. DOUGLAS'S SPEECH

Lapies ANp GENTLEMEN: I appear before you to-day for the pur-
pose of discussing the leading political topics which now agitate
the public mind. By an arrangement between Mr. Lincoln and
I'n}rself,‘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 be-
tween those parties; and this vast concourse of people shows the
deep feeling which pervades the public mind in regard to the
questions dividing us.

Pr.ior to 18k4 this country was divided into two great political
par!:les, 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 princi-
ples 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 Constitu-
_tion ruled or the American flag waved over the American soil. 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 slav-
ery question which now agitates the Union. I say that the Whig
party and the Democratic party agreed on this slavery question,
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