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PREFACE
The question of slavery and the Vegro was one vhich agitated the

tuinking of the citizens of the United States from the founding of the

counbtry unbil the great Civil War which abolished slavery. Tha status of

the freedmen continued to be the mosh perplexing problem from the Bmanci-

rotion Provlamation through the tempesbuous days of rocons truction. The

speeches of the Indiama delegation to the Congress, as reported in the

Congressional (lobe, provide abundant evidence as to the athtitudes of the

delegation touard the Negro minority both slave and free. Tho auestion of

slavery and the related question of the status of the free Negro in the

United States were two of the fundamental issues in the Civil Var. Among

the most difficult and controversial problems facing Congress during the war

years were mesgsures desling with these two questions.

Tn this thesis I have examined the attitudes on the Negro question of

the members of the Indians delegation to the Congress of the United States

during the period 1861~1865, Two Congresses wWere in session during this

period~-~the Thirty~seventh and the Thirty-eighth. The Globe and newspapers

of the paricd have been my two primary sources of information. FEvery shade

of opinion was cxpresscd ranging from the uttersnces of so-called Abolition-

it Republican Teorge Ve Julian, to the ultra-conservative sentiments veiced

by Daniel. Voorhees, emocrat. The same wide variance of opinion is apparent

cuch as the radical Indiana True

in the editorial comment of the newspapers

the reactionary Indiana Daily State Sentinel.

Republican eomtrasted with

That much pro-Southern gympa thy and hostility toward the Negre existed is
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not 2 surorising fach when one considers that a large number of the ine
helbitants of Indiana c¢ome from soubhern sitotes such as Horth Carolina,
nis, Kentucky and Tennessez, Many of them had been driven North by

’

Vixrg

[

the competition of slave labora

As 2 backeground for this study I hsve briefly touched on the status
of the illegro in Indiana in the period before the Civil Wav, For this in-

formation used in Chapter I, I have draun heavily on Dr. Bmma Lou Thorne
broughts bool, The Negro In Indiana Before 1900. 241so as a backzround for

this paper I have discussed the rise of the slavery issue on the national
scene from tha Wilmot Proviso to the Compromise of 1850 and the KansaSe

Nebraska Bille The fusion movement of 185 and the resulting rise of tho
Raopublican party as a sectional party opposed to the extension of slavery
into the territories have becen describeds I have alsc dealt with the elece
tions of 1856 through 1862 with 2 brief discussion of the issues and plot-
forms in those campaigns., I have reviewed the Liberty and Free Soil
movement in Indianne Tha differences of viewnoint of Democrats snd Repubm
licans on slavery »nd the Hegro question have been discusseds So that the

backgrounds of the spokesmen and representatives of the two nnrties miszht
be known, I have included biographical skeliches of esch member of the Indians
delegation to the Thirty-seventh and Thirty~eighth Congresses., Little was
available by way of biogravhical material for some of those men, whose
careers were apparently rather undistinguished and commonplaces. Cthers,

however, were achtive and imporhbant members of the Congress in which they

served, The record discloses many of their speeches and resolutims made

before the Congress in their efforts to sway or block legislstion, Neces-

garily the subject matter of many of these speeches was concerned with the

(=N
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ue and the Hegvo question, ondootbedly the wost controversinl

slavery dsw
et e . .
protlems of the day.

Hegro alnvery existed when the Constitubion was Fformed and, 23 we know,

in order to galn acceptance of thal document, compromises were made on the
tmportation of slaves spd the matters of representebion snd baxation. A
cardy as 1795 khe Congress ac witlve slave law te 2id the slave
mazters in the pursuit fleeing slavess Then the 3outh graduslly

iy of life based on slave labor, Any interference

built an acoromy and a Ws
nstitution or any attermpb by the Faderal Govermment to check the

with the in

spread of glavery inbto bhe territories was regnrded by the slave holding

an urwarranted and maliciocus interfaerence with the property

Migsouri Compromise, the Compromiso of 1850,

atbrtes ng

rights of the individual, The
and the Kansas-lNebraska Bill were all measures adopted to wusard off the imm-
ending erisis. Even the Republican party in its 1860 platform conceded

[adindhlahs ()
.

right to interfere where it existed by

that the Pedersl Jovernment had no rig

¥ a gentiment also axpressed by President Lincoln in

stnte lnw,. This was

nis 1861 insugural nddress. Tha Teeling ol reluchtance to interfere with
the Soubh's "peculisr institubion™ was again manifoest in President Iincoln's
delsy in issuing the Bmaneipation Proclamation. During the courszs of the

Viar negsuras affecting slavery and the Negro were met with detormined rosise
tance by members of the Congress including a number of the Indiana senators

and represenbatives. Legislation to abolish the fugitive slave law, to

abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, for the confiscation of rebel
property including slave properiy, for compensated emancipation, legisla~

tion to usce Negroes to carry the mails, o usec Negro troops, for the
absolution of slavery by the Thirteenth Amendment and for a Freedmen

Bureau was bitterly opposed by 2 vociferous minority in the Senate and the

iid



Housa. Dire predictions of the results of Hegro equality, which onponentsy
of the aforemsnbtioned legislatlon fearved, were prevalent. These views wers

supported largely by the Democratic membors of the Congress uho were violent

in their denunciabion of Rey whlican efforts to interfere with Yotates

rights." They were arually vehement in their charge that the sectional

Republican party had broken all promises msde in the party platform which

hnd pledzed non-interference with slavery where it alrveady existed.

The debates and arguments on these questions will form the bull of
this peper in as far as views were expressad on each of theae subjects by

our Indisns Senators and Congressmen»

The researsh for this thesls was directed by Dre Bume Lou Thornbrough

- »

helpful criticishie

.
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CHAPTER T
THR STATUS OF THE NEGRO IN ILWDTANS BRFORE TIHR CIVIL WAR

In bhe period before the Civil War Indiana was rotorlous for tho

severity of itz Black Iaws and the prejudice which its people shoued touard
the Hegro in the territorial periods. During this pzriod there was an inme
portant element in the state which sought to legalizz slavery. This fact
bacame rquite apparent as continued «f7orts were made to ignore the

Horthwest Ordinancea

The first Hegross in Indiana were apparently the slaves of early
Prench getblerse There is a report of a settlement in 1746 on the Wabash
River, probably Vincemans, which inelnded five Negroes, Negroes were ao
doubt brought in by trade with ports on the louer ilississippi, by British
merchants from Jampica, and by Indians who had raided white setbtlements

aid had carried off slavesa

The life of slaves in French settlements was regulated by a Black Code
which had been lnid down by the French Govermment and which provided the
rights of free men for manumitted slaves. The slaves were also extended
the benefits of baptism, the marrisrge ceremony, and religious insitruction.
when this territory came into the possesgion of the United States at the
end of the Revolutionary War, no effort wsa made tc interfere with the
rights of the Irench to thoir slave property even after the Northwest

Ordinsnce was adopted in 1767. Article VI of this Ordinnnce provided that:

"Theyre shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude in the said berri-

tory otherwise than in the punishment of crime whereof the party shall hgve

cen duly convietods" It was the generally acceplted opinion of most porsons



Bhat bhis messure could nob be retroachive and therefore both slavery and

involuntary servitude continued to exist in Indisnae

The first governor of the Horthwest Teryitory, Arthur Ste Clair, more
than once stated thot he believed that the Ordinance was not intended %o
interfore with slavery where it had proviously exioted and was simply put

inko effect Lo prevent future importation of slaves,

Pro-slavery forces gained control of Indiana politics as the popula-

tion rapidly increased after 1800 and 2s more and more sebttlers moved in

3

i
e

"rem the slave stntes, some of them bringing their slaves with them. As o

rosult of this cireumsbtance, in 1805 and 1806 petitions to the Congress were

received from the Indiana Territory asking for the suspension of the article

in +the Northwest Ordinance which forbade slaverye. The petitioners based

their requests on the fact that legal sanctlon of slavery was an object ale-

rost universally desired by the citizens of Indiana and that this growth

Fad been retarded by its prohibibion. The Congress 4id not act favorably

upon the requests, but the fact that such request should have been meode was

o
indicative of the feeling of the btimeSe
Furbhor action in this regard was taken by the Indiana berritorial

legislature in 1805 when it passed a 1w entitled "An Act Concerning the

Introduction of Negroes and Hulattoes inbo this Territory." Any person whe

territory was aubthorized by this

. . 3
. . . . s - TR K y - A ymeenn
legislation o bring them into Indlam and bind them in service.” »laves

had purchased or owned slaves outside the

over fiftcen years of age could be contracted to service for an indefinite

period. The indenturc was to be recorded with the county clerk within

thiirty davs after the arrival of the glave within the tervitory. If tho
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slave vefused the berpe offered him, the mastor conld have nim teVen out

of tha Territory within sixty deys without losing his title and the slove

L
could bhen be sold for lifes
Attempls wers mnde to zecure the repesl of this Iaw which so opanly
violated the spirit »nd letber of the Merthwest Ordinsnce. This aet rom
wpined in effect until 1210, but even its repeal did not bring an end to

the prectlce of indenture immadiatelys Slaves wers still byought into the

Territory, frocd, and then coercsd inhe sigming long tern conbtracts of ine

tds

denbure. Also indentures made before ropeal wers still in effoch.

Zpecind laws were passad for tho regulatlion of the conduct of the
slaves and indentured servants. & clave might bLe vhipped for lsziness op

digsorderly conduct. Absence from home for n disbmnce of more then ten

W

miles, participation in riots, rouls, unlawful assemblies, and seditions

speeches wore punishnblo offenses, Ootharings of slaves and indentured
naraons for soclal ressons were discourszed. 3Slaves who were mistrested

r
or who were unlaufully hzld, however, might wesorht to the courtsa”

Gifforts were made to discourage the migration of free Negroes into the
Territory but no legislation was successfully passed. Discriminatory pracw
tices vere prevalent »nd Nagroes were denied the right of suffrapge and of
gerving in the militia, Ag c¢carly as 1803 Negroes, mulatboes and Indisng

ware proniblited by law from testifying in courts against any persons other

6
than Negroes, mulatbtoos and Indinnc.

The Constitution of 1816 provided that: "here shall be neither slavory

nor involuntary cervitude in this stabe otherwise than in puanlshment for

P
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L
crime, whereof the party sha3l have been duly convicted, nor shell any ine
dentura of ony Negro or mulatto hereafter made and execubod oubt of the
bounds of the State be of any validity within the States" The effect of
the state Constitubion wag not immediate and glavery and involuntary servi-
tude continued until 1820, Many persons had believed that the Congtitution
vas not rebtrosctive and bad no effect on persons already held in servitude,
A Supreme Court décision of 1820 established that slavery had been abolished
by the adoption of the stabe Constitution but it was not until 1821 that a
decision was made about indentures. Pven so, in spite of the decision, a
few slaves and indentured servants continued to be held perhaps because of
their oun ignorance of the law or because of their desire to keep the

security of their masters! homes.

During the period between 1816 and the Civil War the Negro population
of Indians gradually increased although not as rapidly as the white popu-
lation. MNegroes also settled more widely throughout the state. After 1831

they were required by law to register with county officials and to post

bond for their good behavior if they wished to become residents of the

state. In 1851 bthe newly adopted state Constitution entirely prehibited

Negroes from coming into the state to settle. They were also prohibited

from voting, from serving in the militia, and from testifying in court

against white persdhsn Hegro children were denied the right to attend

public schools, Further, a colonization movement was financed, partially

through state funds, to encourage Negroes to leave for a settlement in

Iiberia, Africa.
The Negroes who came %o Tndiana in the ante~bellum period were the

free Negroes who came from other states, the recently emancipated from




5
obher states, and the fugitive slaves., Fugitive slaves came in decreasing
numbers afber the ocassage of the Fugitive Slave Ach of 1850 and were more
or less transient as they usually moved on 4o Canada in their search for
freedoms. Those emancipated slaves who left their home states were foreced
to do so when laws were passed after 1830 in most states of the South re-
quiring that the freedmen must leave the state within ninety days of else
lose their freedom. Some of these were removed to Liberia but most moved

to northern sitatesa

In their efforts to reach the North many of these freedom seekers were
aided by Indiana Quakers. The Anti=-Slavery Friends group raised money from
voluntary subscription to make this work possible. Others, including many
slave owmers who felt a responsibility for their slaves, sided in the work
of settling freed slaves in Indians and other northern states. These fugie
tives who came Lo Indiana were aided by what was known as the Underground
Railroad and were sent on their way to liichigan and Canada. Both Negro

and vhite residents of Indiana helped in this efforto9

A law of 183 passed by the Indians General Assembly required that a
Negro who came into the state show his certificste of freedom or expect to
be seized as a fugitive slave and be turned over to the custody of a shere
iff. ILater the law was amended to require a five hundred dollar bond as a
pledge of good behavior. This law resulted from the increasing prejudice
against Negroes in the pre-Civil War ern, a prejudice which was again manie
fest in the overwhelming acceptance of the Negro exclusion arbticle of the
1851 Constitution. Indiana was not as strongly affected by abolitionist

sympathy as most Northern states and there was a reluctance to antagonize



6
the Southern states., There was also a strong feeling against the immigrae
tion of Hegro lnbor into Indiana as a possible source of competition with

white laborelo

The colonization movement which began with the organization of the
Indiana Colonization Society of 1829 gained considerable interest and supe
port even from church groups, although some of these groups later withdrew
their support, having b egun to believe that the solution of the problem
was freedom for the Negro and an elevation of his status. The Negroes
themselves resented this movement to remove them from the land of their
birthe The Colonization Society became inactive in 1838 but was revived
in 1845, In 1850 Governor Joseph Ao Wright asked that the General Assembly
appropriate state funds for sending a colonization agent into the field and
financing an Indiana settlement in Liberis. MNany persons, including Robert
Dale Owen, were firmly convinced that the solution of the mce problem lay
only in the separation of the races by colonizations The plan for a
separate Indiana colony in Liberia was not realized but an agent was put
in the field to promote the colonization idea. Little enthusiasm wuas gen~
erated among Negroes and few left the state as a result of the Colonization
Societye The Indiana Board of Colonization admitted its failure in its

11
last report covering the year of 1863a

The governments of free states had a distinct problem in their ohli~
gation to return fugitive slaves and in the responsibility to protect the
free Negro population of their respective states from possible kidnapping
by slave hunters. In Indiana a law was passed in 1810 providing a stiff

penalty for any person who tried to remove a Negro from the state without

s g
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proving before a judge of the Court of Common Pless that he had a legal

right to do so., The Negro was algo given the right to sue for damages.

Other personal liberty laws were passed including one of 1819 which
provided for the fiming and lashing of persons found guilty of manstealings

The Indiana law required a warrant for the arrest of the suspected fugitive

and required a jury trial in the case. Penalties were also provided for

forging certificates of emancipation and for harboring and employing fugie

give slavese These laus were frequently violated and the kidnapping of

Hegroes continued. In strongly.antimslavery commnities slave seekers met

with mach hostility and often with the threat of bodily harm. In still

other communities the slave masters received cooperation from the inhabi=-

tants who recognized the rights of these msters to recapture their slave
property.

The Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 made the enforcement of that act the

responsibility of Federal officers rather than of loeal officials. Unlike

other Northern states Indiana did not raise violent protest against the

Fugitive Slave Act feeling that the slave owners had a legal right to

redeem their propertye
The Hegro uas faced with many restrictions not only of a legal nature

but was also subject to severe economic and social pressures. They were

forced to endure many of the same digabilities as Negroes in the Southern

states. One of the important discriminatory measures was aimed at inbere

a law prohibiting mixed marriages passed in 1818, While

evised laws of 1818, 182k, 1831 and 1838,

marriage, such as

this law did not appear in the T

a new law was passed in 18L0 which fined the parties to such a marriage,
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the clerk who igsued the license, and the minister who performed the cere=
monye These penanlties were revoked at the next session of the Legislature
but were reimposed in 1842 and remained in force until the revision of the

13

laws in 1852,

AntieNegro feeling mounted in the 1840%s and 1850's and was frequently
manifested in violence against Hegroes, Iven the state Iegislature of 1858
proposed a series of resolutions which uphold the spirit of the Dred Scobt
Necision that the Negro was not a citizens They asserted a belief in the
inferiority of the Wegro and that the race had not been included in the
pronouncements of the Declaration of Independence. These resolutions were

not passed but were manifest evidence of the strength of the anti-legro

feeling,

filthough a few Negroes became affluent property ouners, most subsisted
on very little and were relegated to the most menisl jobs carning a liveliw~
hood as farm laborers, in domestic service, as cooks, waiters and stevuards.
A few followed trades of barbering, carpentry, plastering, brick masomry

and blacksmithinga

This anti-Negro prejudice was carried over into the war years during
which time attempts were still made to capture fugitive slaves. Colonizae-
tion proposals were still offered and alarm began to grow at the prospect
of incrensed migration of freed Negroes into Indiana who might possibly

offer competition on the labor market.

Although Negroes in Indiana did not enjoy a great deal of security or
personal liberty, some humanitarian efforts were made for his protection

and for the improvement of his statuss Consplcuous for their part in these
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afforts were members qf the Society of Triends who were aluays interested
in preventing 1llegal seizure and kidnapping of Negroess They frequently
interceded in the Negro's behalf spending both time and money in these
efforts. Also the passage of the Fugitive 8lave Iaw which was part of the
Compromise of 1850 caused more men who had been moderate in their criticism
of the slave system to become outspoken in opposition to snd abhorrence of
this system, especially as it brought slave catchers into thelr own commun-

ities in greater numberse

As regarded Negro suffrage a number of petitions were received as the
constitubional convention of 1850 mete These petitions asking that the
llegro be given the right to vobte were received from groups of Baptists and

Anti-slavery Friends. However, 511 uere tabled by action of the delegatesa

Only Schuyler Colfax, who denied his personal interest in the matter, bub
who expressed himself as taking cognizance of the wishes of certain groups

in the state, proposed a resolution that the Committee on Flective Franchise

be instructed to consider submitting a separate article on Negro suffrage

to the voters. This prOpOSal met with violent opposition from all except

one delegate who proposed incorporating a provision for Negro suffrage into

the main body of the Constitubticna

TIn churches there was also 2 color line draune while there were

colored members to be found in many uhite denominations, for the mogt part

Negroes formed their own churches. The Quzker Church showed the greatest

interest in the religious instruction of Hegroes by distributing Bibles,

by teaching illiterate ﬁegroes to read the scriptures, and by promoting the

reading of scriptures in Negro schoolse Although the membership in the

e 15
Friends Church was nobt restricted by race very few Negroes became menbers e >
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A far as educniion was concerned, while Hegro children were nob

specifically excluded from early schools of the state, it was presued that
these schools were for white childrens The school law of 1852 which prom
vided some state tax for public schools specifically barred Negro children
from the benefite of the law. In view of these facts, before 1869, Negro
education was principally provided for by private schools and teacherse In
this field also the Quakers took the lead. Their committees on People of
Color had as a prinecipal function the provision of this educstion. Weekday
schools were established, funds railsed, teachers recruited, books furnished,
and supervision provided. In some schools costs were provided by tuition

paid by the pupils. In addition efforts were made by the Quakers to secure

the admission of Negro children into district SChOOlSol

The foregoing facts make it apparent that the majority of Indiana
citizens in bthe period before the Civil UWar were firmly convinced of the
inherent inferiority of the Negro and were of the opinion that he was not
entitled to the protection of ﬁhe Constitution as a citizene. As property
they believed that he was to be returned to his owner should he flee in
search of freedom. As less than a citizen he was not to be accorded the
right of suffrage, the full protection of the courts, nor the privilege of
associstion in schools, churches, employment or other areas with the white
citizens of Indisnae There were those few, however, who dared to declare
their deviation from these convictions. These hardy souls were usually

scornfully denounced and declared to be abolitionists or worsee

A growing anti-glavery sentiment during the period of compromise lod

finn1ly to the estoblishment first of a Free Soil party and then the

Republican partye



CHAPTER TI
THE SIAVERY ISSUE IN POLITICS

4 bill authorizing funds for the purchase of territory from Hexico
was introduced into the House of Representatives in 1846. David Wilmot of
Pennsylvania proposed an amendment to the bill which provided that in bterri-
tory gained from Hexico "peither slavery nor involuntary servitude shall
ever exist in any part of saild territorye" This proposal stirred up bitter
controversy in all parts of the cowmtry as well as in Congresse The Noxth
generally approved the bill but mass meebings and conventions were called
throughout the South to oppose it, The measure was passed by the House
twice, bul was defeated both times in the Senate. The South favored a
Mpon-interference® doctrine and argued that the right to possess persoml
property was guaranteed by the Constitutione They regarded slaves as prop~
erty and felt that’individuals therefore had the right to take this property

into any territory they choses

Tn Indiana both Whigs and Democrats supported the belief that this
territory should remain free. The division of opinion arose over the
method of prohibiting slavery from the territorye There was a resulting

split in the legislature over the question of slavery extensionas Jacob Be

Julian of Wayne Counby introduced a joint resolution in the Indiana legige

lature on the subject. It instructed the senators and representatives in

Congress to pass a "Wilmot Provisos" The Democrats twice blocked action on

this believing that it would be dangerous Lo bring the slavery extension

issue onto the floor of the Legislature until after the sematorial electione

Shortly after the election of Democratic Governor James Whitcomb several
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resolutions were intreduced which urged the Congress to pass a declaration
for the purpose of deterring slaveholders from taking their slaves into the
territoricss The Democrats were of the opinion that such a resolution
would antagonize less than a prohibiting laws There is no record that
furbher action was taken on the resolution after it was laid on the table
of the House where it apparently remained until after the Legislature

adjournednl

Tn the election of 1848 neither Democrats nor Whigs were oulspoken on

the slavery questions This ovasion of the issue led to the formation of g
third party, the Free Soil party. Thg new party, unlike the Liberty party
of 1840 which had advocated abolition, only opposed the extension of slavery
into the territories. The Free Soilers included Martin Van Buren's HNew York
followers of the Liberty party, Free S0il Democrats and Whigs, The slogan
adopted by the party was "Free Soils Free Speech, Free Iabor and Free Hene"
Martin Van Buren was nominated for the presidency. While Van Buren waS Ul

able to carry any stabte, he was able to split the Democratic vote in several
statess The party also elected thirteen members W the House of Represenm
tatives who were able to hold a balance of power in a house almogt evenly

divided between Democrats and WhigSe

The Free Soil movement in Indiana wag an outgrowth of the old Liberty
partye The progress of ‘the movement was disappointing to its supporbers
28 neither Indiana Whigs nor Democrats deserted the folds of their old
parties in wholesale numbers to join its ranks. The chief supporters of
the movement remained those who bad for 2 long time supported the antie

clavery movemente A state convention was held on July 26, 1848, and
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resolutions were drawn up which supported Martin Van Buren and the Free

Soil platform adopted at the Buffalo Conventions

Some became part of the Free Soil movement to register their disape
proval of the nomination of Zachary Taylor for ‘the Presidency. Lew Wallace,
whose hatred of Taylor dated from the Mexicen War, was one of these, Hisg
bitterness stemmed from an incident in which Taylor bad condemned volunteers
from the Second Indiana Regiment for cowardice. Mr, Wallace became the edim=

tor of the Free Soil Bamner published during the campaign, a paper which wuas

supported by David Butler, a leading lawyer of the state and a Democratie

The election of Zachary Taylor, a Yhig and a slave holder, caused the
Democrats of Indiana to see the possibility of making political capital out
of the charge that the Whigs and slaveholders had formed an alliances. The
Democratic state convention even included a plank in its platform urging
Congress o prevent the introduction of slavery into California and New
Moxico. .Even the party's nominee for governor, Joseph Ao Wright, who had
formerly opposed the Wilmot Proviso, became o moderate on the issue. Wright,
who was aléo a colonization society leader, found it politically expedient
to change his views. Indinna's Democratic congressmen, John Le Robinson;
Willinm We Wick and Graham N, Fitch all armounced their support of the Wilm
mot Proviso and Congressman Fiteh denounced his Democratic brethren in the
South for their desertion of the party with the resulting election of a

Whig.,3

In 1849 the Democrats made a concerted effort to win back the members

of the party who had strayed into the Free Soil ranks in 1848 and to court

the favor of ex-Whigs as prospective party members. They had 1little hope
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of winning over the hard core abolitionists. Such actioms drew the scorn-
ful eriticism of the whigs,,h That both Democrats and Whigs were successful
in winning back members to the party fold was so apparent that the TFree
Soilers nominated no party ticket in 1849, Both Democratic and Whig candi-
dates had announced bhat they were in favor of the vAlmot Proviso, prohi-
bition of the slave trade in the District of Columbia, and the removal of
the seat of the Federal Govermment to a free statecs

A contest developed in the Whitewaber Valley, a Quaker stronghold,
which was the result of party disconbents. George W. Julian, supported by
a coalition of Independent Whigs, Free Soilers and Democrabs, became the
opponent of Samuel Wa Parker, who had beon an ardent supporter of Zachary
Taylor in 1848, Julian had been =2 Whig who had turned to the Free Soil
movement. This caused him to be reviled and deserted by his friends and
even by his brother who dissolved their law partnership in the face of the
abolitionist charges hurled at Julian in 1848. In consequence of his aboll-
tionist expressions he had been called an "amalgamationist," a "woolly
head,” an Mapostle of disunion.® It wms ridiculously alleged by his
enemies that he carried a lock of Frederick Douglas! hair to "regnle his
sengses with 1t3 aroma when he grew faint hearteds.™ This bitter feeling
against abolitionism had als0 been manifested when he wns threatened by mob
violence by his own neighbors»? although Parker, Julian's VWhig opponent,
accused him of being an abolitionist of twenty years gtanding, Julian won
by 153 votes, a feat accomplished through the combined efforts of the Demo-
erats, who could not have won by themselves, and the Free Soilers and inde=
pendent Whigs. It was highly significant that this upset could have been

accomplished by those dissatisfied with their own parties.
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Tt is inberesting to note that ab the natlonsl meeting of the Free
$0il party in Pittsburg in August in 1852, it nominated as its vice-
presidential candidate, George We Julinne Also in Hay of 1852 a Free Soil
convention had been held in Indi-napolis. Represented at that convention
were abolitionists, Wilmot Proviso Democrats, Van Burenists and Antin
Fugitive Slave Law Whigs. mw;mwmmeoftmme¢WmmeehmmWSgmea

prospect of the fusion movement which was to followe

The first difficult problem facing the Congress of 1849 was that of
slavery in the berritory acquired from Mexico, the admission of the State
of California am the admission of Utah and New iexico. The South objected
to the admission of Californis as a free stabte as that would upset the bal-
ance of power between slave and free. Tt also clamored for a more effective
fugitive slave law to offset the effects of the Underground Railroads The
Horth was opposed to these arguments and demanded that glavery and the slave
trade be abolished from the District of Columbisn e Indiana Whigs and Demoe
crats both agreed that California should be admitted with her constitution
which prohibited slaverys. Congressman Graham N. Fitech condemned the South

for resisting the admission of California zs a free states

To peconcile these opposing factions a conmpromige measure vas offered
in the Senate in January, 1850, by veteran Senator Henry Clay. His propo~
gals were that California be admitted without slavery; that territorial
governments be organized in New Mexico and.Utah without definitevpropOSals
for slavery; that the boundary between Texas and New Mexico be fixed; that
the slave trade, but not slavery, be prohibited in the District of Columbias

that a more effective fugitive slave law be passed; and that Congress have
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no power to inberfere with slavery in the slaveholding states,., Clay's com-
promise was much debsted with the Southern senators declaring that no come-
promise was possible. The speech which turned the tide, however, was that
of Massachusetts? Daniel Webster who, in his Tth of March speech, appealed
for compromise "not as a Northern man but as an American.™ He thereby
brought upon himself the bitter eriticism of the Horthern spokesmen but he
had saved the compromise which was adopted in practically the same form as
it had been written. In South Bend young Schuyler Colfax, a Whig, vas un-
willing to accept Clay's compromise proposals. Richard We. Thompson, who
represented the Whig element in southern Indiana, was also skeplical about
Clay's measures. The Lafayette gggzig£~condemned the South for its demand
211, yield nothing p?inciples. On the subject of the Compromise Senator
Jesse Bright announced his willingneés to take 2 middle conservabtive course,
a course‘which seemed to have been chosen by mny members of his party in
Tndiana as well as by many Whigs. Brightts discussion was lauded by Michael

C. Garber of the Madison Courler who proclaim@d that Indiana was for

compromisea9

Only Indiana's Free Soil contingent in the Congress spoke out against

compromige. George W Julisn decried the tgubserviency of the North to the

glave interests.® He voiced the sentiments of his Whitewater district con-
stituents who had become aroused about compromise. Vayne County Cemocrats
in a meeting passed resolutions opposing the extension of slavery into free

territory and favoring the admission of California tunconnected with any

: 10
other subjects"

When the Compromigse of 1850 came to a vote in Congress, five members

of the Indiana delegation in the House accepted all of its provisions, four
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represenbatives opposed the Fugitive Slave Act and Representative MeGoughey,
the only Hoosier Wnig, supported all the bill except the Texas boundary
settlement» Representative Jullan was the only Hoosier to take a radical
position on the whole compromises Indiana Senator Whitcomb approved the
bill in its enbirety while Semator Bright failed to vote for the fugitive
slave provisioms,.1:L Although a majority of the citizens of Indiana accepted
the compromise as a whole, much dissatisfaction was expressed with the pro-
visions of the Fugitive Slave Lawe Manyy Indiana congressmen vere put in
the position of having to explain their voting for the 1aw312 The majority
of Hoosier newspapers threw support to the compromise and urged tolerance
for the offensive Fugitive Slave lave Individuals who favored the come

promise also urged that fpatriotism, good faith, constitutionalism, and

observance of law" prevaile

By the end of 1850 many Hoosiers had come to accept ‘the compromise as
a “henmporary and ineidental evil for a permanent and inherenh goodo"13 The
North was pleased with the admission of California as a free state and with
the abolition of the slave trade in the District of Columbia. The South
was encouwraged by the fact that the Texas territory given up to Wew Mexico
was 8till open to slavery. The Wilmot Proviso had been defeateds A strice
ter fugitive slave law was also a vic‘dory for Southern interests. Both
Demoerats and Whigs approved the compromise in the election of 1052. The
greatest advantage gained by the North through the compromise was a ten
year period of time4during which its industrial might raced far ahead of
that of the Soubh, n factor which was a decided advantage in the war to

follow. This compromise wWas, as we Know, only a temporary respite from the

problems which were to followe
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The truce crested by the passage of the Compromise aof 1850 was shote
tered in 185k by the debate on a proposal to organize the region betueen
the Missouri River and the Rockies known as lNebraskas This bill to organe
ize the territory by dividing it at the fortieth parallel into Kansas and
Nebraska was proposed by Senator Stephen Ae Douglas of Illinois, It dem
elared the Migsouri Compromise line null and voide The people in the ter-
ritories were to be free to decide the fate of slavery in their respective
territory. It was assumed that Hebrasks would be:admitted as a free state
and that Kansas would be admitted 28 a slave state. The debate was thus
renswed, The passage of the bill revealed a serious division within the
parties. Southern Democrats and UWhigs favored the bill and voted for it
while Northern Whigs voted against ite Horthern Democrats were divided in
their opinione The Whig party was nearly destroyed by the ensuing contro=
versy and Democratic unity was seriously undermined. HNorthern states, in

defiance of the Fugitive Slave Act, passed additional personal liberty lawse

The passage of the Kansas-Nebraska Bill was the signal for a determined
effort by both proslavery and anti-slavery forces to encourage sebttlers of
their own sympathies to settle the Kansas berritory in greater numbers than

the opposing group, Bloodshed and violence were the results

The iﬁpact of the struggle had a marked effect upon the political
parties, The Whig party weakened and divided, soon was to disappeals The
pressure for a new political party became more urgent as a large body of
citizens began to feel that their needs were not being met by the parties

with which they were affiliated. A new party was the result of this dise

content, It was organized early in 185]; in Wisconsin and spread rapidly
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to other states. 4 later rmeting uas to be held in the same year at Jack~

son, Michigan, 2t which a platform ¢alling for the repeal of the Kansase

Nebraska Act, the repeal of the Fugitive Slave Iaw of 1850, the aboliticn

of the glave trade in the District of Columbia, and nation-wide measures

to prevent the extension of slavery, was adoptede The name "Republican®

was also adopteda

On July 13, 185k, ten thousand men were gnid to have assembled for a

atate convention on the courthouse 1awn in Indianapolis. All the elements

opposing the Democratic party were there including the men vho had long

been prominent in Democratic circles who were tired of the domination of

Jesse Bright, Democratic varty boss, and his henchmene Knouw-nothings
e5thU g b 2 ! 2R ]

Free Soilers, temperance men and a fey abolitionists also cames A platform

was adopted opposing the extension of slavery and demanding the restoration

of the Missouri Compromise Line. %he party at this time did not identify

itself with the Republican party. The persons who becane menmbers of the

new parbty considered that they had left their oun parties only temporarily

and regarded this as a people's movementa They therefore took far theme

selves the nmame "Peoplets Farty" or Fusionistge

Widespread disapproval of the People's mass meeting was voiced by the

Democratic presse The Democratic Sentinel described the mass meebing as

being “composed of 211l the odds and ends of society, politics and religions

Abolitionism, Know-Hethinglsm, hypocracy and bad liquor formed such a comm

pound of'villainous amells a8 never offended nostrilo"lh The fears of the

Democrats at the strength of their opponents were justified because the

ed the statbe ticket by nesrly ten thousande

The next

Peoplets party elect

S
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state legislature had a Semte of 26 Democrats and 2l Fusionists. In the
natbional House of Representatives there were two Democrats and nine Fugion-
ists from Indians. The Fusionists atiributed their victory to the rebellion
of the people against corruption and bossism of the Democratic party and to

popular disapproval of the slovery and temperance planks of the Democratic

platforme

On July 13; 1855, an organizational meeting of the Peoplets party was
helds Because of the Kansas situation slavery had become the dominant issue
of the day although temperance and antisCatholicism, the latter issue advow
cated by the Knou-Nothings, were mtters of slight local concern. The atten-

dance equalled that of July 13, 185h. There was still a reluctance on the

part of some members of the Peoplets party to adopt the name "Republican,"

although party leaders, Henry S Lane and Oliver P. Morton, urged it. Some
insisted on using the name "Arerican' or "Enow~Nothing” and were willing
to merge their forces temporarily with the new movementes They were nob
willing to give up their old allegiances permanentlys, A number of Whigs a

and Democrats were also among those wnwilling to give up their party

affiliation permanentlys

The campaign of 1858 was entered into with great vigors O«Fe lorton,
H.5. Iane, Govlove S, Orth and George We Jullan were among the prominent

Republican speakers. The Democratic cause was represented in the campaign

by Joseph A. Wright, Jesse B. Bright, Thomas Ae Hendricks, David We Voor-

hees, David Turpee, Joseph 4. McDonald and othera. The Republicans em-

Y o s Ry
phasized "Free Press, Free Speech, Free Labor, Free States and Fremont.

3 3 vH e 3 1 ]
The Democratic speakers reviled the Republicans for champloning Free

Niggers, Free Dirt, Free Fight, Free Whiskey, Fremont and Freedomo"
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The Democrats hod nomimated for governor Ashbel Po Willard to oppose
the Republican nominee, Oliver P. Horton., The two stumped the state in
joint debate. Henry S. Lane, Schuyler Colfax, Godlove S. Orth, George Ve
Julinn and others actively participated in the campaign. The Reocublicans
or Unionists were defested in the state election on October L, 1856, The
Denmocrats gained four congressmen, gatting six congressmen to the

Republicans?! fivee

By 1858 there was no longer any question about accepting the name
"Republican.® The American Party had dissppeared and the temperance issue
had logt its importances The situdtion in Kansas now dominated all other
issues. Citizens of Indiana were made auware of all the outrages there by
lotters from friends and relatives in that territory. The Republican cone
vention of 1858 assembled in Indianapolis and the only objections to the
proceedings came from George W. Julian, abolitionist, who opposed the

congervatism of the platform adopted.

In the Democratic convention which meb on January 7, 1858, Lew Wallace
offered a plank which endorsed the Kansaswilebraska Bill thereby creating an
angry situations The result of the bitlterness aroused led to the calling
of a2 mass meeting of anti-slavery Democrats on February 22, 1858, This

assembly endorsed the Douglas position and read the Indisnapolis Sentinel,

a Democratic newspaper, which was anti-Douglas, out of the party.

Prominent among the Republicans participating in the campaign were
51lbert G. Porter, future governor of Indianaj; Schuyler Colfax, congressional
nominee in the tenth district; and Benjamin Harrison, who had just opened a

1aw office in Indiana. The Republicans lost the state by only about 2,500

21
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votes but gained three men in the Congre The vears between 1858 and

1360 were to provide time for both the Democrats and Republicans to prepare
le of 1860 which would test whether the Democratic

themselves for the strugg

Party would contimue to hold its supsrioritys

Indiang politicians began their campaign activity before their nabtionsl
Candidates for state offices were hubtonholing prospecm

party conventions.
early as March of 1860 and political activity grow more

o a0

tive supporbers as
frenzied as time went one

The outstanding figures in bthe Republican Party at the time were Oliver
Po lorton and Henry Se Iane. ' An understanding was reached that if the Rew

publicans were successful, Iane would go to the Senate and Morton would hold
the second place on the ticket and become governore. HMHorton reluctantly

agreed to the proposition believing that things still might work out so that
On March b these two men opened the Republican

he might becone Senator.
canvass after which they resumed their political campaigning in the state,

The party's flexible slavery plank in ite platform enabled Republican orae
tors to shift their expressed views bto svit their audiences. Mozt of their

gpeeches were conservative in tone, howevere.

Indiana Republicans had a most active part in the Republican convene

tion held in Chicago in May, 1860, Iane and Morton headed the Indiana
This delegation had agreed that the nomination of a conservae

delegabione
tive presidential candidate and the adoption of a moderate platform would

given

0

be necessary if the voters of Southern Indiana were to support the Repube

1ican tickebe The formation of a Constitubtioml Union Party which was
support by some Indiana Know~Nothings furmished an additional reason for
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advocating conservative Republican actione A name which had begun to
attract atbention was that of Abraham Lincoln whose conservatism on the
slavery question was acceptable even to the citizens of Southern Indianae
Schuyler Colfax and others of the old Whig Party favored the nomination of
Tdward Bates of Missouri but his popularity had begun to decline even before
the conventions The antagonism of important Germsn leaders, who remembered
Bates! cooperation with the Knou-llobhings in 1856, was largely responsible

for this,.

On the opening day of the convention most of the Indiana delegates
were still divided between Bates and Lincoln. George Wo Julisn of the rade
ical wing of the party; supported Salmon P, Chase of Ohio, The more conserw
vative majority was opposed even to William He Seward who had become the
man for Lincoln to beat. There was 1O great problem for Indiana Republicans
who decided to shift from Bates to Iincoln as both Bates and Lincoln were
former Whigs and moderate in their slavery views. Mahy felt that the more
radical Sewsrdts nomination would be death to the Republican cause in Indim
ann. Henry S. Lane said repeatedly that he did not care to expend his time
and money in carrying on a hopeless Campaighe He, bogether with Andrew Pa
Curtain, gubernatorial candidate of Pennsylvania, personally appealed to
the leaders of every delegation to support the nomination of Abraham
Lincoln.l7 The influence of the Indisna and Penmsylvania delegations, per=
haps more than anything else, led to the nomination of Lincolne This fact
was also emphasized in a letter from John Defrees to Schuyler Colfax in
which he said: "We Bates men of Indiana concluded that the only way to beat

Seuard was to go for Lincoln as a unitese We made the nomination."
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Indinne cast its votes solidly for ILincoln who was nominated on the
third ballots. Even George Wo Julian's newspsper promised support for Lin-

coln and the Indianapolis Daily Journal declared: "There is no doubt but

that the unaninity of the Indiana delegation for Lincoln was the cause of
his nomination, If Indiana hed divided or given her sitrength to any other
candidate, it is absolutely certain that no concentration could have been
made on Iincoln, for it was only the united effort of both Indisna ard
I1linois men that secured the cooperation of Pennsylvania and some New

18
England states at the last houra"’g

Jesse Eright; who had come from Washington to the Demoeratic state
conm@ention in Charleston in April, had lost his fight to alienate the subn
port of Indiana Democrats for Stephen A Douglas. Bright declared that he
would stump Indiana county by county in opposition should Douglas be nomine

20 . '
atad, He was given a valid excuse to make good his threat when the
national party convention, which met in Baltimore in June, splits Two
separate Democratic tickets were nominated with the northern Democrats nobhee
inating Douglas on a popular sovereignty platform., The southern wing chose
as its cahdidate Joim Ca Breckenridge of Kenbucky on a platform which dow-
manded Congressional protection for slavery. The Bright faction of the
party sponsored a Ereckenridge mass convention in Indianapolis and chose a
slnte of electors. The Breckenridge campaign did not pose as serious a
threat to the aspirations of the Douglas Democrats as did the Bell-Everett
campaign to the Indiana Republicans. The chief interest for Indiana citie

zons centered on the contest between Lincoln and Douglase

The rising slavery agitation caused the Republicans to deny any respon=

sibility for it. The Indianapolis Journal, a Republican newspaper, declared
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that a Democratic or Copstitutional Union vichory would miionalize the
South's "peculiar institution.® I further stated that there was "no pro-
teckion against this result but the elaction of Lincoln" who was “pledged
to resish the elevation of slavery above the local position in which the
Govermnent placed it." Moab Republicans were oppesed to Abolitionism and
denied that an attack on slavery anywhere was plannede. Linceolnts congerva-
tism was played up and the abolitionist opposition to his conservative views
was offered as proof as his acceptability to the less radical members of the
partys Caleb S. Smith, who was to be chosen for a cabineb post by FPresident
Lincoln, was one of those who scoffed at the ldea that the Republican party
favored abolitionist doctrines for Negro equalityo He announced in one of
his canpaign debates that he stood for the Republican party principle of
non~interference with slavery in the states and nonwoxtension into the
territories, Henry S. lane also professed to stand with the founding

; 21
fathers upon the principle that freedom is national and slavery locale

The Democrats desperabtely predicted that the "irrepressible conflict®

would become a reality in the event of a Republican vietorye They added

that Civil War or a peaceful division of the Union would be the inevitable

result. They chose to revile the Republicans rather than to expound at

length their oun views of the slavery questione

The electorate was never clearly informed by either party as to what

their vieus were toward the extension of slaverye The Republicans accused

Daniel W, Voorhees, Democratic candidate for Congress from the Seventh Dism

triet, and other Democrats, of being Disunionistse They felt that a Repube

liecan victory would end the sectioml struggle and begin a new era of good

:ﬁ‘eseal:'mg»?‘2
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The whole Republican state ticket was elected by majorities of nearly
10,000 and the legislature was Republican in both houses., After the October
eloctions the Republicans vigorously participated in the campaign to elect
Tincoln as President. They won seven of the eleven districts and elected
Dunn, Julian, Porter, White, Colfax, Mitchell and Shankse. ZILincoln won
Indiana's clectoral votes by a large majoritys The agreement made before
the Republican state convention was carried out énd in 1861 the state legige
lature made Henry Se lane senator and Oliver P. Morton governore The Repubwe
licans had much to rejoice aboutb as this was the first defeat the Democrats
had suffered since 18L0 and they were not to be victorious again until 1876,
This vejoicing was not unmarred, however, because even before all the bale
lots had been finally counted, the Soubth Carolina legislature had called a
convention to meet on December 17 to consider South Carolina's position in
the Unione The adoption of an ordinance of secession on December 20 fole
lowed by similar action of other Southern states soon pubt the Republican

exultation over its exciting victory far into the backgrounde




CHAPTER TIX
IIWDIANA'S DRLEGATION TO THE THIRTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS

(March b, 1851 ~ March 3, 1863)

Harmony did not long prevsil in Republiecan vonks after the 1860 victory
and the party wes seriously threatened with disintegrations, Party leaders
vers vnable to find common ground on which to unite dissenting factions.

Cn economic policy as well as the gslavery question there was » basie diffore
ence betusen radicals and conservatives who had declared » truce nnly during

the 1860 campaigne

Such disharmony was greatly enccouraging to Indiana Democrats who conm
fidently awaited the collapse of Republicsnism when the repercussions of
Southern secession threatened to overwhelm the Republican party in Indianaa.
The Demoorats assuvmed the role of Union gsavers and promised to rescue the
nzhion from the situation which threstenesd ite As conciliators they
pointed out that the only hope of the South lay in placing its confidence
in the Democratic party. They declared that no trust could ke put in a
party which had adopted such a platform as the Republiean platform of 1860

or in a President who would not declare his conservative intentions.

Numerous compromigse proposals were debated and rejected, Only Repre-
sentatives William Dunn and David Kilgore of the seven man Indiana Republi-
can delegation were interested in making concessions to the South, and only
a fow Republicans were willing to support the proposal of Senator Jomn J,.
Crittenden of Kentucky to restore the 36 degrees 30 minutes Missouri Come=
promise line and to'provide a Congressional slave code to protect slavery
south of that line in present territory and in territory to be acquired in

the future,
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Raeitoment and anxiety permeated the minds of the people of Indiama
when news was relayed by telegraph on the night of April 12 that Fort Sum=
ter had been firved upon. 411 business was suspended on the following Sate
urday, April 13, as crowds gathered in the streets of the state capitale
Two mass meebings held that wight taxed the capacity of the halls in which
they were held, In the days which followed Indiana feverishly prepared for

1 .
ware The Indiampolis Daily Journal proclaimed Indiana's loyalty in an

editorial which declared: "We are no longer Republicans or Democrats,. In

this hour of our country's tr:i.al9 we know no party but that which upholds

the flag of our counhryo"a

Talk of peace and compromise died down and even the staunch Democrats,
Thomas Hendricks and Daniel Voorhees, announced their support of the gove
ermment in its effort to preserve the Union. They and other members of
their party followed the lead of Stephen As Douglas in loyal support of the
administration., This period of truce did not long resist the pressures of
political factionalism, and party politics were revived as Democrats ree
newed their efforts as the opposition partye Criticism‘of President
Lincoln's action in declaring martial law, suspending the writ of habeas
corpus, and in making arbitrary arrests in Maryland was expressed by those
who doubted the constitutiomlity of such measuresSe Fears were voiced by
the Democrats that the war was being turned into an anti~slavery crusade

and that it was ceasing to be a struggle to save the Unione

The turbulence of this chaotic period was the background for the meote
ing and deliberations of the Thirty-seventh Congress which began on March li,
1861, The first session lasted from July L, 1861, until pugust 6, 1861e

The gecond session began on December 2, 1861, and vas concluded on July 17,
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1862, The third session began on December 1, 1862, and continued until
March 3, 1863, A& special sesslon of the Senate was in assembly from

March L, 1861, until March 28, of the same year.

Indianats delegation to this Congress included men who had a wide die
rergence of opinion on the issues of the daye Their convictions on slavery
and the Negro problem were typical of the varying opinions throughout the
rest of the country., The Republicans in the group included those who advow
cated compromise and appeasement and who were totally opposed t0 any aboli-
tionist ware The Democrats represented the conservatives who were absolutely
against interference with states rights and with the constitutioml privie
leges of the slave holders. They were interasted only in the restoration

of the Union as it had besn before the ware

Indiana senators in this Congress were Henry S. Iane, Republicang and
Jesse Do Bright, Democrat, Senator Bright's expulsion in 1861 brought
Joseph A, Wright, Unionist, to fil1 his geat temporarily until ths naxt
legislature elected David Turpie, Democrat, to serve Bright's unexpired

terme

In the House of Representatives Republicans Schuyler Colfax, William
MeKee Dunngy William Mitchell, Albert G. Porter, John F.C. Shanks, George

We Julian and Albert S, White spoke for their partye.

The Democrats were represented in the House by James Cravens,

William Se Holmany, Daniel Voorhees and John lawe

Of great prominence in Republican ranks, a conservative who realigzed

the importance of compromise, was the popular Henry Smith Lane, who was
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born on February 2k, 1811, in Montgomery, Kentuckye Mre Iane chose the
law 28 his profession and after moving to Indiana he began practicing,

baving been admitted to the bar at Crawfordsville. His politieal career

began with his election as a Whig to the Indisna legislature in 1837, In

1840, he was elected to the Congress in the great Harrison "bard cider”

it A A€ g

campaign. Mre lane, while not a debater, was a well known public speakeyr
who had great appeal for the massese In his youth he was known as the

"abash orator® and d few superiors as a siump gpeakers

~ Mre lane was a friend and admirer of Henry Clay and vigorously stumped
the state for him in the 18lh presidential campaign. Clay's defeat put an

end to Mr. Lane's political career for a number of years and he appeared

only for occasioml campaign speeches until he was persuaded in 1849 to

become a candidate for Congress. Tn this campaign both he and his Democratic

opponent, Joseph e McDonald, favored abolition of slavery in the District

of Columbia, and if this could not be accomplished, were in favor of moving

the seat of governmeni to free s0il. Iane was defeateda

Mr, Iane figured prominently in the affaira of the People®s party of

185k, the forerunner of the Republican partys and was in attendance at all

of its mass meebings and rallies. He became the recognized leader of the

Republican party in Indiana and on July b, 1856, he was president of the

National Republican convention which met in Philadelphia,

In 1859 Mr. Lane was selected to contest the geat of Jesao De Bright

in the Senate whose election had been challenged by the Republicans as

illegal, The Republicans charged that the Democrats had, in 1857, in a

quagi=convention called without the consent of the Republicanndcminated
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Senate, elected Jesse Do Bright and Graham Ne Fitch to the Senate. Vhen

the Republicans regained mastery of both houses in 1859, they elected Homry

Se Lane and Monroe MeCarty, the latter a liberal Democrat, to displace thoge

elected in the informal comwention of 1857, Mr. lane accepted the honox
although he knew that there was little likelihood that Bright and Fitch

would be excluded. He was denied a seat as the Senmate was largely

Danmocratic.

In 1860 fane was the gubernatorial candidate of the Republican party
and was elected over his Democratic opponent, Thomas A, Hendricks, by a
majority of more than 9,000, Two days after being inaugurated as governor
of Indiana he was elected United States Senator for six years in accordance

with the previous understanding of party leaders.

Although he was born in a slave state, Mr. Iane professed to be op=
posed %o the institution of slavery declaring that he stood with the
founding fathers on the principle that freedom was natioml and slavery
locale Although advocating the non~sxtensicn of slavery, Senator Lane was
in favor of colonization on a voluntary basis.h He showed no sympathy for
the abolitionists, but did give evidence of interest in the welfare of the
Negro by voting for the passage of Senate Bill 536 which provided for the
incorporation of an institution for colored youth in the District of Colume
bine This bill was designed to "educate and improve the moral and intele
lectual of such of the colored youth of the nation as were placed under its
care and influencao"s Mre Lane was alwmys extremely popular with the rank

and file of party members and was easily able to rally their support for

party principlese
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After the expiration of his senatorial term on Maxch 3, 1867, Henry

S. Iane never re-entered public lifee

A Democratic leader whose indiscretion csused him to be removed from
the Thirtyeseventh Congress was Jesse Do Bright, whe was born in Norwich
in Chenango County, New York, on December 18, 1812, The Bright family
moved in 1820 to Shelbyville, Kentucky, for a few months and then to Madie
son, Indiana, which was ab that time a wealthy and thriving citye There
Jesse Bright, as a young lawyer waS privileged to have contact with the
mogt brilliant barristers of the state. The law was his avocation while

politics was the driving urge which guided hime

Tn 1843 Bright was chosen for lieutenant governor as rumning mate Lo
James Whitcombe He was president of a state senmate equally divided between
Whigs and Democrats. At the next session of the legislaturey with'a Demomm
eratic house majority and an equally dgivided senate, Bright was chosem as

junior senator from Tndiana to serve with Bdward Ae. Hannegan in Washington.

By 1845 Bright had made himself absolute boss of the Democratic party
in Indiana. His sentiments were typically those of a section which was
largely composed of "loud, boastful Jacksonian Democrats," who were in
religion old-fashioned Baptists and shouting Methodists. Many of these
people were from the South and had Southern sympathies, including keeping

of Negro bondsmen themselveaoé

On December 27, 1845, Jesse Bright took his seat in the Senste, He
was sympabthetic to the institution of slavery and in the debate over the

Compromise of 1850 he spoke out to urge toloramce, forbearance, patience

and justice on the part of the two extremes, Mre Bright's greatest
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influence was felt in private conversation and in comitteo work. He did
. 7 oy . .
not make many public addressese Bright's voting record was influenced by

the wishes of his constituents who were largely pro-slavery in their

sympathies,

Jesse Bright was reelected to the United States Senate on Jamuary 11,
1851, and became one of the outstanding Democratic leaders of the Senate,
Speaking in Congress on the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850, Bright declared
that at least nine=tenths of the voters of Indiana supported him in approv
ing compromise measures and in opposing and repudiating Disunionists South

8
and Abolitiomists Northa

The eclose election of 1857 resulted in a divided legislature and im 2
dispute over the election of Jesse Da Byight and Grabhsm Ne Fitch as senaé

tors as has been explained previouslys

When the struggle for the admission of Kansas began, Bright urged its
admission under the Iecompton Constitution adopted by the pro-slavery face
tion in the Knowellothing territory, and thus brought upon himself the un~
reserved enmity of Stephen . Douglas, who led the opposition to the

Lecompton Constitution,

In the period of secession and in the early days of the Civil War,
Bright declared himself unwilling to vote either men or money to invade
the states which had declarsd themselves out of the Union, until every
effort at compromise had been exhausted, Bright and other Democratic mem-
bers of the Congress wgre often accused of being obstructionists, and even
traitors. Many withdrew from the Senate and others were accused of treason

in ‘the hope that they might be expelled, Senator Bright was one of those
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attackeds On December 16, 1861, Morton We Wilkinsony a genator from
Minnesota, introduced a resolution for the expulsion of Jesse Do Brighto

The evidence furnished as proof of his treason was a letter to Jefferason

Q
Davis, President of the Confedoracye”

Bright at first offered no comment in his defense and thembtter was
turned over to the Judiciary Commitiees Considerable debate ensued in
which Bright's critics denounced him as having betrayed his trust as a
United States senator while his defenders pointed out that the most that
could be said about the letter was that it was indiscreet bub certainly

not treasonable., Among his attackers was Henry S, Lane who had contested

Bright's seat three years before. On February S; Bright began an impressive
defense of himselfs. He @xpressed’himself as being a victim of a partisan

attack based on political mobives. When his speech was concluded, he went

to the office of the Public Iand Commission where he received the result

of the vote of 32 for expulsion and 1) against its Thus ended the career

10
of Jesse De Bright as a Senatore

A Unionist who had been prominent in Democratic politics was Joseph

Albert Wright, who was both Representative and Senator from Indiana. He

was born in Washington, Pennsylvania, on April 17, 1810, and moved %o

Tndiana about 1820 with his parents, who settled in Bloomington in 1825,

Having chosen law as his profession, he commenced practice in Rockville,

Parke County, Indiana, in 1829, 1In 1833 he became a member of the state

House of Representatives and then served in the state Senate in 18L0.

Elected as a Democrat to the Twenty=eighth Congress, he gerved from March L,

18l3, to March 3, 18456 He was an unsuccessful candidate for reelection in

e o xm et = ot oeaen
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184} to the Twenty-ninth Congress. HMrs Wright held the governorship in
Tndiana from 1849 wntil 1857, He was appointed by Prevident Buchapan as
Fnvoy BExtraordinary and'Minister Plenipotentiary to Prussia in June, 1857,

11
in which position he served until July, 1861.

On September 7, 1865, the citizens of Inciamapolis gave Mr. Wright a
reception on his return from Prussia on which occasion the chief addrass
was delivered by General Ebenezer Dumont, This address, quoted by both

the Tndianapolis Daily Jourmal and the Sentinel of April 9, 1861, gave

prominence to a letter writien by Mre Wright from Prussia in which he had
declared the necessity for the Government!s dealing firmly with the rebels,
Mr, Wright urged that any individual who attacked the Union should be

struck down as a traitor and a rebele This testimony of Mre Wright's loyale
ty to the Union cause, his outspoken support of the war effort, and his
apparent lack of sympathy for the rebels led to his appointment by Governor
Oliver P. Morton to fill the Senate seat left vacant by the expulsion of
Semator Jesse De Bright., This choice by thé Governor of a Democrat turned
Unionist, while severly criticized in scme quarters, did much to strengthen
the Union cause. Mr. Wright served in the Thirty~seventh Congress from

February 2L, 1862, to Jamuary L, 11«863,:La

Although Wright favored the preservation of the Union, on the slavery
question he favored a policy of non-interference and supported the view

that emancipation would bring many unwanted Negroes into Indianae

Appearing on the scene briefly to fill the unexpired term of expelled
Jesse Do Bright, David Turpie, Democratic Senator from Indiana, was regarded

as a moderate because of his support of the war effort, He was born in
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Hamilton County, Ohio, on July 8, 1826, The family later moved to Iafay=-
ette, Indianae Turpiets early career as a lauyer began in Monticelloy
Indiana, where in 1852 he was persuvaded by a groﬁp hoaded by a former client
to run for the legislature. With some misgivings he finally agreed and was
nominated by acclamation in the two county Democratic cenventions held at
Oxford, tha county seat of Benton County, with both Democrats and Whigs
pledged to his support, His campaign was culminated with success and his
career in the General Assembly began in January, 1853, Not a candidate in
185), Turpie nonetheless was active in the campalgn against the opposition,
then called the People's party. In 1858 David Turpie was again elected to

the legislature as a Demoerat in 2 Whig districte

The Democratic convention of 1860 nominated Thomas A« Hendricks for

governor and David Turpie for 1ieutenant governor to run againgt Henry Se

Lane and Oliver P. Mortone Although the Republican candidates were elocted

both Mr, Hendricks and Mr. Turpie were later to succeed to the senatorahipe

In July, 1862, Turpie was unanimously nominated by the Democratic cone

vention of the Ninth District as a candidate for Congress against Schuyler

ates stumped the district in joint

debates, It was in this 1862 election that Mre Turpie was defeated by

Colfax although the Democrats carried the stabe and the legislatures

A partisan clash of major proportions dovelopad over the need to elect

a United States Senator for the unexpired term of Jesse Bright and a Sena~

tor for the new term in March, The Republican effort to pass a resolution

that no man be elected to office by the Iegislature who did not favor a

vigorous prosecution of the war and who was not unalterably eposed to the
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geverance of any state or states from the Union was the sigmal for trouble
to begin. Some Democrats felt that the resolution cast a reflectim on
their loyaltys. The Republicans then resorted to the strategy of absenting
themselves from the Senate to prevent a quorum and thereby blecked action
upon a proposal for a joint session for electing the Senators. This bolt
continued for two days and was mebt by bitter criticism from Democrats and
even from many Republicans. The Democrats threatened that all legislative
action would be impossible if the Republicans did not carry through with
the olectione The Republicans yielded, and on January 1L, 1863, David
Tux;pie was elected for the unexpired term of Bright, while Thoms A, Hende
ricks was elected for the long termelh Turpie's service was limited to

the brief period he spent in the Thirty-seventh Congress.

One of the most importent men in Republican ranks was Schuyler Colfax,
who was born in New York City on HMarch 23, 1823, He came from good stock
as his grandfather, General William Colfax, was a Revoluticnary War general,
a member of Washington'!s life guard, a corps of selected men, of which group
he became the commander near the close of the ware William Colfax married
Hester Schuyler, a cousin of Generazl Phillip Schuyler, Their son was
Schuyler Colfax, father of Representative Schuyler Colfax. In 18L1l, Colfax
moved to South Bend from New Carlisle, Indiana, where the family had

settled in 1836.

Quite early Colfax manifested an interest in journalism and after gaine

ing some experience as a reporter on the Indiana State Journal, he was perw

suaded to act as principal editor of the South Bend Press, a Whig newspaper,

This same newspaper was purchased in 1845 with the help of a friend, Albert
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Wy Vest, and the paper with Colfax as editor was named the St Joseph

Ynlley Register, In the columns of this neuspaper he announced hisg vieus

on bthe slavery issue. He was opposed o the extension of slave territory
and was eager for the day when the Southern states would see fit to adepth
.15

some feasible plan of emancipa®tlole

Tn 18L& Mr, Colfax was chosen as delegate to the Natiomal Whig conven-
tion of which he was made secrebarye In 1850 he was elected 2 member of
the Indiana Constitutional conventiona He became the Whig candidate for
Congress in 1850 from the Winth Congressional District and participated in
a series of joint debates with his opponent, Dr. Graham N, Fitch of Logans~

port. Popnlar disapproval of Colfax's vote in the Constitutiomal convention

for free admission of Negrces Lo the state was no doubt a factor in his

1
defenta

The question of Hegro suffrage had also been an important point digm
cussed at the Constitutional conventiona The delegate from St. Joseph in-
troduced, on October 26, a resclution that the committeec on elective
franchise be instructed to investigate the feasibility of submitting a sepe
arate amendment to the people on the question of Negro suffrage. Schuyler
Colfax, at the time was not in favor of it, but thought that the question
should be submitted to the voters separately. He realized that if such a
provision were included in the body of the Constitution, it would not be
ratified or adopted. He further felt that this was a matter on which the
vobers should have an opportunity to express themselves, If not given such
an opportunity, he estimated that from five to ten thousand, who favored
Negro suffrage, might vote against the Constitubtion as a matter of prine

ciple, Colfax's proposal was voted down 62 to 60
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Colfaxz, in the same 1850 conventiony, as has been previously said, placed
himself on the unpopular side of the controversial proposals to prevent
Negroes from ccming into the state and from acquiring property in the statee
He becsme the champion of the colored minority in the debate which ensued, !
pleanding ®hatb the inslienable right of 2ll men to possess property had heen A

aranted by the Indiana Constitution in 1816, He declared, "The Negro is

either a man or a brube, and should be trested as one or the other. We ask

you to trest them with human ity and not to crush them ns you would do vermin

out of your sighte® He further doclared that he hoped to see the time come

when, as in England, the siaves would become forever free. MNr. Colfax could

at least reconcile himself with a partial victory as the provision to exw

ge was included in the constitution |

1 *

clude Negro immigration into the sta

without the clause restricting colored persons from ouning propertys

During the exciting days when the Nebraska questlon was being debated,

Colfax took the position that slavery should not be extended into the terrim

. A
tories. He at this time was a Know-Nothing though he chose to deny ite

Lt the convention of anti-lebraska men which met at Indispapolis July 13,

185k, a movement which led to the formation of the Peoplets party, lre. Col=

fax was nominated for Congress to run against Mre Eddy, a Democrat from the

Ninth District, who uas already geated in the House and who ran on a plate

form which endorsed the Kansas~Nebraska Acte Colfax was congratulated for

his victory over his opponent by Godlove Se Orth, Know-Nothing leader in

one of those endorsed by the Knowm

Indiana, who was elated that Mr. Colfax,
. 19

Nothings, should have been nominated by the People's party and elected,

While serving in the Congress Colfax took a stand in favor of abolim

tion and confiscations When General Fremont, comianding in Missouri, gotb

into difficulty by declaring the slaves of all rebels emancipated, lMre Colfax




A Lo
wrobe bo President Lincoln expressing his belief that the loyal men of all
parties were in favor of Fremont's action. Of the Emancipation Proclona-
tion he said, "Phe Pregident under the war power vested in him has struck

2 blow at slavery for uiich the world had waited so longe"

L5 to the admission of West Virginis Mra. Colfax said, "I confess, also,
that I shall welcome it now with peculisr pleasure uwhen I sec¢ that her
people have provided for the ultimate extinction of slavery, and when she
comes here knocking at our door with the tiara of freedom on her browo"zo

Tn a lebtter to the Republican convention preceding the campaign of 1862
ﬂe endorsed the national adminigtration®s pelicy of confiscabion of rebel
property snd declared himself in favor of striking at slavery as the "cause

of 511 our woes" in every way possible including the amendment of the

. 21
Constitutione

One of the events of Mra Colfax's career while Speaker of the House
was his privilege to sign the proposed Thirteenth Amendment to the Consti-
tutione This measure had passed the Senate but in the previous session had
failed to gebt the necessary tuo=-thirds in the Hyuse. Upon the pleas of
President Lincoln for reconsideration of the amendment it was supported by
2 vote of 119 to 65, Mr. Colfax personally requested that his vote as
Speaker be recorded among the affirmative votes so that he might represent
the sentiments of his district. He later in a lelter to his friend, Francis
Leber, said, "I would not have missed recording my vote for the great

, - 22
measure of Frcoedom, for all the honors of a dozen Speakerships "

On December 5, 1863, Colfax had been named Speaker of the House by

acelamations A letter from a2 constituent of Mre, Colfax, copied from the

IaPorte Union of March 3, which was included in an editorial in the
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S5te Jogenh Valioy Regisber, revesled the high regard in which he was held
by his Ffellow Hoosierse The letler commended Representabive Colfax as the

best presiding officer its writer had ever seen in the chair, ap honor to

. . . 2
his district and state, who should be reburned to the next Congress.

Cne of the more conseTVatiVe members of the Thirty-seventh Congress
was William McKee Dunng a prominent Republicane. He was born in dmover,
Jefferson County, Territory of Indiana, on December 12, 181h. Ihr. Dunn was
first a Whig and then on dissolution of thalt party, a Republicans He became
a member of the state House of Representatives im 1848 as s Whig and was a

delegnte to the state convention in 18504

Mr. Dumm's views on the extension‘Of slavery into the Mexiean Cession
territory are expressed in a minority report made by him in the Indizna leg-
islature in 1%9,,2h In this report we find him joined by George V. Julian
and GaWs Blaokemore who based their objection to the majority renort on the
fact that it did not assert the power of Congress to exclude slavery from
the Mexican Cession territory by legislative enactment. They complained
that the recommendation to Senators snd Representatives to vote for o joint
resolution recognizing the territory to be free and to use all constitutional
means to keep it free was inadequate. They declared thnt without restraint
or limitation the territorial legislature should have the power to legislate
on the subject of slavery as well as on all other subjects., If such power
were with@eld, the minority contended that, since a large portion of the
territory was adapted both by soil and climate to slave labor, they feared

that settlers would soon establish slavery there, being accustoned to this

|

nstitubtion. Mre Dunn made a fervent plea for Congressional regulation of
slavery'ls extension into the territories, a power which he declared was une~

deniably invested in the Congresse He further urged the application of the
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sixth section of the Ordinance of 1787 by which Indiana had been keph freee

The report made no proposal for jnterference with slavery where it legally

5

existed and therefore Dum could support 1t with good consciencee

Following the constitubional comvention of 1850 and until 1858,
Mr. Dunn engaged in the legal profession and due to his interest in public
affairs frequently spoke out on public questions. He expresgsed his indige
nation at the r epeal of the Missourl Compromise and wes antagonized at the

Dred Scott Decisione His outspoken eriticism of President Buchanan's admine

igtration placed him at the head of the opposition and led to his nomingtion

in the summer of 1858 to represent his district in Congress, The 9,363

votes which he received gave him a geat in the Thirty-seventh Congresse

Although it was unusuzl for a newly elected congressman to become prome

inent in the affairs of the House in his first term, Mr. Dunn soon became a

conspicuous and vocal member of the Republican side of the House, He was

regarded as one of the more conservative members of the Republican delega-

tion in this Congress as he was in favor of a war only for the restoration

of the Unmion. His record gave evidence that he was congistently opposed to

o the territories and that he was opposed to

26
making slavery the sole object of the wmre

the extension of slavery int
He favored abolition of slavery

in the District of Columbia, bub advocabed gradual emancipation and the cone

pensation of slave ounerse He advocated colonization of freed Negroes and

on December L, 1861, introduced a resolution for the colonization of "freed

persons of African descento"

Representative Dunn's conversation is described by his congresgional.

colleague, Ceorge We Julian, who said, BAluays an incorrigible conservative,
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Mr. Dunn was a Kentuckian of the Border State School and although a friend
of mine and a very upright and gentlemanly man, he had a genius for being
on the wrong side of vitsl questions during the ware Speaker Colfax used
to say laughingly that in determining his own course he first made it a
point to find where McKee Dunn stood; and then having azcortained Julian's

position, he always took the middle ground, feeling perfectly sure that he

was righbe™

During the summer and fall of 1862 it became increasingly apparent

that the Goverrment must use all of its authority and power to put dowm

the rebellion, Congressman Dunn consequently threw off his conservatisn

and then the Congress met in December, he became the advocate of whaot was

considered extreme measures %o destroy the Southern armies and to bring the

citizens of the rebellious states under the authority and laws of the Unione

This led him to advocate rigid execution of confiscation laws and to support

2
s bill for the enlistment of Negroes into the armys Mro, Dunn's last

speech in the Congress was delivered on February 2, 1863, a few days before

the close of his term. In thiz speech he advocated that extmmordinary

powers be granted the Fregident to conscript men for the army so that the

rebellion might be suppressed and the Union savede This speech coming from

one long noted for his conservatism, was greatly influential in the House

29

and the counbryo

Mr., Dumn's bid for reslection to the Thirty=-ecighth Congress was defeated

by Democrat Henry We Harrington. His defeat was abtributable to an accumu-

lation of factors so disastrous to the Republican cause in 1862, The rae=

verdes to Union aims had made the war unpopular with manye Mre. Dunn's

endorsement of the President's Emancipation Proclamation and his support of
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the Conscription Act, which were both bitterly opposed in Southern lndiana,
aided in his downfall, This was a fste which he shared with many who had

acted with him in the Congregs.

Of less prominence was Republican Representative William Mitchelle
Little information is available on bis life and speeches or of other impore
tant conbtributions made by him to the business of the Congress. FPerhaps,
after having served his pirst term of apprenticeship as a Congressman, he
might have made more concrete contributions to the Thirty-ecighth Congress,

had not his bid for reelection bheon defeatede

Mre Mitchell was borm in Root, Montgomery County, New York, on Janue
ary 19, 1807, He atiended the public schools, studied law, and was admithed
to the bar in 1836, He moved to Kendallville, Noble County, Indiana, and
commenced the practice of lawe He became a member of the state Houvse of
Representatives in 1841. We have no record of his political affiliation

at this timee

Tn 1860 he was elected to the Thirty-seventh Congress as a Republicane

the Union who raised many troops for
30

He was regarded as a firm supporter of

the Union's cause and who contributed both means and labor for its supports

Albert Gallatin Perter, a Republican of Democratic antecedents and a

gtaunch conservative, was born in Iaurenceburg, Dearborn County, Indiana,

on April 20, 182Lk. He studied law, commencing practice in Indianapolise

During the days of the slavery agitation which bad caused a breaking

up of party lines and because of the proeslavery inclinations of the Demoe

cratic party, many anti=slavery Democrats broke away from the party and
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affiliated themselves with the new Republican partye Among those who fol-

lowed Oliver P. Mortonts lead in this action was Albert G, Porter. Mre. Pore

ter actively campaigned for Mr. Fremont in 1856 and in 1858 was nominated
by the Republicans for the Sixth District for Congress. In the congress
sional) debates which followed he supporied all measures for the prosecution
of the war and opposed any compromise not based on an acknowledgment of the
supremcy of the Federal Government. He was renominated by acclamation in
1860 and re-elected by an increased majority. He declined a renomination
for a third term being compelled by economic necessity to return to the

practice of law to provide a living for his family,.

In the Congress Mr. Porter stood for the use of money derived from
wide scale confiscation in the South where the masters were Democrats. On
the matter of Negro equality Mr. Porter reflected the prevailing attitude
of his Southern Indiana constituents as he replied to a critical colleague
tmes "It is not probable, sir, with the prejudices of my early education
that I would be too likely to have great sympathy for Negroese In Indiana
we have adopted a constitutional provision that no Negro, whether he be
bound or free, shall be allowed to come within its limitse. Why was this
provision adopted? Because it was baelieved that Negro labor should not be
suffered to come into competition with white labor in Indianae What is the
policy of the Republican party? It is to exclude slavery from the beryie-

tory for that identical reason; and in the canvass I made in the Sixth dise

trict of Indiamay, I always took that position. I never advocated the position

that Negroes should be put on an equal socially or politically with the white

raceo My colleague knows very well that the Republicans of Indiana advocate

no such doctrine, He knows full well that we put our advocacy of the
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exclugion of Negroes upon the same ground upon which it wms put in owr state

corvention, ~-that Negro labor should not be allowed to come into competition

with white labor in the tervitories.”®

On February 19, 1861, he further gave his views on slavery in a state
of the Union address to the Congress. He was promphed to urge concession as
he expressed his reaction to the weport of the Committee of Thirty-three,

He pointed out that the framers of the Constitution bad treated slavery as
an institution to be tolerated but not fostered by the Federal Government,
Wnile they recognized its existence and protected it against extermal inter-
ference, they discouraged its extonsion leaving its regulation to local lawe
Thus, he declared, had they dealt with the situation as it existed, In this
war crisis he urged the ﬁse of justice and mubtual concession for the purpose
or cooling angry passions. The assumption of the Constitution that slavery
would gradually diseppear by state regulation had not been realized, he
asserts, becaguse of the increased production of a society which owed its
culture to slave labore This evil therefore became fastoned as a necessity
on the economy of the South. Now that the increase of the slave population
with its importance to pecuniary considerations had interwoven with the
social system and industrial structure of the South, any attempt to intere

fere with slavery could only be regarded by the South as a threat to its

way of life., The resulting reaction had been secession and violenceo3

Mr, Porter believed that the fears of the South would only be allayed
by a constitutional amendment which would plainly guarantee protection for
its slave system, a guaréntee offered by the proposal of the Committeo of
Thirty-three, He urged that this amendment be submitted to the people for

approval, This change in the Constitution which would protect the South
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against interference with ite domestic policy together with a strong guare
antee for the return of the fuglitive slaves would be important steps toward
restoring harmony and concords The amendment wovld also assure the South
thal the Republican party bad no intention of interfering with the South's
domestic gituation and that it would make it apparent that the territorial
controversy could be settled by allowing the conditions of soil and climate
to determine whether slavery should exist in a territorye. Even though
Mre Porter bad joined the Republicans, he held on to his traditimally Demoe
cratic promslavery sympathies. He reproached the South, however, for its

policy of perpetual agitation and for the extension of slavery into all

territories without regard for soil or slimteo

He concluded with an expression of optimism for an imminent reconcilie

ation for union and peace in which all bub two or three stabes would join, >

One of the more radical Republicans was Johmn Peter Cleaver Shanks,
Representative from Indiana, who was born in lartinsburg, Virginia (now
West Virginia), on June 17, 1826, His father left Virginia in 1839 on
account of opposition to slavery. On the June day of thelr departure, John,
then a thirteen year old boy, walked with his father near a field where he
saw poorly clad slave women working under the supervision of a wall dressed
white man who encouraged their labors with the whip in his hand. His father
commented on the repulsive scene and explained that those slaves were of a
class of robust slave women espacially selected by farmers in the more
northern and healthier slave states for the purpose of breeding a supply of
slaves for regions farther south, This revolting practice was regularly
followed just as northern farmers chose the finest specimens of breeding

animals from which to supply the market demand for catile, horses, hogs and
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males, He pointed out that this vieious system caused the separation of
husband and wife, parent and child, brother and sister, whenever the masterfs
desire for gain might prompt their sale, He deplored the fact that such a
"foul" blot should darken the land of Bibles, churches, and professed
Christians in an age of civilization under a professed frea governmente"
This was his reason, he told the boy, for fleeing with his family from
this “moral Sodom" before it was too late, He further predicted to young
John that war would be the inevitable result of the great crime of slavery,
1if not in his lifetime then certainly in the futures The words of his
father made 2 great impression on the young Shanks and created in him an
abhorrence of slavery and of every form of oppression, It made him the
friend of the Negro, the poor and oppressed, as he explained in later
years.,3h Such a disgusting scene, which gave evidence that the slave sys-
f2m had reduced Negroes to the animl level and which gave proof also of
the degradation of both master ana slave, could not but have been a brutal
disillusionment for a young and impressionable mind, an impression which
would have a lasting effect of the formation of his character and future

actions.

The family settled in the wilds of Jay County, Indiana, As a young
man in 1849, Shanks began the practice of law in Portland, Indiana. He
entered the field of politics as a VWhig and was elected to the Indiana
legislature in 1853, In 1856 he aided in the organization of the Republi-
can party. He did not claim "infallibility" for his party but declared

3
that its most important mistakes were those of omissione

Mr, Shanks voluntarily fought in the firgt battle of Bull Run in

July, 1861, He declined an appointment by President Lincoln as a
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brigadier=general because he sald that his experience at Bull Run had

demonstrated that promotions should be withheld until men proved that they

were competent to commande

He accepted appointment on the gtaff of General Fremont and ssrved
with him in Missouri. When the general uas relieved of his cormand, Shanks

remained with his successor, General Hunter, until the reassembling of

Congresse

Mre Shanks was elected as a Republican to the Thirty-seventh Congress,
serving from March li, 1861, until lMarch 3, 1863, On July 15, 1861, he ine
troduced a resolution in the House to secure a record of names of all pere
sons "who had held or who should hold office under the govermment baving
previously bound themselves by cath to support the Constitution of the
United States and who had them engaged in rebellion against its." He bem
Jjeved that this roll of traitors would guarantee against such persons
holding office thereafter and would furnish valuable evidence of the "kind

of civilization that was bred of Southern slavery."

On December 20, 1861w Mr, Shanks offered énother importont resolution
in the House in which he submitted that "the constitutional power to return
fugitive slaves to their masters resied solely with the civil department of
govermment and that the order of the Secretary of War December 6, 1861, to
Genefal Yool for the delivery of a slave to Mr. Jossup of Maryland as well
as all their military orders for the return of the sdaves are "assumptions
of the military power over the civil law and the rights of the slavee"

This resolution was the first congressional action against the return of

slaves. It was referred to the Judiciary Committee and became the basis

for an article of waro3

i
"
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Mr. Shanks®! personal courage wWas demonstrated in the elsction campaign
of 1862, Uarned by his friends not to come to the town of Hartford, Indiama,
in his congressional district where he planned to make a campaign speech,
he, accompanied by a fellow Republican, Joseph C. Maddox, came anywaye VBae-

fore their arrival a mob had destroyed the ballot box and threats on

Mre. Shanks® life were being mdes lre Shanks had armed himself and in spite

of the noise and protest, he spoke his mind freely and emphatically and dee

nounced the conduct of the mobe He condemned them for their hesitation in

the face of those counselling treason and for their refusal to provide the

agsistance for the soldiers of the Union armies, He shamed them for refus-

ing to give material aid to the war effort and for thelr refusal to go to

the battlefields themselves, Order was rostored when troops were sent to

the P1a00»37 Mr, Shanks went down to defeat along with many of his Repubm

Lican colleagues but was later elected to the Fortieth and the three sucew

ceeding Congresses serving frrom March b, 1867, to March 3, 1875,

Undoubtedly the most radical Republican member of the Indiana delegae

tion in the Congress was George Washington Julian who was born on May 5,

1817, near Centreville, Wayne Countys Tndianae His father and mother were

natives of North Carolina who had migrated to Indiapa in the early 1800ts,

being among the earliest gettlers in the Indiana Territory. Julian was ade

mittod to the bar in 1840 and soon began to teke an interest in politicse

Influenced chiefly by the writings of Dre Channing, Julian became a staunch
oppeonent of 81&!\"01')’03 8

George We Julian began his political career as a Whig, casting hisg

first presidential tallot for General Harrison in 18L0. In 1849 he was

elected to the Congress over the Honorable Samuel W, Parker as has been
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previously mentioneds His first speech on the slavery question was dew
livered to the Thirty~first Congress on May 1lhi, and was pervaded with the
tone of uncompromigsing radicalism which made him unpopular in many quarterse

This speech was widely copied by anti-glavery newspaper3639 |
. [

Mr, Julian depiared the situation which existed in his own state of

Indiana where he accused both Demoerats and Whigs of pledging to the supe
pression of anti=glavery sentimente He referred to the state as an "oulte
lyving provinece of the empire of slaverye." He claimed that the black codes
instigated by Indianats large Southern population "bore witness to their
perfect loyalty to slave-~holding tradition.” He charged that even while
Indiana was 2 berritory her inbabitants had repeatedly sought the introduce
tion of slavery, and declared that her black laws had disfigured her legige
lation from the beginning. He declared that her record had been made still
blacker by the adoption of the 1850 Comstitution with its thirteenth article
which prevented Negroes from coming into the state while discouraging white
men from lething them remain. He condemned the law which denied Negroes
any share in the school fund while taxing them for its support, and the law ;
which forbade them to testify in cases against white men thus placing thenm |
at the mercy of any “white villain who might take the precaution to perpew

trate an outragem"ho Tt wae these convictions which first attracted him to

the Free Soil party and then to the Republican party where he continued a

relentless battle against the compromisers in the paxtys

In 1856 Mre Julian came into prominence as vice-president of the
National Republican Convention in Pittsburg, baving become active in the
movement to find a new party. He opposed fusion with Know«Nothingism and
Douglasism and ever tried to strengthen the elements of radicalism in the

party.hl
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Tn January 1861, Mr. Julian, having been elected as a Representative
to the Thirty-seventh Congress, decided to satisfy his curiesity about the
newlymelected Mr, Lincoln by visiting him at his home in Springfield. He
explained thot as a Free Soiler and a member of the radical wing of the
Republican party he had misgivings about the man who as a Kentuckian and a
conservative Whig had supported General Taylor and later General Scott at
a time when the Whig party had sacrificed its principles "on the altar of
slavery." He regarded Mr. Lincoln as a man who had secured the nomination
through "the diplomacy of conservative Republicans" who had a marked dread

of abolitionisme He was gratified to find that Fr. Lincoln was less re=

served and more emphatic than he had anticipated.

Among the measures which Mre Julian introduced and supported in the
Thirty-seventh Congress were a bill to repeal the Fugitive Slave Iaw of
1850 and a bill extending the Homestead law over lands of sitates of the
South in restricted allotments to black and white. He supported measures
such as confiscation of rebel property, arming of Negroes as soldiers,

abolition, and complete enfranchisement of the freedmen.

Julian was one of the few Republicans with anti-slavery convictions
who was able to stem the conservative tide of 1862 and be returned to the

Congress. He was able to do this in spite of the intense hostility of
Governor Morton and his friends throughout the State, nearly all of the

politicians in the district, and nine of the Republican newspapers in the

State t»l',':2

George W, Julian was a man of high honor and integrity who was unwill-

ing to sacrifice principle for popularity. The Indiana True Republican, in

s SF s e ar
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commenting on his election, characterized him well as it praised his

righteous opposition to slaverye

Julian was highly criticsl of President Lincoln for his willingness

to have the institution of slavery preserved if this would preserve the

ss a scheme of colonization in Chiriqui,

Lk

e which was espoused by Senator Pomeroye

Union and for pressing upon Congre

Centrsl America, a schem

One of the most moving experiences of Mr, Julisn's career was his opporw

tunity of seeing the final passage of the bill for an amendment to the Cone
etitution prohibiting slaverye He described the event 2s"ome of the grandest
events of the century" and told vividly of "the packed galleries, the anxiety

and suspense and the deathly stillness which pervaded the Chambers of Congress

before it was known that the measure had finally passede The cheering that

rang out on that occasion surpassed all precedent and beggared all descripe

tion," Mre Julian tells us. He continued, "It seemed to me I had been bom
into a new life and that the world was overflowing with beauty and joy while
T was inexpressibly thankful for the privilege of recording my name on so
glorious a page of the nation's historye" Mre Julian also commented on the
elation of the abolitionists who had not expected to see their efforts
crouned with success in their own generation and told of their satisfaction
at seeing, a few days later, Dr. Roch, a colored lawyer of Boston, being ade
mitted to practice in the Supreme Court of the United States when only a

few years before this court had announced the Dred Scott Decisione This
satisfsction was heightened when shortly thereafter the Rev, Garnett, a
Negro, preached a sermon for the Housee Mre Julian concluded, "Evidently

L5

the Negro was coming to the front,"
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Mre. Juliszn continued as a gtaunch defender of Hegre rights throughout
his Congressional career which inclﬁded his service in the Thirty-seventh

and four succeeding Congressede

& Republican of YLnas prominence but a good party man who voted with

his Republican colleagues on all the issues was Albert Smith White. He was

born 2t the Clove near Washingtonville, Orange County, New York, on Octo=

bar L, 1803. He was graduated from Union College, Schenectady, New York,

in 1822, After coming to Indiam he was admitted to the bar in 1825 and

began the practice of law after a brief period in Rushville and Paoli, He

settled permanently in Tippecanoe County in 1829 and resided thereafter

either at Iafayette or his farm near Stockwelle

He becane assistent clerk of the state House of Representatives in

1830 and in 1831 clerk, a job which he held until 1835, He was an unsuce

cassful candidate for election in 1832 to the Twentysthird Congress. As a
Whig he was elected to th

until March 3, 1839

In this Congress he introduced a fow resolutiors but did not enter

into debatee He was not a candidate for renonination in the House in 1838

being involved with business snterests as president of several railroadse

Elected to the United States Semate he gerved from March b, 1839, to

March 3, 18L5, declining the honor of being roelected. Instead he moved

to Stockwell, Indiam, and resumed the practice of law. During this period

he voted and acted with the conservative Whigs voting against the policy of

Texas annexation in all its forms.

He was elected as

from March b, 1861, until March 3, 1863, His most notable contribubioms to

e Tuenty~fifth Congress serving from March L, 1837,

a Republican to the Thirty=seventh Congress and served

B T N
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this Congress were the introduction of a resolution to appoint a committee
to propose a plan for gradually emancipating the slaves of the border states
and the veporting of a bill for idemnifying owners of slaves in Maryland,
Missouri and other border shates. It was this bill which was said to have
cost him his renomination, although the plan was supported by President
Lincoln, He did not receive the nomimation to the Thirty-eighth Congress,
Godlove Orth being chosen instead ags the Republican standard b@arerehé

James A. Cravens was one of the four Democrats inclnded in the Indiana
Congressional delegation elected in 1862~ He together with his colleagues
William S, Holman, John Iaw and Doniel Weo Voorhees were truly representabives
of conservative Democratic opinion in their championship of states rights,

race prajudice, and the constitutional privilegas of the Southa

Mr. Cravens was born in Rockinghem County, Virginia, on November l,
1818, The family moved to Indiana in 1820, and settled near Hardinsburg,
Madison Township, Washington County. Cravens entered polities in 1848 and
in 1849 was elected a member of the state House of Representatives. He also

W7
served in the state Senmate from 1850 to 18534

AS the threatening events of 1861 created concern about the future, in
the event that peace and compromise should faily some of the men of Southern
Tndiana considered the possibility of permanent division, One group be=
lieved that the most acceptable plan was to form a reconstructed union or a
Northwestern Confederacy in alliance with the South. This plan presented
cconomic advantages in that such an alliance would give the inbabitants of
Sonthern Indiana access to the great rivera of the South while a Northera

allisnee would force them to use the nore costly artificial transportation,
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the railronds, Congressman Cravens was impressed with the soundness of this

plan and expressed his views in a letter on fApril 7, 1861, to William He
Englishs. He suggested a division of Indiana and Illinois to create a new

state from the southern portions of the two states. The new state was to

be called Jocksone. He wrote, "I camnot obviate the fact that our interest

iz with the South and I cannot reconcile the separation.!

Similar opinions were expressed by many of the inhabitants of the
river countles, but when commerce on the Mississippi was temporarily inters

fered with, by the Confederates, anger gave impetus to the sentiment that

h8
the Union must be preserved by forcea

&5 the war progressed Congressman Cravens and his Democratic colleagues
vere zealous in their support of the Union cause and endorsed an enorgetic

war policy, Congressman Holman, in correspondence with Allen Hamilton on

October 9, 1863, declared that, "The devotion of Congressman Cravens

L9

romyins unsurpasseds"

Mrs Cravens was reelected to the Thirtyeeighth Congress where he

served until March 3, 1865, He was not a candidate for re~nomination in

186l

William Stoeele Holman, an outstanding Democratic and ultra conservative
legislator, followed in the footsteps of his father, Jesse Iynch Holman, a
prominent pioneer citizen of Indiana, William Steele Holman was born on
September 6, 1822, at Vereastau, the ancostral homestead, near Aurora,
Indiana. Having embarked on a political cafeer he was named 28 a senatorm

ial delegate to the state convention which had been called to revise the

Indiana Constitutiones This convention was overwhelmingly Democratic, -

N i A
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including thirty-three Democrats and seventeen Whigs. One of the issues

which became subject for debate was the resolution by James Rariden that
the convention fully approve the famous Compromise of 1850 adopted by the

Natioral Congress. In the ensuing debate Mre Holman said that bhe deplored

the atieompt of sase members to make this a politieal issue or a question

of party politics, He urged that they adopt the patriotic sentiments of

the people of Indiana, "that lmows no North, that knows no South, that
knows nothing but the Union.”

He warned that the "peculiar institution of slavery" was a mensce to
the Union which only the adoption of compromise measures could allay, Only

the spirit of concession, he concludedy would be able to hold the Union

0
togetherns
The reputation which Mr, Holman gained at this convention caused him

to be elected to the lower house of the first General Assembly which met

under the new Constitution. He served in 1851 and 1852,

In 1854 he ws defeated as a Democratic candidate for Representative

from the Fourth District. In 1856 his hopes were again dashed. His third

attempt in 1858 was crowned with success and he was elected to the Thirtyw

sixth Congress. In expressing his views on the slavery controversy he

urged a more conservative and mcre natioml policy and stated that he did

not believe that Congress had the power to legislate on slavery because the

subject was purely a domestic one. During the entire period of the Civil

Viar, Holman was a Union man and was against acts of violence such gs John
Brovm's raide He had predicted that the attitude of the politicians at
Washington would lead to open war. While he thought that slavery was the

immediate cause of agitation, he felt that the tasic issue was the attempt

st ey e
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of the Republican party to extend the power of the Federal Govermment as

opposed to the Dgmocratic party's effort to restrict that power to its

Constitutional limitse

In the exciting campaipn of 1860 Holman opposed the Bright group and
threw his support to Stephen A~ Douglase He was renominated at this time

by the Democratic party in the Fourth District of Indiana and was re-

elected in October, 1860,

Mr, Holman thought that the dissolution of the Union could only fesult
from the precipitate speoch and action of "rash Southern leaders and arroe
gant Northern Republicans." He felt that compromise should be attempted
and supported as a last resort, such as the Crittenden Plan, even though
he did not wholcheartedly favor ite In this he had many assurances from
his constituents in Indiana that they supported his opinions. In the middle
of January, 1861, Holman finally conceded that the country was in the midst
of a revolution but felt that the Government had no authority te use co-
cveive mensures, In December, 1861, he urged the Congress not to regard
the war as one of conquest or subjugation but as one to preserve the Union.
On the subject of slavery he urged that interference with it would be umwise

and instead of promoting the country's interest would forever alicmate the

South. He also opposed the repeal of the Fugitive Slave Law of 1850,

Holman became a leader of Northern Democrats in the Thirty-eighth
Congreas, He offered a series of resolutions condemning the doctrine that
the states of the Confederacy were out of the Union and should be held, in
defeat, as territorieé‘or subjugated provincese Neither did he believe that
a Constitutional amendment was nocessary to abolish slavery which he contenw

ded would be dead at the end of the war anyway,
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When the last session of the Thirty-eilghth Congress ended on March 3,
186%, William S. Holman withdrew from Congress for one term, having been

defented in his bid for renomination to the Thirty-ninth Congresse

One of the mest bitter assailants of the Republican administration was
Domocrat Daniel W, Voorhees, who was born Septamber 26, 1827, in Butler
County, Ohio, He was quite young when his narents moved to Fountain County, !
Tndianae Having made the law his profession he became affiliated in a law
partnership in April, 1862, with Honorable Lduard A. Hannegan, a former
United States Senator from Indiana. Tn 1854 he was nominated by acclamation
a8 Demoeratic candidate for Congress, in which conbest he was defeated by
his Republican opponent by only two hundred and thirty votes. Tt was in
November, 1857, that Mr, Voorhees, upon the suggestion of Judge Huntington,
moved to Terre Haute, in Vigo County, Indianao Mre Voorhees was successful
in the Congressional elections of 1860 and 1862, al though in the election
of 186l his election was successfully contested by his opponent, Henry D

Yashburna

Daniel Voorhees was noted for his intense race prejudice and was ace
cused of being » disunionist, He denounced all schemes for emancipation
as a betrayal of the promises made by the Republicans at the beginning of l
the ‘;-Iargz His pro=Southern sympathies were severely criticizeds A lotter

of criticism in the Daily Evening Gazette of February 10, 1863, as copied

from the Richmond Virginia Dispateh accused Voorhees of Confederate sym-

pathies and of admiration for General Stonewall Jacksone

Indiana Republicans heaped violent abuse on Mr. Voorhees and proclaimed

him the representative man of Indiana "Copperheads." Higs angry attacks on
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the policies of the President increased charges of his disloyalty although

the Republicans could ngver find proof of thise Voorhees uas eloquent,

hot; tempered and passicnate in his partisanship. His championship of the

Conatitution and states rights and his confirmed race prejudices won the

, ch
admiration of his constituents whose Views he reflecteda”

The depresaing Union military revorses of 1862 followed by the issuance

of the Emancipation Proclamation ralsed tension to the point where the army

threatened to use force against Mre Voorhees whom it branded as a domeshic

o
traitore””

Vr, Voorhees felt that the way of 1ife which the founding fathers had

established under the Constitution was being destrayed by the Republican

administration and he sought to block the economic and social revolubion

vwhich was taking place. His ountepoken probests against these trends made

56
him the Midol of Democracy of the Wabash Valleye"

Another Democrat of congservative views, a good party man, was John

Iaw who was born in New London, Connecticut, on October 28, 1796, He came

of a distinguished familya Hig grandfather, Richard Iew, was a member of

the Continental Congress and it is interesting that three generations of

Jaws served in the Congress at the same time that three generations of

Adams were also servinge John Tawts grandfather, Richard lew, served with

John Adams; the father of Jydge foy served with John Quincy Adams and Judge

Iaw himself sat with Charles Francis AdamSe AS a young man Iaw left his

mative state and came %C Indiéna, proceeding to Corydon. There in 1817 he

was admitted to the bare He then moved to Vincennos on Docerber 15, 1817,

Tn his earlier years Judge Low was

and began to practice his professione
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changed his party affiliation is not explainedesy

His colleague, Daniel Voorhees, in a snee i
» peech delivered befope the Terre

Haute bar on October 10, 1873, shortly aftepr the decease of Judge Iaw said
in tribute to him:

"When I entered the Congress, twelve years ago last July, I there met
Judge law, as the gsenior member of the Indiana delegationseel rejoicod that
he was my colleague, and always sought the benefit of his experience ang
ability,esThe period of his public gserviece was gtormy and bitter, yot I

never knew Judge Iaw other than temperate, wise and Just, both in his

speechos and votese.eHe was regardod also with the highest respect and cone

gideration by the members of the dominmant party. They treated him with

courtesy and deference on the floor, and made him a favorite in Social life,
Thaddeus 3tevens, leader of the administration side of the House, held more

friendly relations with Judge Iaw than with any other members of the minope

ity in the Thirty-seventh and Thirty-eighth Congresses. Mr, Stevens was

very barsh with and intclerant of inferior men, and bestowed his respect

and friendship on but a few. He discovered in Judge Law those qualities

which he most prized and for which he himself was so greatly distinguished

~=gtrong practical sense and an unbendirg devotion to the principles he

espoused,!
These were the men who represented Indians in the Thirty~seventh Cone

gress, Their backgrounds as were their beliefs were diverse and varieds
Many reflected the beliefs inculcated in them in the enviromment in which

4
i
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they grew up, baving been born or having lived in a slave~holding state or
in the soubthern part of Indians whero pro-slavery senbimemnt was prevalent,
Senntors Bright and Iane and Representatives Cravens, Holman, Iaw and Voore
hees were good examples of this environmental influence. George We Julian,
also influenced by his constituency, found the Quaker population of his
Whitewater district a buluark of support for his abolitionist ideas. On
the other hand, John P.C. Shanks, a Southerner by birth, was influenced by
the whappy recollsctions of his childhood abcut the vicions slave system
to twrm againet this evil and to give his ardent support to anti=slavery

principles,

#11 of these men, then, were to become actors in the tense drama which
unfolded in the Congress in the yearsof 1861 to 1863. Some played a major
role frequently engaging in debate and contribubing to the business of the
Congresss Others played but a minor part. MNost of them were good party men
with the Republicans supporbing the administration while the Democrats dew

nounced its policies and voted to obstruct passage of 1is measures,



CHAPTER IV
IHDTANA 'S DRIEGATION T0 THE THIRTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS

March li, 1863 ~ March 3, 1865)

Throughout the year of 1861 the Republican party continued to urge
loyal Democrats to forget party affiliations snd to join in the Union move-
mente  Prominent among Democrats who joined this movement werc Ebenescr
Dumont and We3s Holmane These men and others who followed bthils exanple
wera given prominence at the Union party meetings. Zx-Governor Wright
joined with them when he returned from his assignment as minister to Pruse
sine Wright, Governor Moriton, Henry £. Lane, Colfax, Ebenezmer Dumont and
Albert Forter were given special invitations to a Union meeting held in
Tndianapolis on September 17, 186l. This meeting stressed in a resolution
the need to present s wnited front ond to reject offers of peace and com-
promises The truce between the parties did not last longe The Union party
was clearly Republican dominated, and soon the Democrats, as the campaign
of 1862 apnroached, wers aiming the fire of their political oratory at the
Unionists, The masses of the Indiana Democrats agreed with the outspoken

sentiments of Hendricks and Voorhees and were not in sympathy with Wright.

By 1862 party politics had been revived even though the Republicans in their

state convention in 1862 still tried to keep the non-partisanship ideal
alive by dropping the word "Republican" from their title and adopting the

title "Unconditional Union Party."

The Democrats were fearful that the war might bzcome an antleslavery

crusade and that the interests of the Abolitionists might be put before

those of the whole country. The Dzmocrats continved to play upon race prej-

udice in radical speeches in the campaigm which followed. They attempted
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o ingtill the fear that if abolition were effaoctedy the freed Negroes would
rush into Indiana and other northern states to furnisb competition for white
labor, Their utterances fell upon receptive ears as most Hoosgiers were op~
posed to interfering with the institution of slavery where it was already
established., Dven the Republicans, with few exceptions, had little humani-
barian inberest in the Negro and were quick to protest any inclination
touard greater Negro equality. This eagerness to disclaim any abolitionisth

sympathy increased as anxiety to appease the Border States grewa

The Democratbtic state Convention assembled in Indianapolis on Janu-
ary 8, 1862, in spite of the protests of those who doubted the wisdom of a

party gathering at this time. Thomes Ae Hendricks, as president of the cone

vention and keynote speaker, deplored the Republiean intrusion on civil
liberty and its "violation of the Constitution," He, however, pledged loyal
Democratic support for the prosecution of the war and the restoration of the

Unione

A1l citizens without regard for party affiliations were invited to
attend the Union party convention on June 18, 1862, The radicals of the
party such as Georé; W, Julinn regarded the Union movement as a conservae
tive effort to Msurrender to the Democracy and Ho ecvade the real issue of

the ware" The radicals called it a “Morton=Wright plan to bring together

the fageends of all the office seeking, plunder-grabbing cliques of Indianae

Typical oditorial comment, critical of the Union movement, was found

in the Daily Sentinel in which it was declared:

"Phe call for the Union State Convention is a confession of Republican

Wenkness. . .is an acknowledgment that Republicanism is a failure, The
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Republican paréy is to be abandoned, cast to the dogs, and in its stead a
'Union Party' is to be formede The 'Union Party' movement is only a revival -
of the old dodge which the opponents of Democracy have resorted to for suce
cess. In 185L and 1855 the same men who were figuring in the Knou~Hothing
organization, in the Temperance Party, in the People's Party ave now leaders

in the proposed Union Party."

The more radiecal Republicans worked at local Union mestings To block
passage of a1l compromlse resolutionse They folt that the psriy could not
afford to retreat from its anti-slavery position. Their efforts were

vieved with glarm by Governor Mortone

The Conservatives gained control of the State convention, Governor
Horton, as president of the convention, urged that party differences be
buried until after the successful conclusion of the war and denounced the
plot to divide southern Indiame from the northern part of the state in a
Horthwest Confederacy. Most of the other principal speakers were "War
Demoerats,," whose influence was expectod to draw in the Democratic masvess
The nowinations for state offices were also divided betwcen Republicans
and "War Democrats," The plgtform avoided 21l issues which might have
stirred up dissension and reaffirmed the fact that war was for the restore
ation of the Union and not for the abolition of slavery, This idea had

also been endorsed by the Democrats. The conservabives were clearly in

control and the radical minority had been pushed into the background.

During the campaign of 1862, Governor Morton and other party leaders
stressed the idea of non~partisanship, However, the drastic wartime measures

v
1

which were being passed by the Congress alarmed many of the "War Democrats®
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who deserted the Unionist ranks In inereasingly large numbers. The Sene

tinel woiced the popular Damocratic sentiment as it pointed out that the

Republicans had violated the pledges made in the House on February 1l,

1861, when they had rezolved that "nelther the Federal Govermment nor the

pecple of govermments of the non-slave holding states have a purpose or a

constitutional right to legiglate upon OF interfere with slaveholding in

any of the states of the Unionj and that they had further resolved that

those persons in the North who do not subscribe to the foregoing proposie

tion are too insignificant in aumber and influence to axcite the serious

atbention or alarm of any portion of the pecple of this Republice™ The

orly that in Upresenting, advocating and voting

b the Republican ma jority had

editorial concluded bitth

for legislation to interfere with slavery

th and lack of integrity. This, the editorial

demongtrated their bad fal
declared, is "neither honesty, sagacity, nor regard for the Consttutions™

Among the most alarming events of 1862 was the President's suspension,

in September, of the writ of habeas corpus for all persons charged with

disloyal practices and their subjugation to the "arbitrary process of
martial law," Bven more ahoecking 0 Indiana Democrats was the fact that
}
o
several of bheir candidates were among those arresteds

son arms added to the growing spirit of discon=-

Military reverseos to Uni
tent, The failure of G‘Bneral Mcclellan's Qampaign agains’b Ricmond and the

oporations of General Stonewall Jackson in the Shenandoah Valley were
sources of discouragement, The President!s calls for additional troops

Conflict over the Government's policy toward

William M, Dum warned that the

vere met unenthusiasticallys

slavery became more bitters Congressman
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abolition of slavery would destroy the Union forever and warned that he

r@
would "Fight the Northern famatics at every stepe")

Mr, Lincoln's request for compansated emancipation, the abolition of
slavery in the District of Columbia, the exclusion of slavery from the
tervitories in June, and the passage of a secord Confiscation Act in July
by the Congress confirmed the Democratic fears thal the radicals were in
power in that body, That their constituents might be informed, the Sen~
tinel carried the record of the vobas of the Indiana delegation on emancie
pation in the District of Columbiaes It recorded among the "yeas® Colfax,

Dunn, Julian, Mitchell, Porter and Whites Among the ™nays" were Cravens,

Iav and Voorhees. Holman and Shanks were listed as absent.

8 few days later the fears of the conservatives were fanned by the
publication in the Sentinel of a list of measures introduced into the
Congress for the benefit of the Negro. This list, copied from the Cincin-

nati. Enquirer., included:

1o The recognition of the Negro Empire of Haitd,e
2o The abolition of Negro slavery in the District of Columbia,
3s The prohibition of army officers from returning fugitive slaves,

lio A proposal to establish a plantation for free Negroes in South
Carolina to be supported by taxation of the Northe

5. The proposal to aid states to abolish Negro slavery by taxing
the people of the North for funds to compensate the slave
owners for their losses.

6. The proposal to repeal the Fugitive Slave lawe

7+ The proposal to repeal the law which prevented Negroes from
becoming stage drivers for carrying UeSs maile

8, The proposal to prohibit slave owners from taking their slaves
into the Arizona Territory.

9o Other measures of a similar kind rot fully matured,

‘‘‘‘‘‘
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The article actually concluded #ghat by the time the body gives them

P11 discussion, it will have litile 1eisure to consider the interests of

The radicals of the Rapublican parwy were cncouraged by these events

to demand general emancipation. George We Julian continued his battle

against the conservatives and mdicals renewed tholr attack on Senator

Wright for his opposition to ermncipation,  Even Sehuyler Colfax put hise

self on the side of the radicals in announcing his support of abolition

and confiscations The Indianapolis Sentinel voiced its alarm in an

editorial which condemned a speoch of Wendell Phillips who was referred to

as "the Yankee Abolitioniste" This article described the Abolitionist

program as one not only of froedom but emality for the Negro which had

adopted the slogan "no blacks nO white, one law impartial over all; an

empire stretching from the lakes to the Gulf, from the Aptlantic to the

Pacific; every race, every man freas” The article concluded: "Are the

PGOplé of Indiana ready for the Negro féast? We think notdy They will

sink this abolitionist humbuggery S© deep the first time they get a chance

to gtrike it, that even the hands of tho'resurrectionists cannot reach ite

The issuance of a preliminary emancipation proclamation by the Presie

dent on September 22, further decreased the number of Mwar Democrata? in

cans were then forced to reso

a charge which the Democrats

the Union rankse The Republi rt to the strate
egy of aceusing the Democrats of disloyaltys
vehemently deniede Senator Hendricko frequently armounced that it was the

duty of all to support the war affortoll

The lagging enlistments for the army caused the President on July 17,

authorized by an act of Congress, bto call out the militia in the various

nl0
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states and to apply a draft on them if necessarys. J4nother call for troops
went out on August L. Indiana proceeded with her plans for the execution
of the unpomular draft which had been deleyed by Governor Morton as long as
possible, He was forced to take action on this matter on October 6, in
order to draft 3,003 additional men. This was inopportunely only a few

days before the state election of Uctober 1l

Voters, infinenced by the turn of events, ignored the predictions of
party spokesmen who said that the defeat of the Republican party would sew
cure the suceess of the rebellions They cast their votes which resulted

in the election of seven Democrats in the eleven Congressioml districts,

Republicanism had been repudiateds

Democrats returned to the House were James A, Cravens, Daniel VYoore
hees, John Iaw and W.Se. Holman., FEbenezer Dumont, Unionist of Democratic
antecedents, was also clected, Newly elected Democrats included JeKe

Edgerton, Henry We Harrington and James Ae MeDowell,

The Republicans elccted were Schuyler Colfax, George W, Julian and

Godlove Orth who succeeded Albert S. Whiteo

The first gsession of the Thirl;y.‘éighth Congress convened from Deceme
ber 7, 1863, until July L, 186L. The second session was in progress from
December 5, 186, until March 3, 1865, and a special session of the Senate
met from March L, 1863, until March k, 186he The speaker of the House was

Schuyler Colfax of Indianae

On Jamary 1l, 1863, the Democratic majority in the state legislature

electod Thomas Ae. Hendricks as Democratic senator from Indiana in the



70

of thz party, a man who had

Thirty~aighth Congress, one of the stplwarts
jirs Hendricks was born nea¥ Zanesville,
son, Indiana,

a long and varied political caresre
eq With his parents tc Madis

Ohio, on September 7, 1619. He mov
He studied law in Chambersburg,

and from thers in 1832 Lo Shelby Countfe
av in 168h3e. HMre Hendricks commencod

n, and began his political career

Pennuylvania, and was admitted to the
In 1849 he

his law practice in Shelbyville, Indiay
in 1848, as a member of the state House o Representativese
mefber of the state Constitutional

Served in the state Senate and was a
o the Thirty-second ani

Convention of 1851. He was elected as s Democrat ©

Thirty-third Congresses serving from Maxch Ly 1851, until March 3, 1855,

He was an unsuccessful candidate for reelection in 185k to the Thirty=
¢ for the Democratic gubernatorial

He was frankly desirou
cwed upon him by the Democratic State

with Colonel Honry Se ILane

fourth Congress.
nomination which was unanimously bes®

Convention of 1860, The campaign began early
g the state and engaging in debate bow=

and Mr, Hendricks beginning to canva
ry effective speakers, their

fore immense crowds, While both men were Ve
Hendricks being the "logician, argumentative,

8tyles were quitc dissimilar,
astic while fane was "fluent, fervid, fiery,

persnagive and generally sarc

abounding in anecdote and illustrations”
hich overwhelmed a Democratic party,

Swept down in a tide of defeat w
ks was nevertheless

weakened by dissension within its ranks, Mr, Hendric
tian his party tickete

many thousand votes stronger in the state
The Democratic Convention of 1862 by acclamation made Mre Hendricks

permanent president in which capacity he delivered an address on the policy
He expressed himself as being opposed to

of the country toward slaverye
emancipation as a war measure which could be adopted only as a means to
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destroy the Soubth, but not to restore the Union, He also opposed this

policy on economic grounds as Mthe degtruction of Southern labor and the

ruin of our rich trade and the value of our producm«,“l3 He believed that

Republican policies would desbroy the preduction in the South which had

men to buy in Noxrthern markets. He further speke

out againet arming Negroes as a danger o stirring up servile insurrection
t the

in the South. Ironically these same opinions were held by all excep

extrene abolitionist wing of the Republican partye Mr, Hendricks® views

Were compatible with the planks of the Democratic platform which proclaimed

that the Demoeratic party was nutterly opposed to the twin heresies of

Northern sectiomlism and Southern sacogsions” The platform had made it

clear that every effort would be turned o sustaining the Constitubtion and

ution but the party would oppose a way for the

the Union under the Constit

abolition of slavery and the subjugation of the Southern statese

On Jamary 1lL, 1863, the Democratic legislature chose Thomas A» Hene

vid Turpie who had complet
succeeded to office on March L for

dricks to succeed Da ad the remainder of the ternm

of Bright and Wright. Mr, Hendricks
the full period of six yearSe These years were among the most critical of
a Civil War, the restoration of the Union,

our bistory with the problems of
e shall see that Mre Hendricks?®

and the emancipation of slave populations

£ Negro troopsSs the Thirteenth Amendment

t with those of his party

views on such issues as the use 0
and other controversial topics were congisten
which was opposed to such measureSe

representative to the Thirty-cighth

The Sixth District gent as its

Congress a Unionist, Ebenezer Dumont. Mr. Dumont wasS born in Vevay, Indie

am, on November 20, 18110 He yeceived a classical ecucation at Indiana
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University after which he studied law. He was admiticd to the bar and

began the practice of law at Vevaye

Hiz political career hegan when he became a member of the state House
of Representatives in 1838 After serving as an officer in the Mexican
War, his political career was continued when he becams a member of the
state House of Representatives from 1850 until 1853 In 1852 he ws an
elector on the Democratic ticket of Plerce and King, Mr. Dumont retained
his affiliation with the Democratic party until the Civil War broke out at
which time he joined the Union movement and tendered his services to

Governor Mortonm by whom he was accepteds

He was appointed a colonel of the Seventh Indiana Volunteers and paye
ticipated in the battle of Fhilippi, West Virginis. Appointed o brigadier-
general by President Lincoln he was assigned to command a brigade in Tenn=
€99¢0 and vas in charge of a brigade at the tattle of Murfreesboro. After
the battle he was assigned to command troops at Nashville, from whence he

led an expedition against John Morgan capburing nearly his whole command,

Tn 1862 when the men of the Sixth District met in convention they
showed their appreciation for Mr. Dumont's devotion to his countyy by nom-
inating him as their candidate for the Thirty-eighth Congress. He was re
elected to the Thirtyeninth Congress but was not a candidate for

15

renomination in 1866,

On the slavery question, Mr. Dumont wesone of the more liberal Unione
istse He expressed his views on this subjech in a lengthy speech on the
conduch of the war which he delivered in the House on March 12, 186L, He

favored hwmane treatment of the Negro troops and was highly critical of
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of many of the transplanted Southerners who had settled in Indiana and who

had brought their prajudices against the Negro with them, prejudices deeply

implanted within them by the bitter experiences in a slave system which had

kept them on the bottom rung of the economic laddere

Godlove 5. Orth, congidered one of the more radical Republicans alected

in 1862, was born near Lebantn, pennsylvania, on April 22, 1817, of a Mere

avian family., He was educated ab Permsylvania College at Gettysburg, and

on leaving it, he studied 1aw, He was admitted to the bar in 1839 and be=

gan practice in Lafayette, Indiana, yhere he soon won a reputation for

eloquence and ability which placed him in the front renk of his professione

He made his first appearance as a public speaker during the Harrison cabie
paign of 180, At that time Mre Opth ws an ardent and enthusiastic Whige

He was ele cted in 18L3 to the Indiana Senate from Tippecanoe County
and was reelected in 18L6 to a gecord bthree-year terms In 1848 he was a -

candidate for presidential elector on the Taylor and Filmore ticket. At

the elose of his second term in the Senate Orth withdrew to private life to

engage in the practice of lave

Godlove Orth was president of the Know-Nothing movenment and letters
written by him in 185h and 1855 to his ‘close friends Schuyler Colfax, shou

the connection of both of these men 0 the organization. Some e ttors were
written in code as Mre Colfax, for gome reason, was umilling to have his

One lstter written by Orth to Colfax

interest in that movement disclosede
wordss 'We

stresses the importance of the Knowslothing movement in these

mist not lose sight of the fact that while there is a strong antimslavery
there is also a gtrong Americ
17

feeling in the United States, an feeling=-and

both mst be preserved and united if possiblee
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Orth was deeply interested in the politics of his day and jidentified

himgelf with thé more radical element of his party. He vas considered by

some as second only bo George W, Julian in his radicalism. His opposition

%o slavery was intense and outspokeny particularly after the period of come=

promise increased Soubhern aggressivenesse Tn 1861 he represented Indiana

28 one of the five commissioners appointed by Governor Morton to represent

Indians in the Peace Conference ab Washingbon, His observances at the con~

ference convinced him that any offort at compromise would be futilee

His hope that the further extension of slavery would be checked was

expressed in a speech in which he declared that the nation must stand by

Jaws of the 1and, denying that the South had a

the Constitution and the

real grievance, This positiona he felt, mist be maintained even in the
18

face of a threat of Civil Ware

From the outbreak of the Civil War, Mre Opth was committed to the

cause of preserving the Unione When sudden invasion threatened Indiam
in the summer of 1862 and Governor Morton made the call for volunteers,

Orth places his name first among two hundred Iafayette Volunteers. He was
elected caphain of the group and within twelve houxrs reported for duty in

Indianapolise Ordered to the Ohio River, he was placed in command of the
United States ram "Horner" on which he 4id duty patrolling the river until

his term of service expirede

Tn the fall of 1862 Mr. Orth was elected to the Thirty~eighth CongressSe

He replaced Albert S, White who had not accaepted the Republican neminatione

The Democratic opponent whom he had defeated was John Pettit, formerly
Taenator from Indianae Orth was agsigned in the House by Speaker Colfax to
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the commitbees of Forsign Affairs and the Freedman's Bureau. He was one

of those who voted for the Thirbeenth Amendment which abolished slavery,

having worked diligently for the passage of bhis Jegislatio,. In the

Thi . . .
Thirty-ninth Congress he voted for District suffrages the Freedman's Burean

and civil yights ”20

One of the Democrats elecbed in 1862 whose declarations gtaunchly sup-

ported his party's principlea was Joseph Ketchum Edgerton who was born in
Vincennss, Addison County, Vermont, on February 16, 1818, He attended the

public schools of Clinton Cownty, New York, and later gtudied law at Flatbs-

burg Academy, Wew Yorks Admithed to the bar inl839, he commenced the prace

fice of law in New York City. In 1818 he moved to Fort Wayne, Indianag

whers he continued to practicee

Mr, Bdgerton was a Wnig in politics antil he was drawn to the Demo-
eratic Party by his belief in the constitu'bionality and patriotism of
d lire Douglas in the 1860 campaigne In

Stephan Ae Douglas, He supporbo
s on the Democratic ticket from

1862 Mr, Bdgerton was elacted to the Congres

the Tenth District. He received ;36 more votes than his Republican oppone
ent, William Mitchell, who had been clacted in 1860 by nearly a 3,000
majority, In the Thirty-eighth Congrass Jir, Ddgerton was a member of the
Committee on Naval Affairsfl

Mr, Bdgerton's views on the relation of the TFederal Government to the
2t Fort Wayne on October 30,

Slavery question were revealed in a speech made

1860, In his speech, which oriticiz Jro William He Sevard,

ed the views of

Bdgerton declared that even 1if slavery were blotted out forever, the doc=
based their beliefs,

trine of human equality, oR vhich the Abolitionists
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would not be realiged. He declared that realization of such a principle

wonld not be in accord with the will of Providence which opposed such a

permanent system of human socigtye He reviled the Republicans for inaugure

ating and sustaining a political movement which would inevitably destroy

the Union snd the Constitutiolie

He Telt that not only was the abolition of slavery inconsistent with

the safety and constitutional right§ of the slave-holding states bub that
the millions o ogrocs aven though granted "free labor, free spoech, freo
scil, equal rights and universal suffrage" could never becom: equals of
their former masterse He expressed his personal desire to see slavery,

which he ealled an evil, eradicated bub qualified his statement by saying
he did not consider it to be such a great evil that it required political

action of the Federal Governmente He further declaved that he felt that
slavery agitation had done more to aliemte and embitter the two sectionas

of the country and to arouse the spirit of slavery aggression and extension
than it had dons to offect emancipation. Me, Edgerton declared that slavery
had existed in all the states of the Union when the Congtitution was framed

and that no power had been conceded to the Congress even under the Confede

oration to interfere with it. He mintained that the Jefferson ord nance

of 178, the first ack of the United States relating to the territories,

had conceded to the inhabitants thereof full powors of internal legislation

and had not prohibited slaverys The Ordinance of 1787, he continued, had

applied to territory not adepted to Negro slave labore The Constitution,
product of compromise, had given the Congress no express powers to estabe
1ish, prohibit or abolish slavery in the states. He insisted that if there

were precedents in the action of the Congress for prohiblting slavery,
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there were also precedents for extonding it in that Kentucky, Tennessee,
Alabama, Hississippi, Lowisiama, Missouri, Arkansas, Florida and Texas as
slave stéteS; gave proof of the fact that slavery had been permitted when
the territory was adopted to the Unionme Absolute prohibition of slavery,
therefore, was in direet conflich with the spirit of the Constitution, He
concluded with a condemnation of the Republicans as essentially a slavery
prohibition and slavery abolition party and with praise for the Democrats
as a truly democratic and matioml party as opposed to Republican

sectionalismozz

The views expressed by Mr. Edgerton were largely shared by his Demow

cratic colleagues and by the constituents who had gupported hime

Anothor Democrat of nob too great importance was lenry Willlam Hare

rington who was born in Cooperstown, New York, on September 12, 1825,

After teaching school for a brief period, he began the practice of law in

Numda, New York, from whence he moved to Elliotsville where he remained

culminated in separation, Mr. Harringhon in 1856 left for Kansas which vas

then attracting so much public attention, He did not reach his intended
destination as an attack of illness detained him in Indiamae. He was per=

suaded to open an office in Madison and practice there until 1872 when he

moved to St. Louis,

Mr, Harrington was a delegate to the Demccratic Convention in 1860
in Charleston, Afber an exciting campaign in 1862, he wme elected to
Congress from the Third Congressioml District, having defeated his

Republican opponent, William McKee Dunn.
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Mr, Harrington was characherized by his contemporaries as a lawyer
of vo 2 . .
good standing, Ya strong man intellectually® although #lacking the
8 As a speaker he wad

digg‘ 3 .
ipline which comes from & thorough edueaptione

8aigd . . . .
to be “earnest and :meressive; in conversation incisive and always

entertaininganQB

Mr, Harpington's views On the lssues of the war were expregsed in an
attack against the Republican parky in a speech before the House cn
Yarch 26, 186h, This speech reveals that MTe Harrington was opposed o
a war for the abolition of slaverys o the use of Negre LrooPSs and to
1aimed himself a firm believer in the colonization

od of the inferiority

1
Negro equality. He proc
of the Negro

of
the Negro, He was firmly convine

and of hi
of his essential barbarisie

gressman from the Eleventh

James TFogter McDowelly Domocratic Con
Distys .
strict, was born in MIfflin County, Pennsylvaniap OR Decenber 3 1825e

H .
e moved with his parents 10 Ohio in 1835, His cducational advantages

W \ . - . .
1ere fow and at the age of eleven he found a job in a printing office in
G ,

reenville, Ohios By giligent study ne was able 0 overcome most of the

defs e . . «
iciencies of his education. He received private legsong

n the study of lawe. He was adnitted to the

of .
Greenville and finally bega
tablished in Marion,

bar ;3 .
ar in April, 1851, His practice was es Indiana, where
g the publishe

Be also ongaged in newspaper work as r of the Marion W,
Mr, McDowell was a staunch Pemocrat frequently called upon by M party as

g said that he was averse to becoming 2

a
public speakere Although it wa
he felt it his

erve when

patriotic duty to 8

c "
andidate for public office,

called upone

from Judge Beers
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In 1852 he wos a presidentinl elector but declined all other official
positions until 1862 when he aceapted the Democratic nomination for Rapre=
sentative in Congress from the Tleventh District. After a vigorous campaisn
in which he spoke at numerous politiecal meetings throughout the district,
he was electeds He served from March b, 1863, unbil March 3, 1865, He was

an unsuccessful candidste for reelection in 186h to the Thirty-ninth

Congxass . '

Mr. McDowelll's state of the Union address delivered before the House b
on February 23, 186!1,, presents an inberesting insight into his views on the
important questions of the daye MeDowell too was against a war for the
abolition of slavery and deplored the fact thot much of the legislation .
passed by the Congress had dealt with such matters as the abolition of
slavery in the Digtrict of Columbiag confiscation, the prohibition of
slavery in the territories, and other similar measures. His speech cleaye i
1y revealed his sympathy for the South which was having its entirve social ‘
and industrial system upset. He felt that the Negro was a degraded indie
vidual and that if caution were not exercised, the white citizens of the

. 2
country might be reduced to the same low levele L i

Again we see that the enviropmental surroundings played a great part
in shaping the opinions of some of these mene Senator Hendricks, at ono
time a resident of Madison, Indiana, held opinions prevalent among the
inhobitants of that Southern Indiana town as @id also Representative llare
rington, On the other hand, Representative Orth who was born in Penngyl-
vania, was liberal in this thinlking on the slavery questionse. Representa-

#ive Edgerton and Representative McDowell were the exceptions, both having
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been born in the Fast, not representing Soubhorn Indiapa, but nevertheless

pro=slavery in their viewSe

These were the men who weve to ponder, discussy and act upon the
serious issuss of the day during the crucial war tim2 periody, whan the
counkry was born asander by digsension and bloody strife. What they
ga2id and felt and how they were regarded by their contemporaries is 2
story which unfolds before us in the record of their spirited speeches to

the Semate and the House on the pages of the newspapars of the days



CHAPTER V

SPEECHES OF THE INDIANA DELEGATION
TN THE THIRTY-SEVEITI CCNGRESS
ON SIAVERY AND THE NEGRO
The Thirhy~seventh Congress held temure from March b, 1861, until
March 3, 1863, its first session continuing from July L, 1861, until Auge

ust 6, 1861. The second segsion began on Decenker 2, 1861, and was cone
cluded on July 17, 1862, During this time many problems of grave importance

challenged the members to debate. The fugitive slave law, the abolition

of slavery in the Digtrict of Columbla, the matter of colonigation of Iree

Negroes, the confiscation of slaves, the position of the Republican party

on the slavery issue, compensabed emancipation, and the barring of the
Negro from the rights enjoyed by othor citizens, were the subjects for
major spaseches, The Indiana delegation to the Congress proved quite vocal
on all of these issues expressing a divergence of opinion that reflectad

the wide diversity of belicfs prevalent among their constituents back home,

Cne of the problems which arose almost a8 soon as the war began vas

what to do about run away slaves who took refuge in Union army campSe Many
expressed disapproval of a policy egtablished by Major General Halleck,
commnander of the Western Department of the Union army who, in section one
of General Order Noe. 3, issued on November 20, 1861, dzclared thot no fugie-
tives were to be thoreafter admitted to any camp and that any fugitives
then within the lines were to be expelled, Considerable debate on this
matter was engaged in by the members of the Congress,1

A3 the year 1861 drew tc a cloce the Lovejoy Resolution, jointly supe

ported by House and Senate, which required the Secrestary of War to ravoks
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section one of General Halleck's Order 3, was brought to the floor. Demo-
erats Cravens, Holman, and Law joined by Republican Representative Dunn
were in favor of tabling the resolution while Republican Representatives

Colfax, Julian, Porter, and Shanks werc among those whose votes kept the

resolution from being tabled.

In a speech before the House on December 11, 1861, George We Julian
criticized the policy of the administration with regard to fugitive slaves.
He cited as an example of the functioning of the administwation's policy
the case of a fugitive slave girl who had taken refuge with Colonel Brown
of the Twentieth Indiana Regiment stationed at Fortress Monrcee. Upon the
demand of her master, a Mr. Jessup, for her return, pressure was put upon
Colonel Browm through the order of Secretary of War Cameron and bis commande
ing general for the release of the girl to her mastere Mre Julian inferred
such action to mean approval of General Halleck's policy of returning fugie

tive slawes to their masteors. He therefore demanded that TCongress take

. . . . 3
action irmediately to change that policye

YMr, Julian's words were translated into action on December 20, 1861,
when he introduced a resolution "that the Judiciary Commitiee be instructed
to report a bill so amending the Fugitive Slave Law enacted in 1850 as to
forbid the pecapture or return of anmy fugitive fram labor without satise
factory proof first being made that the claimant of such fugitive is loyal

to the Governmante"h The Indians True Republican on January 2, 1862, in

commenting on this resolution concurred with this action and approvingly
remarked: MThose who set the authority of the Govermment of the United

States at defiance and the laws of the United States and even sack the
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overthrow of the Govermment should not be allowed to claim the protection

The editorial fuxe

0 - K3
f the laws either for themselves or their propertye"

ther expressed the opinion thab the passage of such an anendment would
Probably cool the ardor of hundreds of Border state secessionists who were
bound to the Government by their financial jnberests if pot by their

affeﬁ't‘oj_OnﬁS

Representative William Se Holman moved that the Julian resolution be

e in which nis fellow Indiana Demoecrats Cravensy’

tabled or modificd, a mov

Holman and faw concurrede Republicans Colfax, Mitchell, Porters Shanks and

hd : . .
White supporked Julian and the pesolution was £inally adopted with 78 yeas

a delegation again followed party lines

b .
© 39 nays, The vote of the Indian

N
1 the adoption of the resolutione

On the same doy a resolution uas offered that the Committee on Mill-
tary Affairs be instructed to yeport 2 pill for an article of war prohibi tie
ing an officer from returning fugitive glaves and prov:iding punisl':men‘c. for
the violation of this ordere On this occasion Representative Durn deserted
bis fellow Republicans t0 vot‘e ith Democrabs Cravenss Holman, and lav o

1
gble the resclutione

- tablishing froedon in the territories engaged

18620 Democrat

An = endment to a bill
ic Representatives

t
he attention of the House on June 19,
re opposed while Republicans Colfax, Dunn, Julian

C
ravens, Holman and Iaw we
g the «n endnent passed.7

0 .
fitchell ang Shanks helped in gettin

sged his ideas on the

George W, Julian was one of the many who expre

0auSe of the yar and who as a radical Republic

an, eriticized the administra=

tlonYy conduct of the wale The Indiapa IIru® Republicanl carried the full
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text
of such a speech made by Mre Julien in the House in January of 1862

In thia «
his spsech he declared that the country was involved in war not because

of the ¢
he slavery issue but because of the issue of statea rights. Slavery
wag )

the problem shich had focuged athention on the struggle betueen a strong
cent;

ral government and the gtates which resented the powers of the federal

gov
ernment, The rebellion had wits source and 1ife in slavery" which had

dom made possible by new labor

been 3
n inereasingly important in the cotton king

d that the founding fathers had abhorred

Savi .
ng machinery. le was convince

Sla . -
vary and had expected it to speedily disappear from the Aperican scenée
acistence of slaverye Anong

He
deplored compromises which had prolonged the
th ‘
ege were those made because of the Florida Purchasc and the Mexican War
as

well as the Missouri Compromisee He also expressed regret that the cone

ro in a state of servitude had engendered a

he black code

ti
med existence of the Neg
¢ in the free states,

haty

ved made evident by the passage of b
fugits

gitive slave acts, and compromises by both state and churche

e of Republicant leaders, orators and editors

He condemned the attitud
n the gouth and who sho

with slavery i

o the South's consti
d the rebellion through conciliam o
C

il

wed such

wvh .
0 wished neo interference
tutional rights in the

gre
at moderation and deference b

81y .
very issue and who would have preVente

He lashed out at President Lincoln whom he

tion 4
N if that had been possiblee

autious politician

of conservative antecedents

chs .
aracterized as a cooly ©
party leaders had been motivated by

and ki
kindly dispositionwhose choice by
gtitutional rights of the rebels were safe in

hj e e d
is hands," Mr, Lincoln had agsured them of this in ks 3

th
2 knowledge that "the con
naugural addresss

declared Mr, Julian, ard had, in the first 81X weeks of his administration,
predecessor's Julian ended this

[ .
ontimued the mumiliating policy of s
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Speech wi .
h with 4 plea that the realization of the moral implications of the

great loss of life attending

8
up against slaverye "
g

stro
iggle coupled with the kmoid edge of The

the
struggle would cause all o rise

The Democratic attitude toward the administration and its policies
was s .
expressed by Thomas he Hendricks in a speech on January 8, 1862, before

Motropolitan Halls Indianapolise Il

-l’hﬂ 3 .
Democratic state convention in
fought to free the

compl et; .
Pletely rejected the idea that the war was being

n the field had been inspired to

B]E(V‘ o N R
es and insisted that the goldiers i
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figt
ght the war only because of the profess

Was

a war to restore the Union. He declared that with the Negro slave and
hisg -

condition the North had nothing to dos the condition of the colored

rity completely excluded from

race s
€ being solely a matter of gtate autho
horror at the idea that the Negroes of

Fede
ral Suriadi
al jurisdiction. He expressed

a spirit of insurrection by being called into

the §
So .

uth be stimulated to
"indiscriminate Wal ON Meng

the .
Union army and placed in position to make

Wom .

en, and children,"® He however sanctioned the idea of using the labor
of g )

laves found in the vicinity of Uniof camps provided that these slaves

ho .
% be liberated but used as forced workers to free the soldiers of the
icks disagreed with the announce-

nore ¢ .

o exhausting tasks of 1aboYe Mr, Hendr
e

nt of the Secretary of Var that the govcrnment had no power to hold slaves

ct his servicee Ho expressed

or
O regtrain a slave from 1iberty and 10 cxa
y of their mashers,

ger the responsibilit

con
corn that the freed slaves, no lon
He deplored the President's

bec
ome a burden upon the Federal gOVernment,
1 states ng the South~

thus destroyi

intents
ention to free the slaves in the rebe
e with the South. He denied

ntly Indiana's trad
the North

ar
n labor supply and consequeé
on with free labor of

the
® fact that slave labor was in competitl
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and agserted that the labor which cultivated rice, sugar, cotton, tobacco

and hemp was not ip competition Jith free labor but in aid and support of

it a5 the South wss gecusbomed O purchase northern products with the gold

received from the sale of its productse
Another fear expressed by Mre Hendricks was that large numbers of

Negroes would flock to the North, if freed, expesting a "peculiar sympathy."

Once there, he declared, they would not work, and would bacome a rublic bure

den, or if employed, would come directly into competition with Northern

labor, Since the Negrc was of an inferior class, Hendricks reasoned, he

would not perform competently thus degrading and cheapening vhite labor.
A conservative Republican who held scmewhat similar views was William

McKee Dunne Representative Dunn was one of the most conservative members

on the Republican side of the Houses He favored a war for the restoration

of the Union, and for that onlye. While be bad long been an opponent of

the extension of slavery, he was opposed to making slavery the scle object o

of the war. He therefore did not aluays act with his party members and on

a few occasions voted in opposition to his party colleagues. His vote

2gainst the fugitive slave resolution was evidence of this, He believed

that Southern leaders were Largely responsible for keeping down a "dormant

Union sentiment" in the South and believed tha® leniency must be used

toward Southerners who were not in sympathy with the r ebellion,

Mra Dum expressed his views on the conduct of the war when he rose
to clarify his position in December, 1861&9 He declared that while he was
no lover of slavery he regarded the nprecervaticn of the Union and the pere

petustion of the present form of government as far more important than any
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othor considerstione® If the emancipation of slaves became the object of
the war, he felt that the déstruction of the Union was inevitable as the
property value of its slaves was interwcven with every other interest of
the Souths He regarded the abtbempt to blot oub the existence of slavery
a8 a "wild and chimerical® scheme. He fell that the abolition of slavery
should come only as the result of the war and not as the object or purpose
of it., He declared that the compromises of the past and the2 Chicage plate
form of the Bapublican party should be the guiding principles to follQW¢'0 %

On April 3, 1862, the debate bn anothor troublesome problems the abole
ition of slavery in the District of Columbia, was initinted with the intro-
duction of a resolution in the Senate which declared that no person in the
District or hereafter borm therein should be held in slaverye A4 provision
wag also included for the colonization of slaves who consenteds, A sum of
$250,000 was to be provided by the Congress for this purpose, Ve find Iens
of Indiana voting in favor of the resolution while Wright voted against it.

11
The resolution was passed but was subsequently amended,

Senator Lane, in a speech before the Senate on April 21, hailed the
abolition of slavery in the District of Columbis as one of the most impore
tant victories achieved thus far in the course of the war, He declared it

to be 2 "bloodless triumph" and a "wise and beneflcent measure," le further
praised the wisdom of including a provision far voluntary colonization of
slaves. He added however that he did not favor forced emigration or

compulsory colonizationo12

The State Sentinel, in its next issue, criticized the colonization

plan of the Senator and referred to his presentation of a petition from the
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free colorad citizens of the United Stabes requesting that territory be

set aside outside the torritorial 1imits of the United States for their

colenization and suggesting Cenbral Americas Tt pointed out that appars=

ently Mr. Iane did not believe that colored citizens were entitled bo all

the rights and privileges of white clbizens, but acknowledged their right

to present such a petition as either colenization or an apprenticeship

system must be adopteds

The Sentinel had occasion, somewhab later, to refer Semator Iene's

request to the New Albany Ledger that it reprint the pertinent parts of

the speech presenting the petition from certain colored persons of Indiamne

He stated that he was malking this request because he belicved that the Senm

tinel had misapprehended the tenor and purpose of his speech and in misine

terpreting it had unintentionally tplaced him in a felse position before

. L]
its readers and his constituents.

Senator Joseph Wright voiced his cbjection to Semate Abolition Bill 108

because of its provision for compensation for the owners of slaves freed in
the Digtrict of Cclumbia. He also expressed his disapproval of the action

of impetuous legislators who could not see the wisdom of gradual emancipae

tion, an idea previously endorsed by President ILincoln during his term in
the Hguse in 1818, TForces at work in the District would bring this gradual
emancipation any way, he declared. His principal obj ectioﬁ to Bill 108
was, he asserted, its failure to provide for colonization. Indiama's Con~
stitution had clearly revealed the intention of its inhabitants o prevent
an influx of Negroes into the state anc their determination to raise their

children in a population not partly white and partly black as it was appare

ent to them that equality could never exist between the races. A wave of
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Negro immiesration could only result in the jails and penitentiaries being
He recommended a bill which he hime
. U
the idea of gradual emancipatione

£i1led with free blacks, he predicted,

se1f had proposed which incorporated
Tndinna newspapers devoted much space and editorial comment to the

Wright speech, The Indianapolis Dailll Journal declared that Mre Wright's

bill, amending the Senate bill for abolition of slavery in the District of

Columbiz, was a copy of a »i1l introduced by Fresident Lincoln during his

term in the House some years before and was based on principles expressed

by Benjamin Franklin for emancipation of slaves in Pennsylvania and on the

theories of John Quincy Adams who favored emancipation in the District of

Columbi;‘l.,l6 The Daily Sentinel quoted the entire text of the Wright bill,
A faw days later the Daily ¢ ournal earried an editorial on the Uright

speech in which it agreed in the main with his idea of gradual emancipation

as the wise course but voiced the opinion that, as only a few blacks uere

involved, the objections to immediate emancipation were considerably

lessened, A great deal more concern uasS expressed over Mr, Wright's propo-

sal to sibmit the question to the vobe of the people of the Districte. This

objection was raised because the Jourml maintained that the District was

at that time filled with traitors and Confederate sympathizers, men who not
only should not be allowed to vote bus whose slave property should be

18
rightfully confiscated by the Congresse

Still later the Daily Sentinel came forth with an editorial "Not Satm

isfieds" Sarcastically this editorial referred to the fact that the Jourmal
had failed to publish the text of the Wright speech and that Republicans

wWho a few weeks before had lauded Mr. Wright's patriotism and nospariyism

17
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and w
ho had called him a Unionist of the right stripe were now noticeably

Blle}n 5 7y
e The editorial alsm quoted the Ste Loulﬁ Democrate which it called -

a radi : . .
¢al Republican papeTe The editorial, the Sentinel declareds referred

to the ©
& "Honorable Joseph Ae Wrights United States Semator in place of
Brioht. .
ght, traitor expelled,” as ending his senatorial career witha vehement
Speac R
h againgt the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbiaes 1b

rkable for its intense pr

n papers the Valparalso Republic
Wright by gaying that he

Qbsew .
ed that his speech was romd omglavery Spirite
blic,

The .
m quoted still another Republica

as . e}cpr.eg,v ’ . .
ssing its bitter digappointnent with Mre

ﬂ)@@hations of his friendd,

had cortgi
ertainly in the outseb disappointed the o0X

but
hat there was some consolation in knowing that his suceessoT would
s into which he had fallens

take
2 j s
inrning by his fate and avold the errors

s 4h the scathing remark that such

The Sentinel article concluded Wit

Re .
Publican expression belied thelr wgrdent ¢laim

of Mre Wright is to be found in

One of the bitterest demmelations

elared: "Had Gevernor Morton appointed

the Inds
Indians True Republican which de

nator in Brightts place the ear

Some
g00d wadical anti-slavery Republican &8
would not have been insultede But this

of Ju
stice, Grammar and Humanity

Joseph Ao Virights gifference

demen o
maboguﬁ and g8 genez'ator,, cannot see any

bgt
weon then and nowe That!s the way however with a

e referred to Mre Viright's

rticularly border

The Indianapolis Jowrmal in 33 Moy 2 issu

n opinion that pa

Stat £ 1y

28 ripghts stand and eypressed 1ts ov
Stata X
ates vere to be consulted in mabters nffecting states rightse

The pagsage of the bill gbolishing glavery in the District of Columbia
PoCe Shaxks 0 the Indrmy__(f}mgn

pr
ompted o letter from Represen tative

g o no~partyism sentimenta"

)
pro~slavery old fogyon“o
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Journs
Journal, In this letter, dated April 16, Mre Shanks exulted that he had

sgage of such a bille He declared o

hag
the chance to participabe in the p2
tant crime

that
no longer would the Nationfs capital be the scene of cons
nings and Family, and

wheyp
e the slave father would be pobbed of his ear

Hheartless plunderer of her liberty

the slave mother would s€e the

g his earbhly fortune upon the market value of

and NPy i
virtue coldly calculatin
ntingent value of nerself as the bearer :

her chi
: hildren, and cstimating the €O
r for the auction blocke" He boasted that the

of

3 greater or less numbe
Sty : 4
por which had so long controlled the minds of public men was being

broken NoW,

Mre Shanks sanetioned the promph endorsement of the President's posie
tio

N of emancipation in the border states and the appointment of a committee
He concluded with an expression of Q

tO co 3
rsider and advise on the subjecte
ty of traitors the

the daes
desire that there must be confiscation of the proper

public good and that all slaves

brog
ceds frcm which must be used for the
of syoh 4 N

uch traitors be declared freeozz

Two other Indiana congressmen who expresged themselves on the matter

an William McKee
s heartily in favor

he Federal Government had the rightb

of -
abollt;on of slavery vere Republic Dunn and Democrat

lared that he wa

Wi)
liam S, Holman, Dumn dec¢ of aboli~

tien
and was firmly convinced that ©
to ‘ |

elt that it should

proceed with the tdelibera=

act, - .
t in this matter but £
» He further‘declared that

an evente

becoming so great and glorious
rejudice but a €

Such . . a2
action was not a matter of passion oF P anviction of
b , T v

ght and duty, a divorce of Bhe pation from slaverye He expresseds BOW=

an amendment for

gradual emancipation believing

everr .
s the degire to offer
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that the ties which boumd slaves and masters together should not be abruptly
sundered, The good of slave and master, he declared, would be betler served
if preparation were mede for the enjoyment of libertye. He would neverthee

less vote for the bill in the form in vhich it had been presentede

Democratic Congressman Holman also spoke in favor of abolition asserte-
ing that he; for many reasdsS, felt that it was desirable for slavery to
cease to exist in the capitale He stated that he believed that his owm
constituents would be in favor of the gradual extinetion of slavery in the
District of Columbia, on terms consistent with the rights of citizens as
recognized by the Constitutione He caubiously added that he saw no
objection if this could be done "without increasing the national debt and
with the consent of the people of the Districte He annomnced that he had
a further amendment to propose. He wished it to be stipulated that municie
pal authorities in Washington and Georgetoun within their respective juris.

ictional limits be required to provide action and means to arrest and
deliver up to their omers all fugitive slaves escaping into the District,
He asserted that he thought it desirable that slavery cease to exist in
the national capita]; but thought that gradual abolition would find greater
favor with his constibuents and would be more consistent with the rights of
citizens as recognized by the Constitution. He doubted that his constitue

2l

ents would favor passage of the original bille

The action taken on the District of Columbia gave rise to the charges
that the Republican party had violated its 1860 platform pledges., Reprew
sentative Dunn of Indiana rose in the Congress to refute such a charge, He

denied that it was or ever had been the purpose of the Republican party to
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interfere with slavery in the slave states by Congressional action. He

branded such a charge as "a wicked falsehood” and geclared that the reckless

statements of political partisans nad done much to involve the country in

its present troublese His next statement was a denial of the abolitionigts

wi‘c.lf_lin the party folde He declared that though there were SOMS who on
Occasiqn acted with the Republican party, they were not of it as they favored
interfering with slavery in the slave statesS. Ope should not judge the
doctrines of a party from these individuals, he added, He reminded his

nd in the Chicago convention in 1860 of no intere

colleagues of the party sta

ference with slavery where ib Jegally existed and concluded with the state-

ment that present troubles stemmed from the fach that the nation had failed
to follow in the footsteps of its fathers with reference 10 slaverys those

founders who evidenbtly regarded glavery as inconsistent with oux theory of
government and who expected 1% to be '*gmdually removed under the benefi=
cent influences of our free ;spotitutionse” 1r. Durmts solution vas 1o

Jeave slavery in the glave states 1o be managed by those who were responsible

25

for its continuance theree

The confiscation pill uas passed w_Lthout the amendments prOposed by

Mre Dunn and Yre Holman being included, the vote being 92 38, with Colw
fax’ Dunn, Julian, Mitchell, Poriers spanks and White being included with
the yeas and Holman and Voorhees being included among the naySe Mre Voore
hees also askéd permission to vote nay for Mro Cravens who had been called
home by ili.ness in his farnily°26

the passage of the abolition bill Was X

Democratic gentiment toward

pressed in two oditorials in the Daily Sentinels
Both editorials ridiculed

one of which wa$ quoted

from the Richmond Broad-AXee president Lincolu's
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Conservatia
atism and compared bim to abolitionists Hale, Sumners Giddings and

Juli
ar, | o) . . .
The Sentinel declared that Mre Lincoln was carrying out the
27

Principles 4
ples that Mre Julian had advocated all his public lifee

T «

he Conservative South Bend Forum voiced criticism also of Schuyler

Colfax!

s support of the abolition bill and accused pim of violating his
t of Columbia by voting to buy

Pledge '
ge in regard to slavery in the Distric

"i11
long of dollars wrth of slaves when every dollar is needed to pay
by declaring that Mre colfax's polir

for o
Xpensess" The Forum concluded
g little reason to support him for another

tical
AL record bad given the voter

borm, 20

Bmaneipation in the pistrict of Colunbia raised some questions on the

Schuyler Colfax rm on

exprassed his ala

Status
of the free Negroes theree
ny other than free

hich had forbidden a

the
TOPOoS P
Proposal to repeal an 1825 bill @
and which threatened any con=

white
) males to engage in conveying the mails

Mre ColfaX offered as one of his

t?."z ot

& 0! . .
T employing any other with 2 finee

al of the pill the fact that such repeal

Yeag s
s for opposing the repe
postal pogitions

not only to blacks

Woul, d
open the conbtracting of mail and
uch numbers

but,

also to Indian tribes and Chinese Who nad recently cdne in 8
to

the Pacific coast and who were nob recognized as entitled to the rights

and pypdees
Privileges of free white personse

.Mr¢1301fhx seemed to consider that the most convineing argunent against
Te N ' . . . .
Peal uag that since it was ofted necessary 0 BV° testinony against mail

g Chinese were not

dapr
(<] 3 .
dation and since in some states Tndianss HNegroes, an

1.9 against white
veying could thus

persons, 3 thief who

alloweqd t
ed to give testimony in cour
go free because

robb,
ed the mails which 2 non~white was con

G
y
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of lack of testimeny and the security of the mails would thus be destroyede
Mr. Colfax concluded, with an attempt at liberality, that he saw no reason
why any person wnether he be free, uhite, or not be employed in a place of

less responsibility as perbaps a clerke

Violation of the personal liberty of HNegroes was also a troublesone
question. On March 17, 1862, a resolution was introdmeed into the House
fgr an inquiry to be made into the arrest of two Negroes, Louis Ayers and
Washington walls; who had been seized on the order of a Mre. Biscoe and sent
0 Baltimore jail in violation of the Fifth Apticle of the Amendments which
stated that no person should be deprived of life or liberty without due

process of lawe

Indiana Democrats Cravens and Voorhees vobted unsuccessfully to have
the resolution tabled while Republicans Colfax, Dunn, Porter, Shanks and

. . . ‘ 0
White aided in passing the resolutione3

The introduction of a Senate bill to confiscate the property of and
to free the slaves of rebels aroused a storm of debate which occupied both
House and Senate for a congiderable period of time. The joint resolution
to adopt this bill was supported by votes of Republican Congressmen Colfax,
Durn, Julian, Mitchell; Porter, Shanks and yhite while Democrats Cravens,
Iaw and Voorhees voted against it,Bl A vote on a confiscation resolution
on April 2k, 1862, in the House found the Indiana delegation voting the
same'way;Bz A commitbtee on conference which included Joseph Ao Wright
among the three representatives from the Senate who conferred with two
members from the House produced confiscation bill 471, The report of the

joint comittee was adopted in the House with the assent of all the menmbers
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of the Indi
C" ndiana Republican delegablon over the negative votes of Democrats
Tavens .
s, Law and VoorheeSe Senators Iane and Wright supported the bill in
the Senate 33 . ’
" Many Indiana Congrassmen exypressed themselves with fexrvor

and .

conviction on this mbbere
s one of the fivst to speak out on the oy
He approved of the measure to selze and confiscate ﬁ@

Conor ‘
ngressman Albert Ge Porter wad

@ of confiscation.
all
pro '
perty of persons in amy way connected with the rebellion and expregsed
s of those in posgition of officials

hig
S a
pproval of the 1iberation of glaves

of the

rebelllon, Mr, Porter prOPOSed an amendment 0 this measure which
brOVldm :

d that nll, who after 51xby days should continue in rebellion or

1d be rendered jneapable of holding an

i;ve aid and comfort to ibs ghou
. fice of trust in the United States. 1He declared that he considered it
t,nly fair as the slave holders in ‘the rebel service were chiefly among ﬂ:!
he od military officers were freed, f{ﬁ
3l JKW

"

political issuce
.

of'fi
flcerﬁa Once the glaves of civil 2

he
asserts

erted, the institution would cease o0 be a
d to this amendment Mre Porter had offered Lt

to House pild L2

The Dai |
he Daily Journal referre
and expressed

y e S .
House on June L as an addition
mqnclpationin the slaves of e

wld limit the ©!

apPprov
al of a measure which WO
It obsexved

thOQ
S0 1
who had chiefly fostered and en
uni.shment on

flict excessive P

m seemed to in
apprehension and

that
The bill in unamcnded for
ellion ghrough 1S

th 08
e
who had been drawn 1nto the reb
hovievels apprebhe

nsive regarding the reaction of

delyss
- TSLone®  The Journal wass

°yal border states.Bs
The Porter amendnant prompted an approving expression in a letter from
The letter was entitled:
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l‘lqro POrter‘ a S ™ . N re .
s Scheme for fyancipation--ils Renomination=-thy He Should

Have It “"36

’ Schuyley Colfax voiced the radical Republican yiewpoint and concurread
:? the idea of confiscations expressing the opinion tha® at least fourw
1fths of 411 slaves held by yrebels were property of civil or military
Officers, He declared that he saw no reason bo Jeave the glaves of rebels

work on rebel fortifications,

Marcy to rebels

Lo perform

to re
2p and i1l their farms, O
ed the troopSe

e the produce ﬁo‘fe
iking poldly and L

1 mena Only by str
£ the rebellion be broken, he i
_I”“

Ca ‘
"D drudgery, or to rails
coulg o
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could the power ©
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37
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-€arless

53ly wherever possible
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teds It was on the strengbh ©

the by
11l known as Senator Sherman's Bille

¢ .
ongressman William McKee Dunn ook a more conservative stand as usual
g confiscation pill without benefib

in

exXpressi N
Pressing opposition to a sweepinl
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'} - - -~ . -

allendment, He expressed himself on thig issue in the House in his o

e Supreme Court decision in the :

Speec o
5 h of April 23, 1862, He plamed th
I‘ed '™ B
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grea® weight of

and ¢
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ority on the side of the pro—slavery elanento

ountry b :
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Thus, he geclared, the

e and citlizens of free gtates

ee labor and free

Such ag

as Indiana were forced O strike for the rights of fr

men

* Both the Indianapolls sentinel and the Daill Journal comnented on
£ its failure to make
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S opposition to the confiscation pill because O

rs of the rebellione

4 digts .
Stinction against the leade
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The radical Republican viewpoint was also expressed by Representative
George Wo Julian in the debate on this subjecte He declared it to be a
"shame and r eproach" that the Congress had not promptly enacted an efficient
confiscation bill which could have done much to supplement military force
in conquering the rebellion. He declared that he regarded lightly the
clamor about the violation of the Constitution by pro=slavery fanatics with
poorly disguised rebel sympathies. He maintained that all thinking men
were aware that slavery alone was responsible for "“the present bloody
strife" and that but for the curse of slavery a revolt against liberty
could not’have occurred, He proclaimed the leaders of the rebellion to be
the most atrocions scoundrels of the Nineteenth century or amy century or
age of the world, having been forced to such degradation by the barbarism
of slaverys. dJulian spoke approvingly of the action of the Congress in
abolishing slavery in the District, prohibiting it in all national terrie
tory and enacting an article of war prohibiting the army : from aiding in
the recapture of fugitives., He added a fervent plea for the repeal of the
Fugitive Slave Act of 1850 or at least its suspension. Ho commended the
action of General John C., Fremont in giving freedan to the slaves of rebels
in Missouri, a deed which he declared gave more prestige to his name than
all the military glory of ware. He concluded with a scathing denunciation
of the anti-abolitionists and predicted the inevitable triumph of antie
slavery forces. He rejoiced that abolitionist sentiment once opposed by
public Opinion; by the press; by religious organizations, and by the great
political parties which it had finally divided had now come into its own
influencing the President and the Cabinet alikes "Bven those slimy doughe
faces and creeping things which continue to hiss at abolitionism betray a

tormenting apprehension that their day and generation are passing away,"
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Julian exulted,39 lNeedless to 8ay this speech brought praise from abolie-

tionist quarters snd bitter condemnation from conservative sourceses

The Daily Sentinel attacked Mre Julian for his remark, in the Congress,

that "cagses may arise in which patriotism itself may demand that we trample
under our feet the most vital principles of the Constitution." "ihat is
this," demanded the Sentinel, "out an acknowledgment that our government,
that Republicanism, is a failure?® They accused Julian of wishing to
trample under foot some of the most vital principles of the Constitution
in an effort to make the Negro free and the equal of the white man. Such
governmental disregard for constitutional rights and then constitutiomal
liberty could not but result in a rule as "despotic and arbitrary as either

b
"Rustria, Russia or France," the Sentinel declarede

Other expressions of both approval and condemnation followed with the

Indiana True Republican, Mre Julian's paper bearing the burden of his
L1

defense,

The Democratic view of confiscation was expressed by the Honorable
W. S. Holman who denied the necessity for an act of confiscatime. He felt
that the abolition of slavery was not within the power of Congress and its
abolition would only add to the inhumanity of war and affect the rights of
loyal citizens. He expressed his personal approval of emancipation and

colonization but declared such a move constitutionally impossiblee

Another Democratic Congressman who shared the same opinion of confise
cation was Johm S, Iaw who declared that the government could not confiscate
the property of loyal citizens without making itself similar to the "govern-

ments of a Nero or a Caligula." He dismissed all talk of military necessitye
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He declared that slavery must exist and would exist in every state where
it was then allowed under the provisions of the Constitution. Until the
Constitution could be amended, he maintained that the right to hold slaves
was clear and defined as bhe holding of any other gspecies of property. He
then lounched into an attack against the Abolition party (The Republicans)
which he accused of attempting “the overthrow of the finest fabric of gove
errment the world ever saw® and of attempting to put the black race on an
equality with the white to raise the Negro to the condition of a white man
with equal rights and equal privileges. He spoke at length of the tax
problems involved in the liberation of so many‘slavesf9 problems which, he
said, would involve Northern and border states. If the South were deprived
of much of its taxable éroperty; he predicted that the amount of taxation
which would have been collected in the slave holding states would then of
necessity have to be apportioned among the free states as the premium the
abolitionist was willing to pay for the abolition of slavery, Of this

L3

amount, he insisted, the western states would not pay one dollare

In a most impassioned plea for the confiscation bill, Representative
John P.S5. Shanks presented a totally different point of view. He deplofed
the fact that slave power had been allowed to become a "public as it had
long been a private criminal against four millions of wretched captives to
its power, and against the laboring masses who were compelled to compete
with this system of unpaid toile" He accused this system of involving in
its toils presidents; cabinets; Senates and Houses of Reprcsentatives and
of gathering the Supreme Court within its meshes, while it boldly sought
the lives of frec white men who opposed its march of power. Finally its

efforts were directed to an attempt to crush the National Govermment so
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that it might build on the foundation laid by the soms of freedom, a gove
errmment the chief cornerstone of which is slavery," Mr. Shanks declarede

He affirmed that it was the people's demand that a confiscatiam act be

passed. He added that all patriots should see that such a measure was
aimed at the individuals who had committed treasone He accused the oppone
ents of the confiscation measure of having stronger prejudice against the
Negro and interest in men as slaves than love "for the convenience and .
safety of the defenders of their country or of their families neglected qﬁ

in their sbsence in the army of the matione"

Mr, Shanks then spoke out of his personal experience as a former
resident of a slave state and as a soldier of the army in Virginia and
Missouri. He declared that he knew what slavery was, both in peace and
war. He asserted that he had taken care to notice the temper and integrity
of the slaves and could give assurance that they were as anxious to gain °
their liberty as anyone would be, similarly situated. He mentioned their 1§
hopes for the freedom of the govermment to which they were true and loyal. "
He characterized their patriotism as Munconditional and puree" From a A
practical standpoint; he added, informed slaves would make good guides and

informants in the country around their masters! homes.

Congressman Shanks declared that now was'the time to release the slaves
of rebels. He predicted that these slaves would be a powerful force in the
hands of their deliverers, Rome defended herself against Carthage and Gen=-
cral.Andrew Jackson defended New Orleans with freemen and slaves whom he
made frees The friendship and assistance of four million people would be

gained with the simple act of confiscation. If such action were not taken,
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he foresaw the loss of the confidence and sympathy of the civilized worlde
In support of his statements Mre Shanks read a letter which had come into
his hands, The letter was written by J.Pe. Benjamin, Secretary of Var to
Jefferson Davis, and was addressed to the Governor of Virginia. It urgently
requested ndvice as to the disposition of certain Negro women and children
whose husbands had deserted to the Union ammy and who were themselves appare
ently in communication with the Union forces, Their presence composSed a
hazard to the safety of the Confederate troops even though they had been

removed to the rear of the line as a precaution.

Mr, Sharcs denied with vehemence that the slave bad benefited from
the slave system as compared with the lot of the African tribes in their
own country, He deplored the fact that some were convinoced that the slave
masters had a "right to wrong honest laborin g men and women and their une
offending helpless children forever dooming them to ignorance, separatim,
unpaid labor and brutish sale.® He pleaded that "these oppressed and longe
wronged people, humble and poor though they be," be given the opportunity
to be true to the troubled government and that none turn from them influw-

enced by senseless prejudice,

Mro Shanks next attacked the Christianity of slave owning masters who
in his opinion get such a poor example a8 professing Christians that the
“slaves could not find any Christian meekness in their Taces." He attacked

slave ouwners as traitors who plundered their slaves of their deserved daily

wagesSe

Continuing, he commented that it was much more praiseworthy that the
slaves, ncver protected from the auction block or the lash by their governe

ment, should be more loyal than the free white men of the border states vho
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had aluays "enjoyed the rich harvest of blessings bestowed upon them by
that sane government." He marvelled that the "robbed and wretched slaves
and free blacks who had long been denounced by government and people as
national vagabonds® were now in the hour of the nation's peril patrioti-

cally true to the flag and Union while their pampered masters had openly

betrayed the governmente

In the Senste Mre Wright added his volce on the subj ect of confiscgm
tion and expressed himself as being "in favor of some measure for the cone
fiscation of the property of those in rebellion against the govermment,"

He declared that such a proceeding was absolutely necessary and would strike

a heavier blow against the rebellion than an army with bamners."

Mrs Vright continued that he was tired of having those who brought on
the war called "our brethren." He concluded that he considered the confism
cation bill as one of the series of acts essential to put down the

L5

rebellion,

The Daily Journal of July 22 carried a brief comment on Senator Wrightts

confirmation of the confiscation idea adding that men in rebellion are not

entitled to the protection of the governmen’tmh6 The July 2k :‘Lssue of ’the
Journal also made mention of Senator Wright's speech of July 15, 1862, in
which he had declared that, in his belief, the President had the right to
authorize the use of rebel property and the employmen‘c of Negroes in milim
tary labor without the benefit of a bill providing him with such authority
and that any general in the army who would not employ every Negro coming

within his lines to work, should be turned oub instantlye
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Perhaps lire Wpright was trying to be both conservative and radical as

the St. Joseph Daily Forum had suggestede

Senator Wright had more to say on the subject of confiscation in a
speech delivered in Governor's Circle on Saturday night, August 2, He re=
minded his listeners that the confiscation bill would not touch the slave
property real or personal of a single individual in the South with the

"exception of persons beginning with Jeff Davis and ending with Lieutenants

in the rebel armyo"

Senator Wright then launched into a criticism of Mr. Voorhees, Conm
gressuan from Indiana, who; in Mre Wright!s opinion, carried the Negro
question too far. He referred to the occasion of the 2lith of April when a
vote had to be taken whether a Negro man named Smally who had captured a
vessgl and seven guns below Charleston and brought his prize into a loyal
port, should receive compensation for his action, Mre Wright estimated
that, as a white man;, Small would have received $13,000 salvage money for
his $L,0,000 prize. Voorhees! refusal to vote on the matter provoked

Mr, Vright's censure of Voorhees! common Sensee

He conbtinued that he ventured that not a solitary man running for the
Congress in the state of Indiana would stand up before the people and say
that he was not willing to have black men taken t0o do the labor Union
soldiers would otherwise have to performe Mre Wright declared that, in his
opinion, every man should be made use of in order to save the Unione. He
thereupon explained his own vote against the abolition of slavery in the

District of Columbia by saying that he had at the time been convinced that

"If slavery were just let alone, it would die a natural death without one
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red cent being spent for ite." He concluded with an expression of his

approval of the emancipation of slaves provided colonization outside the

country be provided for theme

Even Republican Congressman Albert S, White, who seldom rose 0 speak

in the House, was prompted on May 26 to deliver a speech in favor of cone
fiscation, He expressed his surprise that "so just and condign a measure
a8 this should meet with any opposition." He added that in such tense and

critical times popular sentiment should sanction the confiscation of rebel

property above all other measuresSe

The third session of the Thirty-seventh Congress lasted from December 1,
186?., until March 3, 1862, The debates of this session were concerned with
the conduct of the war, Missouri emancipation, the Negro soldier, compene

sated emancipation and indemnificatione

Shortly after the opening of this session J oA« Cravens, Democratic

Representative from Indiana, gave his views on the conduct of the war. le

maintained thet the hundreds of thousands of Indiam's brave men who had
left their comfortable homes and firesides to undergo the hardships and
toils of war believed that they were fighting a war not characterized by

fanaticism, but one prosecuted for the maintenance of the Constitution and

the rvestoration of the Union. These soldiers as they fought bad pleaded

with President Iincoln "not to let the war, abt the persuasion of the abole

itionist, degenerate into a miserable crusade against the institution of
glaveryo" Mre Cravens reminded his fellow congressmen of Mr. Lincoln's

emphatic pledge in his inaugural address, not to interfere with the ingti=

tution of slavery in the states vhere it existede Mre Cravens alco Yee

called the President's action in removing General Fremont from his Misscuri
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command when his snti~slavery proclamaticn there came into direct conflict
with the policy of the administraticie Union victories, charged the Repre~
sentative, had brought renewed agitation for the extinction of slavery. He
declared that there was no military necessity for the abolition of slavery
in the District of Columbia and he was opposed to the abolition of slavery
in the Territories as not being action essential to the suppression of the
rebellion, He asserted that the proof of the fact that his constituents
felt as he did uas exhibited at the largest Democratic meting in Indiana
held on July 3 o; 1862; i Tndisnapolice At that time fhe assembled Demo=
prats went on record with resolutions for the preservation of the Union and
the suppression of %he rebellion, against "a war of conguest or subjugation
and against interfering with the rights or of overthrowing the established
institutions of statese" A resolution was also adpted protesting the
"mischievous measure of Negro emancipation and payment for this oub of the
national treasury." The party supported the Negro exclusion provision of
the Indiana State Constitution as a deterrent to the impending influx of
Free Negross and mulattoes from the border states. This resolution had

urged state authorities to see the Constitution and laws on this subject

properly enforcedoso

Representative Cravens' speech m de it apparent to all that he dis-
approved of President's Emancipation Proclamation which gave freedom to
the slaves of those states in rebellion against the Union and which became

effective on Jamary 1, 1863,

The pro-Democratic New Albany 2@Qgg£.Praised the speech of Represen=
tative Cravens and declared in quoting the text of his gpeech Mwe have laid

before our readers a product of which the General's friends might well be
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prouds In it he speaks the sentiment of a vast majority of his constitue

ents." It concluded that the Honorable Ir, Cravens, as all conservative

e . . R £l
meny was disgusted at the imbecility and abolitionism of the administration.”

The Indianapolis Daily Journal also commented on Cravens' speech by

simply saying that Mr. Cravens was "opposed to the Emancipation Proclamae

tion, was for Union and Constitution and in favor of leaving the Negroes

where they were."s 2

The Indianapolis Daily Gazetie vhich did not concur with the senti-

ments of Mra Cravens, cbserved that ",1though we expect no sudden and marked

effect upon the rebellion from the Emancipation Proclamations the new policy

of the government toward slavery in the rebellious states will have this

good result, It will withdraw from the institution the protection and
recognizance hitherto extended it by our military authorities and

commanders o

Other typical newspaper comment which was in harmony with the views

of Mro Cravens on emancipation was found in the New Albany Ledger of Jamu~

ary 5, 1863, The Ledger, in editorislizing on the Emancipatiom Proclamation,

comented that the President had launched "his bull against the comet" and
declared, "We are now to see what effect this awful bullis going to have on
the slavery cometwsashether it will whisk its long tail for a moment and
then subside, or continue in its regularly appointed course in the firma~
ment i1l time shall came for it to glide away from the vision of men,"
In the opinion of the Ledger the emancipation action could have but one
effect and that to still further "distract the Northern and Border States

and to thoroughly unite the people of the rebel statese! The editorial
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The article concluded, "“Colonel Lane will receive the thanks of the people
of Indiana for breaking loose from party trammels in a matter which so

closely affects their interests.”

Daniel Voorhees reemphasized opinions he had expressed earlier in a
speech quoted by the Indianapolis Sentinele Mre Voorheces declared befoare

the House that a policy of universal emancipation or abolition could not

be carried out without an exhibition of bad faith to Union men of North

or South, He referred to Mr. Lincoln's pledge in his inaugural address
not to interfere with slavery in the states, a policy which was supplemented
by General lMeClellan's proclamation on entering Virginia, that the army

57

would abstain from all interference with slavery,)

He now reproached the Republicans, "You started in this with pledges

I have spoken of, You have broken them all." “You have cried out 'no
party? in‘this Hall ever since the war commenced and in the name of 'no
party! you have liberated slaves and abolished slavery wherever you can
get at it; you have recognized Negro governments, you have taxed white men
0 pay for blacka..e.you propose to pubt the black man alongside the loyal
white soldiers, You propose to buy Negroes, steal Negroes, fight for
Hegroes, obtain Negroes in amny ways and then humiliate and disgrace the

white soldiers by his presence and contacts in the ranksa"

On the gubject of compensated emancipation, Mbe Voorhees expressed
himself as being opposed to the states assuming an additioml tax burden
for the purchase of slaves in the border states. He declared that both

he and his constituents were willing to recognize and respect the legal

rights of slave holders, but were opposed to the slave trade and to the
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free states "lavishing their all for the Union and the Constitution,' by

assuming an additional burden to compensate ‘the slave holder of the border
59 ‘
states,

On another occasion Mr. Voorhees spoke out on the same subjects He

declared that the people of Indiana had not wanted the wary preferring com=
promise and peace. They wanted no four millions set free nor did they have

the money with which to purchase territories “for vast schemes of colonizge=

tion," he complained. They were also opposed bo Moigantic standing armies

with which to hold degraded states in subjugatia," he concluded.

lr, Voorhees maintained the same position in the third session when

he criticized compensabed emancipation in the border states. He protested,

"I say here, now, that not one dollar, not one cent will the people I
represent ever pay to Missouri;, to Maryland or to any other state to pure~
chase their slaves, If you propose to tax the people o an unlimited ex-
tent, perhaps hundreds of millions of dollars-~for the purpose of flooding
the free states with free Negroes then you may make up your minds for

trouble."él

The views of George W. Julian were in direct contrast with those of

Representative Voorhees. In a speech in the House in 1863 he declared the

triumph of the Republican party in 1860 had been the triumph of freedom

ovar gl avery, He further declared that he realized that not all who sup=

ported Lincoln were abolitionists or &ven anti-slavery men or thab all who

opposed him were advocates of slavery, nevertheless hostility to slavery

was the sentiment wiich had motivated the convictions and goals of mamny

thus making the formation of the Republican party a necessity.
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He nccused the Democratbs of being the party which had espoused slavery
and which wes inspired by ite He declared that the war had been the result
of a government policy, being inflluenced by a slave breeding democracy,
which had been drifting away from the principles laid down by Republican
fathers in the Philadelphlia and Chicage platforms, Mre. Julian continuad
that he realizod the mistakes of Republican policy since the beginning of
the war. Nobt only had many of its trusted leaders lost the way but also

the administration had not been thoroughly Republican in policys

Mr. Julian also accused the Republican party of being to a "fearful
extent" permeated with Democratic ideas and Democratic policye. Such weake
ness, he felt, was demonstrated in the inclinztion toward scceptance of

the Crittenden Compromise, by the refusal of the help of Negroes in the
armies as laborers, teamsters, cooks, NUrs=S scouts and soldiers, and in
the condemnation of those whom they referred to as abolitionists. He gl
leged that it was Democratic policy in 1862 which gave the country

McClellan, Halleck and Buell "whose military administrations so terribly

cursed the country." He predicted that Republican principles would save

the Union in spite of Democratic defeatisme

Another Republican Congressman who advocatcd the use of Negro troops

was Representative Dunn who said that he could not see why any man of any

color who was able to raise his arm in defense of his comtry should not

be permitted to do so. However, lMr. Dunn expressed concern that black men
should be associated with white men in the ranks or that a colored o fficer
should command white troops., He heartily endorsed the amendment proposed

by Representative Porter of Indiana to the effect that no person of African

descent should be admitted as a private or officer of axny regiment in
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in which white men were in the ranks nor should any person of African

: . . . A
descent in any case be placed in command of white soldiersa 3 He held no
objection, however, to a company whnlly composed of Negroes with Negro

Kaw

officers "including the captain if he is qualified to commande"

An editorini in the Indianapolis Daily Gazette praised Mre Dunn for

man wvho fights for my country is batter than z white man who fights against

ite" "I have a son in this war, and I am entirely willing that black men

6l
shall help him subdue the white rebelse”
Thus went tho arguments praising and condemning the administration,
the Republicans essen'biail.y approving and the Democrats ceritically diae
approving. As the war continued, the tenseness grew. The Thirty~eighth

Congress was also to be the scene of many bitter debates.



CHAPTER VI

SPEECHES OF THE INDIANA DEIEGATION
1N THE THIRTY~EIGHTH CONGRESS
O SIAVERY AND THE NECGRO

The Thirty-cighth Congress was o see the victories of Union arms

which would bring this Frotricidal war to a close. It wms alse to consider

the problem of dealing with the freed Negro and some of the problems of

reconstruction. Heated debates were engaged in over confiscation, the
state of the Union, the Negro soldier, the Negro's right to hold civil jobs,

Negro equality and amalgamation, ammesty, the Thirteenth Amendment, the

Freedmen's Bureau, and similar topics. The Indiana delegation frequently

and forcefully expressed its opinions, cpinions which 2s alwnys showed wide

divergence of viewpoint reflecting both the speaker's party affiliation and

hig individual convictionse

There was increasing apprehension that an influx of freed Negroes

would overwhelm the North and would furnish competition for Northern white

laboring men, This feeling particularly created excitement in Southern

Indiana towns along the Ohio River, tho towns which bordered on Kentuckye

Feelings of prejudice and hatred of the Negro mounted and this attitude of

their constituents was reflected in the speeches of the members of the Cone
gress and became the prevailing attitude of representatives of Indiana

Democracye

There was also determined opposition to the use of Negro troops as

Negroes sought to enlist in the Union axmy. Indiana Democrats were partim
cularly opposed to the idea and many Republicans were also lukewarm on the

subjects, When the opposition to the use of Negro troops was finally
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overcome, another problem which arose, the matter of unequal pay for these
troops, was the subject for dsbatc. Indiana Democrats not only continued

£o conderm Lhe use of Negro troops but maintained that since their services

were less valuable, they should be paid lesse

The Tndiana Democratic delegation te the Thirty-eizhth Congress also
expressed great disapproval of confiscation and the idea of amending the
Constitution to abolish slaverye It was their feeling that this would only

open the door to other and greater problems such as Negro equality and

racial amalgamation, The New Albany Daily Ledger was typical of the Demo-

cratic press as it over and over again voiced its fears of amalgamation and

made derogatory comments about the use of Negro trcopss

The Democratic party was the fold in which white supremscists found

haven and through the party's representatives it gave vtberance to its
deep seated convictions about Negro inferiority. The Republicans, vhile
of varying shade of opinion, were much more jnclined to express liberal

views on the Nepro questions

The Thirty-eighth Congress was in session from March i, 1863, to
March 3, 1865. The first session convened fronm December 7, 1863, to
July L, 186lL, and the second session from December 5, 186L, until March 3,
1865, Schuyler Colfax was speaker of the House. A special session of the

Senate was also held from March li, 1863, to March i, 1863

In Januery, 186k, the Confiscation Act which had been pagsed by the
Congress and sent to the President was again considered, The bill was now
proposed for amendment to remove the President!s objection to 1lis provision

to take away more than a life estate as part of punishment for treason,
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which he considered unconstitutionale Consequently the House passed an

explanatory resolution which vas approved by the Presidentet Republicang

Orth and Julian supported the resolution while Democrats Cravens, Edgerton,

. . @ . .
Harrington, Holman and Voorhees opposede The Indianapolis Journal re-

ported that opposition had also been expressed in the Senate by a resolution

which declared that forfeiting the property of rebels beyond life estate

was unc:onst:i.’t.ut:?uma:La3 The Senate Judiciary Committee had reported against

the bill's passages If this resolution were not incorporated the Confiscae

tion bill was considered "an act to suppress insurrection and to punish

treason and rebellion, to seize and confiscate the property of rebels and

for other purposes ”uh

Among the Indiana Democrats who voiced his wviews on confiscebian was

Joseph K, Edgertons He bitterly assailed Representative Thaddeus Stevens

of Permsylvanis and those of his 1lk who he charged had determined that the

Southern states should become free soil where whites and Negroes should

share in common ownership and hold equality in all rights political and

sociales Mre DBdgerton declared that such a Negro Utopia would be impossible

being made so by the racial solidarity existing among white mens He maine

tained that the rights of states to make their constitutions and owm local

laws was being threatened by the advocates of Negro emancipation and elew~

vation. HMr, Edgerton voiced the suspicion that such efforts sprang from

My fanatical spirit of revenge or from mean cupldity and were motivated by

greed of persomal gain or of low political ambitions” These base motives
compelled some of the loyal men to urge forward "this grand scheme to 3ube
jugate, impoverish, expatriate or exterminato millions of a kindred race

of white meny" the descendents of illustrious patriots, all of this for

the assumed benefit of a race of black mene
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two classes of men in the Republican

He asserted thot bthere were
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t 3 \ . .
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Representative MeDowell of Indiama was also critical of the adminism

tration, His views also epitomized the attitude of Democratic white
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of the country and the welfare of those who were sacrificing their lives
in defense of the Republice He charged that the Congress bad become the
theater where the abolitionists were vying with each other in their zeal

for the Wegro and his welfare and in their efforts to place him on

equality with white mene

45 proof of his conbention that the Negro wes being ovoremphasized
Mr, McDowell listed the causes which the abolitionists had espoused in
their harancues: the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbiag
the law permitbting Negroes in certain cases te testify against whites;

the repeal ¢ the law against transportation of'the mails by Negroes; the
amendment of bthe articles of war to make it a high offense for an officer
of the army to return a runaway slave to his ownerj the refusal to make
it an offense of like character for an officer to cntice away a slave; the
passage of a law recognizing as equals of the Unlted States the Negro
govermments of Liberin and Haiti; the passage of the Confiscation billy
the admission of the state of West Virginia on the condition of abolishing
slavery; the prohibition of slavery in all the territories of the United
States; the passage of a law prohibiting any person comected with the
reballion from holding any office of honor or profit; the compencatory
emancipation schemes of the President; and the pagsage of an act indemnifying
the President and his subordinates agsinst prosecution for the commission

of illegal and unconstitutioml actse

He deplored the fact that the President had "with one sweep of his
pen" undermined the entire social and industirial systems of the South, as
thoy had existed for more than a century, in proclaiming that three million

Negro slaves should forever be freee
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lle direly predicted that the result of such action would be the in-

eroased unification and hostility of the Southe The proposed repeal of
e Kentucky and obher border

the Fugitive Slave Iaw, he thought, would -alienat

gtates. The confiscatlon of southern property he considered not only a

violation of the Constitution but ag an ach which would render the regtorae

tion of thé Union almost hopelesSe He regarded the prOpDSal to egtablish

a Bureau of Emancipation as beyond the suthority of Congress and of being

in complete disregard of roper compensation of Union soldiers thelr
3 regal prop T f)

He felt that this would result in neglect of the

widows and orphanSe

interests of white men and in a nplind policy which would emphasizo Hegro

welfare® to the axelnsion of 511 elsee He referred to the proposi.tions

pending in the Senate which he alleged would repeal all laws tyhich would
~hatween white and blacka"

make a @istinction between the Taces

This, he declared, wad the culmination of the hopes of all radical
fanatics who had directed their gfforts toward the goal of debasing white

men to the degraded level of the nfrican Negroe

He demicd the charges of gisloyalty and of rebol sympathy which be

was sure that his Republican colleagues would pring against hims saying

tic conserVative masses of the

that he was the spokesman for the DemocTa

country who would coptinue in the pature "0 solemnly and earnestly proe

. 4 "
test against such an unwise and rwinous policye

Democrab Daniel Voorhecs supported gimilar gentiments in his speech
in the House on March 5, 186L, when he attacked the administrationt's poli-
neour millions of annual producersi were to bocome

cies and charged tha®

consumers and 2 ¥a 4 to be erected by

idle and wrthless gt bureaun vas abou
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which t
ich the government would support the Negros instead of the Negro as

h ,

eretofore assisting to0 support the gOVernment,“ He predicted that time
w - . . .

ould show that omancipation was the cogtliest foilure of this warTe

He bitberly commentbed that the Negro could not much be blamed for
accepting this easy life offered him by My insane party® which was deber-
nined 4o lay the burden of labor frmnvﬂﬁch.the Negro was liberated on the

he said, 2 totally ruined and impovers

ne J .
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The disturbing problen of gocial and political equality for the Negro
provoked much gebate in both Senate and Housee Senator Thomas Ao Hendricks,
a supporter of ‘the t’ypically Democratic viewpoint-, rose to protes’o the pro-
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tha exclusion of colored persons from the equal enjoyment of railroad
privileges in the District of Columbiae Mre. Sumner had taken such action
in outrage bacause a Negro major in the uniform of the United States had
been pushed off a car on Pennsylvania Avenue because of his colore Mre Hen=
dricks expressod his opinion that the outraged parties were the white per-
sons upon whom the Negro major had tried to force his presences. He declared
that the Hogro should have availed himself of the transportation provided
for the colored pepulation of the Districte The fact that he insisted on
riding in accomodations provided for whites wae indicative of the fact,
so Mr, Hendricks thought, that the FederalGevernment was about to force
soclal and political equality of the Negro on the white race., He reminded
the Senators of Indlanats 1851 exclusion act shich had made it illegal for
Negroes to come into the state and affirmed that since its passage and until
1860, the Negro population had increasedhonly one and a half per cent while
the adjoining state of Ohilo, which had not such exclusion act, had hzd an

.9
increase of L1Z in its Negro populatione

From the outbreak of the wr, efforts were made by the Northern Negroes
0 enlist in the Union armye. Their right to take active part in this
struggle against the Confederacy was defended at first only by the aboli~
tionistse. On April ®, 1861, a few days afber Fort Sumter, a free Negro
of Washington, D.C., offered his services and those of three hundred other
Negroes for the Union army, but his offer was refused. Another Negro, a
physician in Battle Creek, Michigan, G.Ps Miller, made a similar offor
which was also rejecteé. Hegroes such as Frederick Douglass were an impore
tant instrument in recruiting their own peoplee Appeals from Douglas and

from white leaders such as Wendell Phillips finally prevailed upon the
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adminis », <& »
tration in August 1862 to ipitiate the enlistment of Negro soldiers

The ¥

The Federal goverpment had heen brought to the point of scquiescence as it
began to venlize the imporance of this untapped source of manpoweTe In
Consequence of the government's action wltimately one nundred and taenty=
five thousand Negroes from the glave states gerved in the Federal armies
and with eighty thousand from the North they fought in four hundred and

fifyy battles,10
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sbout the use of Negro troops was the difficulty Indiana experienced in
£filling the quota of troops reguired of her snd the apprehension of a pos—

sible draft, In November, 1863, Governor Norton consented 40 raise Negro
troops t6 complete Indiema's C]uo‘bno]h The Yew Albany Ledger in January,
186l, anncunced the prcsenée in Camp Fremont in Indianapolis of four hune
dred seventy Wegro soldiers or nearly five full cowpanies and estimated

1
enlistments to average one hundred per weeke

On February 1, 186k, a resolution was introduced into the louse which
advocated "the more extended employment and enlistment of colored porsons™
as a relief to Northern soldiers who were Munacclimated and unused tO mane
ual 1abors" The resolnbion was offered in view of the "“invaluable service!
previously rendercd to the army by free colored men already employed o8
soldiera and laborevs. The resolution also czlled attention to the fact
that such use of colored troons would lessen the number of white men to be
taken from their homes and industrial pursuitses The resolution was adopted
with the support of Republicans Julian and Orth and over the disapproval of

16

Democrats Cravens, REdgerton, Harrington, Holman and Iawa

On February 23, an Indianapolis Journal article quoted a Chlcago
Iribune editorial, "Copperheads Losing Tholr Fangs," which commented on
the significance of the vote on the Comscription bill which it had declared
was more stringent than the conseription bill of 1863, doing away with
classifications, reducing the cause Hr exemptions and enrolling “every
black man in the United States, frec or slave, with the national militia.®

The Tribune obgerved that such action made the Negro a subject of the gove

errment, a citizen, and a man whose uniform conferred upon him the badze

of manhood and who now had the opportunity to prove his title by his muskete
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urstorthy political ends and who wanted to break down barriers actual and

20

ronls

Senabor Henry 5. fane, although a Republican,; was another who regarded
Negro treoops as the inferior of the whites, On Februsry 10, 186&, he exe
pressed his disapproval of the proposed pay raise of three dollars per
month for Negro troops. This raise which would increase their monthly
stipend to thirteen dollarg, was an amount of which Mre Iane judged them
undeserving. He contended that they, unlike white soldiers, had not been
forced to lenve profitable businQSSes behind to be neglected during the
period of their army services, The Negro was fighting for his froedome
Mre. fane felt, too, that the raise would place Negro troops on an equality
with white troops even though, in his opinion, their services were not

worth as much nor were they as good soldiers.

Two weeks later Mr. lane again expressed conservative disapproval of
Negroes carrying the mail. He referred to the fact that he had voted
against such 2 proposal at the previous sesglon of the Senate and was prem
parad to do so againe He maintained that the law in Indianz and in many
obher states which prevented Negroes from testifying in courts where anyone
other than colored persons was involved, would of necessity stand as a Dber
to a Wegro fulfilling his duties as a carrier of the mails, While pro-
claiming his anti~slavery sentiments, Mre Iane proclaimed his opposition
to the views of the radieals in his party and voiced his approval of the
provision made by the railroads of the District of Columbia for accommo=

dating white and colored péssengers separately.22
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On the came day Mre Hendricks aymounced his objection to the same

bill affirming that guch legislation would meet with the disapproval of

the citizens of his staltee He too felb that the law against Negro wit=
nesses testifying was 3 barrier 1O the ¢ £ficient performance of Negroes
carrying the mailse With sarcasm he continued that if a Negro vas ﬁo be
used as a witness, Wwhy not elevate him to the role of juror? He voiced

the foar that the nexb stoP to permitting a Negro in the same cars as a
white man would be forcing him into gocial equality with the white mane
"Nothing," he darkly predicted, nyould endow the Negro with the qualities

which inspired confidence ong white men toward each othere”

A few days later Mre Hendricks again resumed his tirade, in the Sen-=
ate, against Negro equality stating thats wihis is a proposition based
upon the idea thab the Negro 18 the equal in lav, socially and politically
of the white mala. 1 say it ig an unfortunate glipa" He maintained that
uch equality but would not make the
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aboliti . s
1ition of slavery by requiring one~tenth of the voters in the states in

r - . .
ebellion to agree b0 abollitlon pefore being pestored to the Unione. He

d
eclared that such achion could only be of uncertain benefit to the Hegro

ag ¢
such an atbempt t0 change the old landmarks of state and national govern—

ment could only be upheld vy the maintenance-of o standing armye Taws not
sanctioned by public opinion could only be sustained by military forceglhe
asserted, oSuch a force would also pe needed to protect the Negro from the
"eupidity and Jomineering gpirit of the white manl® He proclaimed that

nad always abhorred glavery and was opposed to injuse

while he, personally,
he had always opposed making slavery

tice toward and opprossion of Negroess
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war of abolition and of accusing anyone who uttered a "manly statement"
of boing an abolitionists These individuals, he continued, manifected
mich hatred toward those who were opposed to slavery and who did not lock
upon it as a Msanctified institution.™ These men he described ac "spite-
ful, vindicative and sometimes wanbonly cruel and ferocious toward the
Negro, quick to lead the slave hunter to the escaping slave." It was these
men, said Mr. Dumont, "who had nsver owned a slave or had their fathers
before ‘them," who before emigrating to a free state, had been kept down
from genergtion to generation by a vicious systems They had been condes~
cendingly referred to in the slave ctates as "poor white trash" and were
denied their rights in that they were only zallowed to go through a form of
voting in which they had to vole only for the whiteman in whosc cabin
or on whose plantation they lived. They were umable to express any public
opinion or to participate in public,affairs. Such men, he charged, fel
the Negro the cause of their degradation and therefore their anger fell
upon the Wegro as being the cause of oviles for which he was not to blameo
When these grievances had become SO intolerable that they no longer could
bear them, they put all their goods and chattels "on the back of a poor
old horse or into a rickety wagon" and migrated with their wives and chil-
dren to a free state with hatred of the Negro grounded into thelr immermost
séuls too deep to be eradicated by the small amount of reason at their
commands, These men, having s ettled on free soll and having prospered under
free institutions, ceased to be underlings but continued to hate the Negro
holding fast to “the delusion that holding men in bondage is proof of
respectability." These men continued to be vengeful and were incapable of
drawing a distinction and seeing clearly that it was slavery and not the

Negro that had kept them down, Mr, Dumont charged.
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" He c¢nlled sttention to the fact that his beliefs were not without
precedent in our history, as Zenjamin Franiclin and Thomas Jefferson had
favored the abolition of‘ slavery while John Jay and Alcexander Hamilton had
favored the use of Negro troops; an opinion shered by Andrew Jackson who
had used Negro soldiers in the battle of New Orleans. He cited Cox's Buck-
2yes Abrond which described an eloquent sermon in Iatin delivered at the
Pope's Court in the Sistene Chapel by an Abyssinian. He declared that 2
5ad commentary on American prejudice was the liberality of the Catholic

Church of Rome in barring no man from the priesthood, black or whitee

Rapresentative Dumont concluded by saying that he was not pleading
for social equality for the Negro nor for an admixture of the races but
wag abbempting to show that men freed from "the slavish shackles of party
and guided by the better impulses" of their nature could speak kindly of
all men, the Negro included, and could believe that "we are all childven

of a common Eather,“aé

A speech generally criticsl of administration policies was the speech
of Democratic Representative Harrington before the House onAMarch 26, 186k,
in which he declared that he was of the opinion that the administration
had no intention of restoring the Union, and that its principal object
was the slave, and that the "mal-administration of the government had
changed a legitimate war into an insane crusade having for its object the
remodeling of the mental, moral, social and physical condition of thres or
four million African slaves.," He further accused the President of proe
longing the war ond destroying the mcch valuable rights of a loyal people
to' the end of abolishing slavery. He condemned the action which had placed

the Negro slave in the field as a soldier. He denied that the election of
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1863 had endorsed the President's policy of emgncipation. He declared
that the order for the use of the Negro soldier hnd merely opened a "Safe‘ !
mode of ascape and transportation to some quiet nock where the orgies of
ébolitionism might confer a new order of knighthood on the sable trans— |
cendental hero," He predicted the Negro wonld turn the ams, pub into his
hands, sgainst the people and that the efforts to equalize the Negro and
4o depress the whites would be futile, He denounced those who dpPOS@d
colonization of the emancipated Negroe The continued proximity of the
races, he felt, would result in the slave's insolence toward his forpor
mster while the white man, on his part, would be unablo te forgoet that
the Negro hnd besn his slave and inferiore MNor would the white man fall
to f£ind a source of annoyance im the sudden legal and political equality
of the races. This would fester a feeling of jealousy and hatred for the
inferior, he prophesied, The Negro's struggle for a practical equality
would be resisted and would bring about the contempt and anger of his
"superiore" The process of civilizing the Negro was sure to be slow, he
thought, as he could not be raised by the workings of his own will, bub
only by his contacts with his superior. Removed from the influenco of
his white superiors, the Negro, "a child of indolence," would revert to
barbarism, he thought., "We cannot remodel mankind by legislation," he

27

concludede

On December 1, 1863, Representative George W, Julian introduced a
resolution thot the House Committee on Judiciary be instructed to report
a bill to repeal the third and fourth sections.of an aet "regpecting fugi~
tives from justice and persons escaping from the service of masters® which

had been approved on February 12, 1793, and an act to amend and supplomentary
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to the aforecaid act approved on September 18, 1850 The bill, after
much debate and amendment, was finally passed on June 1y, 186h, with Indie
ana Representatives Julian and Orth sncluded among the "yeas™ while Demo=

crats Cravens, Edgerton, Harrington, Taw and McDowell voted "nayl." Dumont

. 2
and Voorhees were among those not robinge

'On April 19, 186k, Mre Hendricks rose in the Semate to oxpress his
oppogsition to the repeal of the Fugitive Slave Acte He based his cbjection
to such action on the fact that every department of government had conceded
the legality of the law, in some form, for securing the return of the slave
t0 his master upon proper claim. In Indiana the 1850 Constitution upheld
ite Until such time then as the joint resolutiony, which the Senate had
Just passed, for an amendment to the Constitution sbolishing slavery, had
been pagssed by the House and been approved by a sufficient number of the
state legislatures, there would be no propriety for repealing the act, he

30
declared,

The Indianapolis Journal of April 21 was critical of Senate action
during the couvrse of debate on this nmeasurce They censured the action of
Senator Sherman 6f Chio in moving for an amendment of the 1793 act and
declured that "the people want no half way action in this matter but de-
manded total abolition of all laws that would make them slave catcherse"

The article added that this was an inbpportune time for such a congider=
ation since the abolition of slavery was being considered. It exclaimed
in conclusion, "Out upon such legislation! Iet us have a froe country!“3l

On June 23, 186li, Senator Lane of Indiana voted in favor of the repeal
of the Fugitive Slave law while Semator Hendricks, although having previously

expressed his disapprovaly was absenh.32
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On June 21, 186, Hr. Hendricks shavply criticized the amount of time
spent by the 3Senpte on considerations dealing with the Negro. He charged
that for somo months scarcel§ a bill had been considered at all "that did
not have scme connection with the colored racea" He acidly remarked that
if the Republicans would stand "the exclusion of every other business for
the consideration of that which relates to the colorsd people, I think I
can try and endurs.® He concluded that it was his opinion that there were
subjects more gratifying to his tastes, subjocts more important to the

33

machinery of government and to the benefit of the army.

Representative James Cravens also expressed the typleally Democratic
view of adminisbtration policy. He rcproached the Federanl govermment for
not adhering to the policy it had anﬁounced at the beginning of the war
when it had declared its intention to put down the armed rebellion and to
restore the Union under the Constitution leaving all the stantes in full
possession of their constitution§1 rightsse He regretfully recalled that
the President had earlier resisted those who had wmnted the Emancipation
Proclamation snd had removed generals who had attempted to liberate slaves
in "contravention of his avowod war policye" He recalled the appeal te
ignore party prejudices. If such restoration was really the goal of the
administration, why, he demanded, wos far morc importance given "to the
interest of the African race than to the interest of the white race?" He
accused the administration of constantly having before the Congress scne
legislation pertaining to the Negro. Mr, Cravens also referred to the
ejection of the Negro officer from a Washington strect car which had oce
casioned so much debate in the Senate and censured Senator Grimes for

declaring that it was a greater disgrace for the Negro to be put out of
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the cars bthan it would have been to have done bthe same by Semator Hendricksa
Seathingly Mr, Craovens enumerated and denounced each of the bills laid bee !
fore the Congress which dealt with the Negro. He deplored the laudatory
remarks delivered by his colleague from Pennsylvania, lire Kelly, who had
eulogized the denth of a Negre friend. Ilre Cravens proclaimed himself as
being Msick and tired of tiis constant agitation of the Negro subjecte

"The agitalion of that question," he declared, Mis the Pandora’s box from
which has come only evile" He said that he had yet to learn of one sub-
gtantial advghtage or benefit which had been conferred on the Negroes "uho
had been taken from happy homes and sent to wander as vagabonds and ot
casts to die of starvation or to huddle like sheep in contraband campsy

there to be fed at public expense from the sweat and toil of white peoplce”

He also questioned the wisdom of some proposals made for the disposie-
tion of the freed Negroes and declared that the pzople of the Norhh would
not receive them as their equals politically or socially, cven Hhouzh he
charged that the doctrine of miscegemation was beginning to be popular

with the sbolitionistse

"The Negrog" he prophesied, "would be in a short time reduced to the
position of a vassal, a serf, or peon." He concluded that his chiefl desire
was to see the Union restored to such principles as the Sonth would be

] > »$ A . * > - 31
satisfied with if such a thing was posgibles

Mr, Craven's Democratic colleague, John ILaw, also expressed higs doubt
that any conciliation was possible as it was his considered opinion that
his Republican colleagues would not receive the seceded states, even if

they offered to come back, unless they agreed to accept the zbolition of
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Mra Julian asserted that he did not find it strange that Uhe rchels
of the South should defy humanity in their treatment of Negroes but could
not understand the attitude of those of the North who opposed the measure
on which he rose to speake He excluinmed that he could not see why they
should be wmilling to permit Negre soldiers to have a homestasd of their
oun, men who had enlisted in the services of their country and who werc
sharing the perils and hardships of war and helping with their valor to
achieve vietories. These same Negro soldiers had covered thenselves with
glory under General Grant, he declared, "Why should they not then," be
demanded, “have a homestead at the end of the war, in the land of thelr
oppressors" who had enslaved their réce for more than two bundred yoars?
Mr, Julian proceeded to suggest that homesteads of cight to forty 3Gres‘
shonld be carved from land confisecated from rebels, The freedman would
thus be able to enjoy an equality of rights in the ownership of land in

the rebellious atatese

Mr, Julian's speech referred to a bill which he had introduced in the
House in February, 186L, a bill designed "to secure to persons in military
and naval service homesteads in confiscated and forfeited estates within

insurrectionary districts, This bill was referred to the Committee on

Public Tands 036

In the came speech Rpresentative Julian chose to give his answer 10
those who accused Republicans of abolitionist sentiments of wanting Negro
equality. He declared that he believed that the Negro would work oubt that
problem for himself under the new dispensation which the military and

legislative power of the goverrment had inaugurated. He s3id that he
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believed in doing justice to the Negro in guarding his rights and in giving
him fair play in fighting his own battles leaving his socizl position to
be determined by his own conduct and the conditions of life in which he

2
might bo placede

Mv, Julian nort touched on the mahter of Negro suffrage. He declared
hinself as being in favor of ieaving the matter of suffrage to the "rebape
tized" gtates to deal with on just principle. He recalled that the state
of North Carolina had oncc allowed Hegroes to vote, and that several of
the slave states and nzarly all of the noneslave holding states had per=

mitted colored men to vote upon the guestion of accepting the Constitutions

Then with barbed sarcasm Mr, Julian attacked his colleague from

Kentucky, Mre Mallory, thuss:

"As respects the question of Negro equality, let me say to the gentle=

mn that I do not think he ought to press it, considering hi§ relation to
his brethren in the South. I think the subject is a somewhat delicate one
for Democratic gontlemen to deal withe" Uhen Mre Mallory demanded an exs=
planation of this remark, Mr, Julian continued, "We who are kmown as Repubm
licans and unconditional Union men sometimes associate with Negroes. They
live among us and of course we have dealings with them. But no such intie
mate relatiom exist between them and us as we find existing between them
and the Democrats of the Socuthe Continually, habitually, and as a reanlt
of a well recognized law of social order, the slave mothers and slave
masters of the South are brought to a lewvel of social equali£y in its most
loathesome form, In’some of the rebel states I believe the numbor of

mulattoes is nearly equal to the number of Democratic voters, In the state
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of Mississippi, if I am not mistakon, vherever you find an orthodny modern

Penograt, you will find a mulatto not very far offs The gentleman cannot
deny this, unless he can show that these mulattoes sprouted up from the
501l or were rained down from the clouds or reported thair presence through
some obther miracle. This soclal equality between Negro women and Angloe
Saxon Democrats is the notural consequence and e cogsary fruit of the insbi-~
tution which has proved itself to be the mother of treason and of all lesser
cbominationsas® Mr, Julian's wetort to Mre Mallory's statement that one~
gixth of the colored peopulation of the North had white blood in thelr veins,
while only one~ninth of the slave population had white blocd, was that he
had not examined the census but believed that the figure might well be true
for he believed that mulnttoes more generally moved into the Northern
states than those of darker colore "The gentleman," he continued, "is not
at all relicved however by the white blood in the veins of these MNegroes

in the North, for they have migrated from the South bringing with them pzr-
haps the bleod of the gentleman from Kentueky or obher distinguished leaders
of his porty." In consequence of these remarks, Mr, Julian uas accused by

Hr. Mallory of violating the rules of good breeding.

Mr, Julian continued his speech with a defense of the confiscation of
lands for the use of freedmen which he declared was necessary to prevent
"the establishment of a remorseless system of serfdom over the blacksae"
"Land monopoly is slavery in disguises" "If you seize these lands," he
insisted, "and allot them in omall homesteads, you destroy this monopoly
and establish liberty and equality on the ruins of a system which has
repined in this war." The question of land monopoly involves the whole

problem of reconstructiones If not decided wisely, whot will the President!s
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Proclamation be worth?" he demanded, "Of what avail would be an ach of
Congress abolishing slavery oFf an amendment to the Constitution foraver
forbidding it if the old agricultural basis for aristocratic power shall

38

remain®" he queriede

The question of abolition and the Thirteenth tmendnent wag another
subject for heated debabe 29 the first session of the Thirtywoighth
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before the oubtbresk of war, it was certainly irreconcilable after." It
concluded that the constitutioml amendment was theonly valid way of making
a "universal and permanent end of S’]..%_’.V@I:Ve" Tt urged the Democraﬁ:ic party
%o take this occasion to abandon the ingtitution of slavery for which it
had already "suffered so toerribly an.d unavailingly" and further advocated

the concurrence of both parties in the amendment so that it might be rotidm

. L2
fied "with one accord by all loyal states and loyal men of the Tande""

On March 28 Representative Stevens offered a rosolution of House and
Senate that "slavery and involuntary servitude except for punishment of
erimes whereof the party shall have been duly convicted be forever prom
hibited in the United States and its territories." Although Mr, Holman

I3

moved to table this, it was passedn"’

On June 1k in the ensuing debate in the House Congressman W.5. Holman
expressed doubt that the times were propitious for considering an amend-
ment to the Constitution. He felt that it was not a time to waaken the
public mind, already in a state of revolution, or to challenge '"“bhe
authority of established principles by invention ang change.! He asserhed
that the bitter experiences of three and one=half years of uninterrupted
nisfortune should have taught the Republican party that thoir judgment was
not infallible. The Act of Confiscation, the Fmancipation Proclamation
had served, in his opinion, only to unite a divideg South and to divide
the public opinion of the North. The arming of the Negro as a soldier and

every other measure of the administration had been mistakes, The amendmen®

of the Constitution wonld simply render it hostile to the institutions of

the South and would fail to restore the Union, he ¢2elared, He termed such
. . ymed S
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acbion M suicidal aett ond a "mere party‘measure" which would jnvade the
domestic policy of the states which had been guaranteed them by the Conw
stitutions Declaring nimself neither #yym advocate for nor an apologist of
slavery," he asserted that he would not have slavery myeigh a feather
agninst the progress of our arms et He charged that the amendment conferred

Y,
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lire Zdgerton continued his speech with the question, "What matters it
that the white man of the South perhaps born to afflusnce, educated should
be drviven from inheritsnce, become homeless wanderers and mendicants so
long as the Negro without intelligence, without education, without capacity
for selfwgoverument can be installed am owner of the soil from which his
master and protector have been drivenes" In conclusion Mr. Edgerton exe—
claimed, "Better sir, for our counitry, betler for men, that Negro slavery
exiet a thousand years than that American white men lose their constitue
tloral liberty in the extinction of the constitutional sovereipgnty of the
foderal states of the union. If the shates wherein slavery ztill lives a
manzled, blseding, prostrate form, see fit to give it the final blow thab

‘ . he
shall make it a thing of the past, let them do it in their own time and waye"

The second session of the Thirtye-cighth Congress continued the debnte

on the proposed Thirteenth Amendment and the problems of reconstructione

The radical Republican viewpoint of the amondment was expressed by
Godlove Orth who said, "In my humble opinion, we cannot hope for complete
suecess until slavery, the universally acknowledged csuse of rebellion
shall be cxtinguishedo" He contimued, "slavery is dying; it raised its
artr to destroy this govermment and the American people have decreed that
it is unfit to livese.obut while we are witnessing its death agony, lot ug
take care to provide by amendment of the Constitution that under no circume
stances hereafter shall slavery exist in any of these states," Mr, Orth
felt that the effect of such an amendment would be a practieal application
of the selfwevident truth that all men are created equal and are endowed

by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are life,
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liberlty and the pursuit of bappiness., The submission of the amendment to
the pecple for ratificstion simply provided themvith the opportunity to
ratify or reject ite "Is slavery then too sacred to be subjected to the
ordeal and judgment of our people?" he demanded. He maintained that the
institution of slavery was a systen of fraud, of injustice, of crime and
tyranny, which trampled on every moral precept, sebting at defiance every
divine law, and destroying every natural right of mane "It had debased
the social circle, polluted the sanctuary, defiled the judicial ermine and

corrupted every department of the govermment," he declared.

Mro Orth charged that for eighty years slavery had been the "deadly
enemy of republican institutions, crippling the power of an otherwise free
people, muzzlimg free speech ond free press, poiscning public opiniong
mﬂﬁngtba&mrﬂmnnmm‘@.M3MnguwmmimmmgtmamwﬂmsoftM;mwm%"
robbing the American people of their rights under the Constitution; and
ruthlesnly trampling upon every principle of the Declaration of Indepen~
dences" He marvelled that there should be anyone within the walls of
Congrass who would hesitate to strike this last blow which would extere

minote slavery forevers

Mr, Voorhees, Democratic Representative from Indiana, in speaking to
tha ?ouse on the same subject declared that it was his opinion that the
enactment of the proposed amendment was not linked in any way with the
existence of slaverye. He expressed disapproval of the President!s announce-
ment that no proposition of peace would be entertained until slavery was
destroyed, by which action he committed "the blood and treasure or the
country to the overthrow of the institution of slavery,.m

He darkly cone
jectured that should the rebellion become a success and southern
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independence cmerge from the desolation of war, slavery would be beyond

the rosch of the Union and the Constitution would have %o be amended %o
apply to a foreign powere Continuing in a more cptimistic toney, he pra-
diched the relinquishment of slavery by aetion of the South itself. The
fact that.General Teo was asking for Negro troops %o recrult his diminished
armies was indicative, he thought, of the "consequent and inevitable abole
ition of slavery.® Mr. Voorhees declared that he would not gstop to question
whebhor it was worth the torrible sacrifice required to secure the "doublte
ful blessing" of freedom for four million Negroes, He predictad that other
vital lssves would grow out of the destruction of slzvery which would
divide the country in the futuree He further predicted that the Republicsns
would seek to enfranchise the liberated Negro, to make him a voter, juror,
and a future office holder, a thing which had already been done in many

stntes,

He concluded that if such an amendment could "divest the citizens of
the Southern states of the rights of holding private property guaranteed
by the Constitution, the same authority cculd be exercised to destroy other

rights by similar usurpations of powers"

Democratic Representative James Cravens also rose to challenge the
acceptance of the Thirteenth Amendmente. He declared thot he wished to
correct the impression given by his Republican colleagues that all thoso
voting against the amendment were influenced t0 do so by a desire to “pro-
tect and perpetunte" the institution of slavery. He declared that no such
desire would influence his vote but that he would vote against the amend-

ment because, in his opinion, it was not the proper time to make any
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fundamental changes in the law. He also asserted that he believed that
the passage of the amendment would mltiply rather than diminish troubles
upon the subject, This would Le true, he believed, because the deportation
of the slaves would be prevented by the abolitionists and they must either
remnin where they were or be diffused throughcut the free states, a move
which would no doubt be opposed by those states. The adoption of the
amendment would impose upon the govermaent the moral obligation to provide
for the support of those who otherwise would become "mendicants or wander
ing outcastse® Mr. Cravens asserted that he for one had no desire to
assume such "fearful responsibilities.” Ih was his view that slavery uas
dying and in view of the surrounding circumstances it would be wiser to
lenve the question where the Constitution had loft it to be dealth with by
the states,

He concluded that the bime and events were rapidly doing their work
in the minds of the Southern pecple and therefores rendered unnacessary bhe
immediate forced abolition of slavery which wculd involve n destruction or

even a weakening of the federal system of govax‘nmentah8

The Daily Jonrnal of February 2, 1865, comnented that the big struggle

in Congress over the antie-slavery amendment had ended with its adoption
with a twowthirds vote of each house and nmow the measure would go to bhe
states to be ratified by a vote of three-fourths of them, It observed
that every state in rebellion would have to abolish slavery before being
readmitted to the Union, The article recorded Republicans Colfax, Dumont.,
Julian and Orth as voting in favor of the measure while Democrats Edgerton,
Law, Cravens, Harrington and Holman voted against its Democrats MeDowell

Lo
and Veorhees were absentoe
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On Februayy 7, 1865, the two Houses of Congress mct jointly to con~
glder the Frooident's State of the Union message. One of those who rose
%0 spesk on this oceasion was George We Julisns He declared thot in the
begimming the govermnment had not recognized the war as a war of ideas, a
conflict between two forms of civilization each wreotling for the mastery
of the country nor had it been willing to acknowledge slavery as the cause
of the war. Thus followed the revocation of the Emancipation Proclamstion
in Missourl and Cenersl Halleck®s "Order number 3" wbich remained in force
wore than o year turning awny countless scores of contrabsuds who come inlo
tho Union lines offering information and labor. Mra Julian struck at the
Presidentts former preoccupation with "chimerieal projects for the colonie
sation of Negroes coupled with the policy of gradual and compensatbed eman-
cipation which would take place sane bime before the year 1000 if the slave
holders should be willinge" Ie nsserted that the government's purpose to
crush slavery and spare the rebellion was found to be "utterly swicidal® to
the Unlon cause. By wiping out the code of natioml slave laus, acknowle
edging the manhood of th: Negro and recognizing slavery as the enomy of
peace, Tongress had emphatically revoked the policy which hag sought Lo
ignore alavery and to shield it from the destruction of 5 way instigated
by itcelfs At the same time he declared it had opened the way for further
inevitable measures of justice which werc Iorerummers of cemplete emancie-
pation of the Negro from the dominion of Anglo~3axon prejudices. & founda=-
tion was laid for the repeal of all spocial legislation intended for the
freedmants iInjury, and the way paved for his enjoyment of equal rights with
the white man as a citizen as well as a soldier, exultod Mp, Juliane Even

the President, after giving the situstion sobor thought, hag gradually
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gystem, onc which invaded state sovereignty and ignored the rights of
stantes, He denied that either he or his party, the Democratic party, had
ever been a party in the interests of slavery and maintained that their
opposition to antimslavery legislation by the Federal government had been
basad upon the desire not to ertend or perpetuate slavery bub to subordine

ate the issue in the offort to preserve the Union and the Constitution.

lir. sdgerton then bitborly attacked the Reconstruction bill waich he
said proposed to disregard all laws and usages of the state in favor of

slavery and to exbend to whites and Hegroes criminal laws of the state and

qualifications as jurorse. Further, it proposed to confimm to all persons

s

and their posterity in all states and parts of states, covered by the Eman~
eipation Proclamation the extension of the writ of habeas corpus by United
States courts to discharge such persons vhen held as slaves and making it
a crime bo attempt to enslave any person thng declared free. This offense
would be punishable by fine and imprisonments It was to be considered a
high crime for a slave holder to hold slaves, The bill also provided dise
franchisement as citizens of the Unibed States of all military persomnel
from colonel up and civil officers of the Confederacy. In the formation
of new state constitutions and governments and in the election of delogates
suffrage was to be extended to Negroes who could read the Constitution of
the United States. In view of these provisioms, Mr. Edgerton commented
that it was clear to him that the two cardinal ideas of the party in power,

4
the Republicans, were Negro suffrage and Hegro equalitya)z

Another controversial measurc considered by the Thirty-cighth Congress

was the proposal to establish a Freedmen's Bureau. This measure met with
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much ooposition, especinlly from the representatives of the Democracye

2
Democratic newspapzrs were also filled with critical comments The New
Albany L&d?en quoted an editorial from the Boston Post which sarcastically
condermed Senstor Summer's efforts in behalf of the Bureau. The editorial
declared th-+ Mr. Summer wished to be a ploneer in all thinzs relating to
8)avery and would if he succeeded in processing the establishing of a
Freedmen's Bureau, Msecurs a numbder of hungry officials to eat up our subm
stance and new sycophanﬁs to fawn that thrift may follow." Thus, predicted
the editorial, the country would be wenkencd, radicalism elovated, and the
country depressed by a still greater burden of taxation.® The article
exclaimed in conclusion that already the army of officials was unpreced=

ently great and the present corruption alarminge

On June 28, 186l, House Bill No. 51 to establish a Bureau of Freedmen
passed the Senate with Senator Iane voting for its paSSage%h Sengtor Hene
dricks opposed having previously offered an amendnment which was not ace
cepteds The Hendricks amendment would have placed the Bureau undexr the
Department of Interior instead the Department of the Treasury. He com=
nented in offering his amendment that he was not in favor of the bill but

thought it could be improved with hic amendment as the Eureau contemplated

ot
supervision over a class of people of the countrya’”

On December 20, 186l, the megular business of the House was the con=
gideration of House Bill 51 with its Senate amendments. The bill now prow-
posed the sppointment of commissioners to have authority under the direction
of the Secretary of the Treasury to create departments of freedmen within
rebel states not to exceed two within a state. The commissioners were to

have general superintendency of freedmen tirroughout special departments to
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1aw and pro=

He as
free under the

Bureau, believing &
alsOy if necessarys giving then the

ebel mas ters

tected in the courbse
he loyal glaves vote their T

right of suffrage and letting &
the geceded statese He geclared that he was firmly
nship and pupilag® and overship over the

down in reconstruoting

opposed t0 2 systen of guardia

freedmeno
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Mre. Lane's final objection to the report on the bill was bthat it made

hite refugees or for the fifteen to twenty'thousand

Negroes in the pistrict of Columbiae He concluded by saying that despite
ne could not vote for this proposalosg

no provision for the W

his anti-slavery record,

The Confiscation bill was considered sgnin in the closing days of
the Congress, the particular bill under consideration being House Bill 579,
which provided for the forfeiture of fee of rebel 1andholdings The fore
d the natural life of the said land holderae

feiture was prohibited beyon
The bill was passed with Republican Congressmen Dumont and Orth voting
Byeq ot Democrats Cravenss Tdgertony Holmany Iaw and Voorhees voted "“nay"

d Julian were r eported as not voting059

while Representatives Harrington an

the problems of ‘the Negro on which this

The last bill dealing with

the Disqualifications of Color, Senate Bill 62,

Congress took action was
£ Indiana Republicans and over the negative

d with suppqrt o

This pill ¥

which was pasSe
emoved restrictions against colored

votes of Indiana Democratse
persons carrying the mails and the-exclusion of witnesges because of colore
At the same gegsion a regolution to remove the "odious discrimination®
dhich required colored meny leaving Was hington and going North, bo carry
Representatives Gravens and Voorhees, as could be

olution while

Holman, law and JcDowell and Republicans Julian and
reviously voted in support of this b111.61

a pass was passede
not voting were Denmocrats

expectedy voted against the res

Edgerton, Horringtons

DUmont.éo Senator Iane had P



CONCLUSION

In considering the foregoing speeches of Indiana senators and repre~
ed at tbe conservative tone of

sentatives one needs to be 1ittle surpris

glavery and the Negro questione Their utter-

nost of them with regardrto
£ the thinking of th

antecedents, having migrated to

ances were a reflection O e large majority of Indiana

citizens many of whom wexre of Southern
Tndiana from slave holding states. This was particularly true of those

persong 1iving on the Ohio River on the Kentucky border. JLb was these
wyelfare and prosperity were more closely

individuals who felt that their
tied to that of the agrarian south than thab of the spdustrial Northe
Steeped in the prejudices of thelr Southern heritage it wa® people of such
tradition who had, in the early nistory of the state, enacted legislation
for the indenture of servants whose gervices were merely 1egalized glaverye
These were the sai€ people whose state legislabors in 1851 had excluded
Negroes and mulatitoes from the state and who yoiced constant feals that
v to free white laboTe Clinging to thelir

free Negroes might become a threa
traditional belief iﬁ Negro inferiOrity, they sdvocated non»interfergnce
with slavery and denied the Negro in the gtate the right of suffrages the
right to serve a5 a witness in court or to serve 1B the state militia, bo
i persons OF to enjoy the advantages of public
schoolinge The Negro was xept fully auare of hig position as a social

inferiors

We have seen that, guring the war years, there was bitter opposition
to Negro troops and an increasing fear of imminent Negro immigration into

At bhis time it was apparen

t that only the more radical

the States
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Republicans such as George We Julian were willing to admit that slavery
was the cause of the war. Most Hoosiers were anxious to avaid the subje ¢t
of slavery lest their border state neighbors might be of fended and break

off their Union allegiance. The Republican policy became one then of eon=

promise and appeasement, a thing reflected in conservative administration

policies in the early war years. The effort to form a Union party by an

appeal to non-partisanship was another outgrowth of this same attitudee

In the Thirty-ceventh Congress there were eight Republicans and s1x
Democrats. Not all were born in Indiana. Senators Bright, Denocrat, and
Wright, Unionist, claimed New York and Pennsylvania respectively as the
states of their birth while Republican Representatives Colfax, Mitchell
and White and Democrat Iaw were also easterners by birth, Only Republican
Senator Iane and Republican Representative Shanks were natives of slave
states and in this instance we have seen that the former was a congervative
while the latter was extremely liberal in his thinking on the Negro questione
Conservative Democratic Senator Turpie was a produet of Ohio as was Demo-=
crat extremist David Voorhees, All others represented in this Congress

were natives of Indianao

Senator Bright!'s residence in Kentucky and Southern Indiana was
possibly an infl uence on his attitude on the slavery question. Senator
Wricht's conservatism cannot be easily explained, as he was a resident of
Rockville, Indiana, in the western part of the state. Senator Turpie up-
held the beliefs of the Democratic party but was less vehement than some

of his colleaguese
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eral and 2 probable reflectian

g were more 1ib

Republicans whoS€ view
of their Constituents' views in Northern Indiana communities where less
prejudice existeds were Representative Colfax from South Bend, Mitchell

n from tlayne communitys and White

from Kendallvilles Julid Gounty, a QuakeT

conserVatis n RepresentatiVGs Durn and

from Iafayotte. The n of Republica
Porter was no deubt spepired BY gheir desire to express sentiments of

their constituents 4n the Southern

Tndiana communities of HanoveT and

Lowrenceburg respective1Ya Representativcs Cravens, Holmans and Law were
men of their Southern Indiana communitiese

also representative spoked
ed the rerre Ha 4 was noted for his

Voorhees represent ute gistrict bu

intense race prejudicee

The Thirtyneighth congress Tndiana delegation was made up of eight
five Republicans, he only mnew Republican representativeg

Democrats and
views which were consistent

Godlove So orth, ¢an be gaid to have held
with the casbern origin of one worn in Pennsy1Vania. On the other hand,
jve Harrington did not reflect amy in~=

sprbh places of Ohio and New York as both

resentat

Senstor Hendricks and Rep

fluences of thelr pespective b

were hostile b
Although a product of

Epenezel Dumonb jg an N
5 gomewhat 13beral in his viewSe

Vevay, in Indianas he wa®
hose pirthplace and Mard.on,

cpowell is
n the Negro question.

Representative M

1dency canno® '
s aus Were completely consis~

ervgﬁism o)

Indiana, ¥es
On the other hands RePresentat .4 Vince ;
his Vincennes pirthplacee

tent with those of the
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We have s ;
ave seen bhat there were marked differenc
es withi .
Party, ranging from the cautious congervat in the Hepublican
“ * rvatism of Se
4 nators lane Wi
and Representati _ , and Wright
d ~tives White, Dunn and Porter, to the liberalism of R
tatives St allsm ol fLepresens
1nks 3
ts, Colfax and Juliane Among the Democrats, Repr 4
» Representatives

Holman ¢ s .
an and Iaw might be anid to have been less vehement on the I
E 1e Hegro

ques ti. Umepheas or O
i on than Voorhees or Cravens, although they too followed th "
e party

1ine Py

The fortunes of wal exerted 2 powerful influeonce in bringing a modi
% & OQLe=

fication in the congervatism of some Republicans. An excellent exampl
: ) s xample

of such a change was Senator Lane who finally laid aside his conserv B
£ atlsm

to support such,administration measures as the abolition of slavery in the
District of Columbia, the Fmancipation Proclamation, and the establishment
of a Freedmen's Bureau. Another example is Representative Dunn, who ree~
treated from his conservative stand, as the events of 1862 showed the need
to advocate confiscation and the en-

and who began

for extreme measures,
e other hand, Democrats

1ike Hendricks and

1istment of lNegro troopss On th
Voorhees did not retreat from their estaplished positionse
The disapproval of Tndiana voters of the adninistration's increasing
ent by their actions at the

on the glavery issue was made appar

ion of 1862 whic
e that the avera
ht be changed by t

or compelitore The dire

emphasis
h vanquished many Republican political

olls in the elact
COnNem

p
ge citizen was greatly

This gave evidenc
£ the Negro mig

aspirants.
he war and that

coerned that the status ©
on the white man as an equal

aniel Voor

n would be HegT

he might be thrust up
predictions of spokesmen such as D hees who predicted that the
sult of Hegro emancipatio o equalitys racial

inevitable ¥°
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amalgamation, and the eventual degradation of the white race, fell on

receptive ears, The intense race prejudice of mosd Indisna cltizens

triumphed and consequently the effort av Unionism failleds
The Thirty-seventh Congress began the work of emancipation but the

Thirty-cighth Congress was to see the beginning of some of the problems

to be tackled during the peried of recongtructions The Republicans could

not know how prophetic were the words of their Democratic colleagues who
predicted many of the unsolved problems which would arise in the settling

of the Negro questioc



CHAPTER I THE STATUS OF THE NEGRO IN INDIANA BFFORE THE CIVTL

lﬁmrq Lou Thornbrough, The Negro in Indiana B
Historical Bureau, 1957, ppa Lleb,

NOTES

WAR
PP 110, ?

Before 1900, Indiam

2Tbida, pe 6.

3J. P
I

Dunn, Indiana, A Redemption from Slavery (New York,
I.l.fflln Cloug 188r)’ pl’ 25200

Houghton

I‘Thornbrough, The Negro in Indisna, pe 9.

o
°Ibide, pe 16,

OTbid., p. 23

"Thid., p. 23,

1bie.,
ITbid.,
O1pig,

11£Eigaa

21pi4.,

PPe 31-4i7,
ppe LB-52,
» Ppe 55~62,
PPe 73~89.
pr. 1, 215,

Wryigq,,

B1pid,,
rpig.,

CHAPTE

lRoger VanBolt, "Hoosiers and the Eternal Agitation 18L8-1850," Indiana

®Tpid.,
3Ibid.,

thid.,

Pe 121,
PDe 151."].600

ppe 161-169,

R TL THE SIAVERY ISSUE IN POTITICS, pp. 11-26,

Magazine of History, XIVIII (number 2), ppe 3L0-341,
Pe 335

Ppe 3U2~3Ll,

pe 3kl

1

o

B



159

5

Ibidhg Pe 31459

6;-13-%«@."’ De 3)-15'0
1itical Recollections of 18L0~1872, (Chicago,
1895) s PPe Bl=h8 o

s X
eorge We Julian, Po
Jensen McClurg and COes

8VanBolt, "Hoosiers and the Eternal Agitation," pe 351,

9,I_gg_q., pPe 351
*Orvia., p. 356
lllhig», ppe 361, 362¢
l?léig-a ppe 363-365.
13

Ibide, pe 368
" Tndiana Magazine of History,

1l .
‘Charles Zimmerman, "The Republican Party,

XIII, ppe 3s 28a

15.
Ibid LX) po 266,
1cs During the Civil War, Indiana

16, .
Kenneth M. Stampp, Indi§§§b§9232~§§
9UTFy Pe °

Historical Bureau, 1

17

Ibide, pe 39
Nomination of Abraham Lincoln for

18 .
Charles Doll, "Indiana's part in the ¢ " ;
gres;degt in 1860," Tndiana Magazine of History, XXV, March 1929,

pPe 1le

9. .
“Tbids, pe 1ls

vty

2
Ostampp, TIndiana Politics, Pe Ji1e

21Ibid., pa llte

—————

Ibida, p. L’.6.
THIRTY~SEVENTH CONGRESS, ppe 27-62.

1S DELEGATION TO THE

22

CHAPTER III INDIANA

Y tampp, Indicna Politics, pe e

%Ibide, pe 72e
—— s of the Indiana Congressional Delo=
al Sketches Sk 222 ===t on T D.C., 1806,

3 Biographical -
Well. Goddard, Bé:g:aThirty.ﬁfﬁgﬁﬂﬁshgress, Washing

gation to
Po 11 ete 8€d¢




Md u"‘ﬁum.‘ PRI P % wer i [+
e P e s a2 LB AT i

10
.I..b.i'..q", Pe lhhn

11
Seeds, Republican Party in Indiana, Pe
1

13 ]
David Turpic, Sketches of My Own Times

15 .
Willard He Smith,

16
Seeds, Republican Party

17
Smith, Schuyler ColfaX; PPe 32
138 -

160

L
Russel M, Seeds, A History of the Republican Party in Indiana
(Indianapolis, The Indianz History Cos, 1899), I, pe 109«

5. |
W.H. Goddard, Biogranhical Sketches, pe 12,

areer of Jesse Do Bright (Indiarapolis,
Ty Publications, 1931), X Noo 3, pe 105.

é
Charles Murphy, Political C
Tndiana Historical Socie

[
EE&Q" pn 116»

8., .
Ibid., pe 123,
_I.é.;i'i” Pn 138Q
Evidence of Bright's treason was furnished in a letter
datecd March 1, 1861, which read:

"Dear Sir:
Allow me to introduce to your acquaintance my friend, Thomas
B, Iincoln, of TexaSe He visits your capital mostly to dispose
of what he regards as a great improvement in fire arms. I
recommend him to your favorable consideration as a gentleman
of first respectability and reliable in every respects

Very truly yours,

/s/ Jesse D. Bright

To His Fxcellency Jefferson Davis
deration of Statesa"

President of the Confe
2L8,

2
Tbide, po 2LCe
(Indianapolis, Bobbs Morrill Coa,

1903), Pe 10 et seqe
168.

Stampp, Indiana PoliticSs Pe

Schuyler Colfax, the
Historical Bureau,

Changing Fertunes of a Political
19 9, pn 190

Tdol, Indiana
in Indiana, Pe 337,

ﬁBha

Ibido, Pe 1530

19
. Ibido, po ShC

20
Ibide, PPe 160s 179, 181.



161

2
91\;[-—12.%(}..93 pﬂ 1980
22

29-:-14-@-”8 De zoho

23

St. Joseph Velley Register,
August 7, 1865,
d Shanks in an e
"Tndiana starhs with the right policys: those patriotic and shboutes
hoarted men, Colfax and Shanks, have been renominated. We rejoice
in this. Colfax wields 2 power no less than anyone in the American

Congresse!
oir, (Hoicherbocker Press,

william McKee Dumn, 2 Mom

March 31, 186k,

also exprassed approval of

The Daily Journal,
ditorial which commented:

Representatives Colfax an

2L
Wesley William Woollen
G.P. Putnam Sons) pe 1h7e

on_
M"s Do 1500

26

5 Mu PP 2179 50.

7 »
Julian, Political Recollectionss PPe b2, 213

28
Woollen, William McKee Dunn, Pe 5he
9
-I-p.é'.g_” De 560
of Indiam (Indianapolisy Sele

3
T)lustrated History

0
W.S.e Hayuwood, An
Morrow and Coss 1879)9 Pe 7020

31
Punn, A Redemption from Slavery, Pe L7
of Representatives, February 19,

32

Albert G, Porter, Speech in the House oL v y
1861 (washington, 1'.Ca, Polk Printers 7661) Indiana State Library
Pamphlet, et Sede

33
of the Eminent

of Indiana, A Biograghical _@;(.3_@35[‘ ‘the Dmi
“Hen of thé Siate of indlama Cincinnati, Ohioy
Soal Publishing COes 0)

M': Pe s

L

Representative Men
and oelf HMade
Wostern Biograph

35
36

Ibide, pe 59
Ibido, Pe 590

37
Ibide, pe 59
jographical Slketches, pe 2le

38
Goddard, Biograp

39 ] 13
Julian, Political Recollections, ps 4%

o



T

162

Lo
Ibid., pe 122

h
11?3:2‘9 Ps 181

2. .
Jull’ang Political Recollections, Pe 219

L3
Tndiana True Republican, January 2, 1862,
2l3 e

W, .
Julian, Political _Iggcollectiqr_b‘_‘_, Pe

LS

IJ.?.?.'L.Q», Pe 2L3.
officers of Indiana University

héB
urton Dorr Myers (ed.) Irusteos and
Thdiana University Press, 1951), pe 161

1820-1850 (Bloomington,
of the American Congress 2 1;.771;-19!;9 (Washingbon,
1950)

h?Bu
Biographical Directory 0% =22
DeCay Ueds Giovernment Printing Office,

hBSt
ampp, Indians PoliticS, Pe 56,

Lo .
Ibide, pe 210, as quoted from the Allen Hamilton MeS oS s
au (Oxford, Ohlo, Mississippi

50
Tsrael George Blake, The Holmans of Veraest:
Valley Press, 19[3), Do >7¢

Sl .
Ybid., pe 101,
520. ,

Stampp, Indiana Politicg, Pe
Cazette, Februaly 18,

161 le

1863

53
The Daily Evening
in the Indiana polis g_g_u_xgg_l- entitled "Mrs Voorhees
of the violence of Mre Yoor=

5h
% revealing account
and His Muscle" furnishes the proof
The article recounts that Voorhees, while eating in

heest tempore

a Washington restaurant, overheard Senator Chandler, at a nearby

table, digcussing politics in general and "Coppo:.:'heads" in particue

lap, Mr. VoorheoS, thinking that he had heard his name menti onedy

jumped to his feet and rushed t0 the Senator's table to challenge

him to combat. He in hig anger ignored the Senatorts companion,
a Dre Clark, 2 1ady and her two children. The

Senator Chandler gave a good

another gentleman,
first blow was gtruck by VoorheeS, but ¢
getting the worst of it

account of himself and Mre 7 .
when his companion, a Mr, Hanneganly 2 of Indiana, rushed to his
4§ earrying a large pitcher of milk which he brought down on Sone
dlerts heade While Senator Chandler was gtill stunned,
ht down 2 chair on his heade

ing in again,
d the combatantse Spectators ine
oned Mre Voorhees by

nChivalrous Davu] s

al
ator Chan
Mr. Hapnegan rush
At this poin® spectators parte t
sisted that Senator Chandler had not menti
namee Sarcastically the Journal cancluded,

quoted from the Cincinnati

Va lorous Voorhees!"
May 28, 186k, as

Tndiapapolis Deily J ournal,
Gazette's WS hington di gpatche



55
Stampp, Indiana Politicss P° 16ke

56 . .
Ibides Pe 21le
570
harles Denbys Judge John law (Indianapolis, Tndiana Historical Society
Noa 35 Pe 2126

pyblicationss 1897y Vole 2
oorhees with 2 Short:

Speeches ggngniel Ve v a
L8 ard COes 18757—;"5: 5020

58
Charles We Voorhees (Bdn)
Robert Clark

25 opraphical Sketel 3 (Troinmatis

CHaprER IV INDTANA'S DEIEGATION TO THE HT RTY~EIGHTH CONGRESS, ppe 6300e

enclection of

publicans and the B
XXKIV, Noo 1o

Lrinfred 4o Harbinsols nIndiana Re ]
President Tincoln," Tndiana Magazing of HistoXys Vole

March, 1938, Pe 278

2
Tndiemapolis Daily Sentinels ¥a¥ 3, 1862

K S
Tbide, May 3» 18620

ly
Stampp, indiaba politicss Pe

11“00

s

.:.[..b.:_l:é.", Pe 1’-1-5»

61 a4 : .
Tndianapolis Daily sentinels

1862

March 175 1862«

7
Tbid., Mavch 22

&
Stampp, Indiaila politics, Pe 140.

___,—-—-'—“"'

9Ibid e po 185 'y
10 _ ;
Tndianapolis Daill Sentinels april 2h, 2062

oliticss Pe 152

11
Stampp, Indialz P 8,
ervices of Thomas, A

ool S
HM.Skinner Life and public Serv of
3 3 and Writingsd (Indianapolis, Carlin

Hendricks with gelected SpeeC and
Hollenbech, TATG) 3 Do 200

1
BIbid., o ohl.
inels ppril 2s

.
*hIndianapoliS Daily Sentine=

phical gketcheSs P 254
e rovealed
ich in commenting o3

1-I
5Goddard, BiogX
jich

16
The disa roval relt 1 s
comggn in the New Alb ny Daily Lc@ger wg. i
General Morgan's escape from an Ohio penmtentlary e;press?d regreb
5 " pumo not in the army o follovw him again ad

that General

tig views ar in newspaper



164

everybody in that part of the state had had a distinet recollection
that when Ceneral Dumont had chased after Morgan, he was able to
keep about twenty-five miles behind him,

Mew Albany Daily Ledger, March 13, 186l,

17Smithg Schuyler Colfax, pe 57

L.

lgGoddard, Biographical Sketches, po 29.

1 Tbide, pa 294

2rpid,, . 29,

2lﬁepresentatiVG Men of Indiana, Vols I, p. 2le

22Jogeph K, Edgerton, The Relations of the Federal Government to Slavery,
Speech published by Fort Wayne Weekly Times, October 30, 1860,
(Fort Wayne, Dauson's Weekly Times Print, 1861), pe 12,

23 “George S, Cottman, Scrapbook, Indiana State Library, ppe 76=78. Alsc

see Representative Men of Indiana, Vole I, ppe 76-78,

Qlllbida.’ VO].. I’ pﬁ 320

CHAFTER V THE INDIANA DELEGATICN IN THED IHIRTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS ON
SLAVERY AND THE NEGRO, ppe 81&112»

1Congressional Clobe, December 11, 1861, ps 59.

®Ibid., December 11, 1861, p. 33

BIbid., December 11, 1861, pe 51
thid., December 20, 1861, p. 158a

5Indiana True Republican, January 2, 1862,

6Congressional Globe, December 20, 1861, p, 158,

Tbid., June 19, 1862, p, 2769.

“Indiana Truc Republican, Jamary 30, 1862,
9

Holcombe and Skinner, Life and Public Services, pe 456

10Woollen, McKes Dunn, A Memoir, pp. L7, 48, 51,

llConggessional Globe, April 3, 1862, p, 1522,

12rpid., April 21, 1862, ppe 1730, 1731,

13Indianapolis Daily Sentinel, April 22, 1862,




lhgggg,, May T, 18620

15 .
Congressional Globe, April I, 1862, pe 1467

16
Tndianapolis Daily Journal, April 2, 1862,
17 '

Daily Sentinel, April 2, 1862,

Indianapolis
8. .. .
Tndianapolis Daily Journal,

19
Indianapolis Daily Sentinel, April 9, 1862,
fpril 10, 18624

spril ki, 1862

20
Tndiana True Republican,
o7 i Sem———
lindianapolis Daily Journal, May 2, 18624

22 ’
Tbidae, April 30, 1862,
ﬂpx‘il 113 18629 Pe 16}460

23Congressional Globe,
zhzg;g,, April 11, 1862, po 1607,

1862, ppe 1647, 1648

e 16484

May 9, 1862e

2
*Thida, April 11,

fas e

26
Thide, April 11, 1862, pe

2
?Indianapolis Daily Sentinels

28
The South Bend Forum, October L, 18620
sional Globe, May 20, 1862, pe 22324

29

Congres
30, .

Tbide, March 17, 1862, pe 12524

2““‘",
3 Thides April 2k, 1862, ps 1820
BBIbid., July 11, 1862, p¢v3266.1

1862, po 1769

35Indianapolis Daily Jourmal, June 27, 1862.
36 ted Washington; DeCey July 7,

The letter da ¢
with Mr. Portert's plan, although the wri :
tion of the plan among the people of the border

felt that the recep
states was doubtful as they would presume that war upon leaders of
r interests and at the

the rebellion would strike a
institution of slaverye
Tndianapolis Daily Journal, July 11, 18624

Bthid LY} A pril 22,

Pttt

1862, expressed hearty accord
ter who signed himself Ra.M.Ha,

blow at thel



166

3(Congressional Globe, April 23, 1862, ps 1790.

387bid., April 23, 182, p. 1792,

pwsubientuny

39Congressional Globe, May 23, 1862, p. 18h.

hOIndisnapolis Daily Sentinel, May 23, 1862,

hllndiana True Republie, , June 12, 1862,

Leonidast letter endorsing Julisn as a "friend of Freedom™ to
sveceed himself in the next Congress. Also June 19, 1862, a
letter from a Whshington reader commending Julian for being g
credit to his constituents. #Also October 30, 1861, an attack
by the True Republic on the Crawfordsville Journal for listing
Julisn not as a Republican but as an Abolitioniste

thongrcssional Globe, May 23, 1862, pe 151,

IJBIbida, Il'ly 26, 18623 po 271n
Bhypig,, thy 23, 1862, pe 196

hoIndianapolis Daily Journal, July 22, 1862,

h{Ibid.,, July 2L, 1862,

————

hBIndianapoliS Daily Journal, August 7, 1862,

h9Congressiona1 Globe, May-26, 1862, Appendix, ne 237,

5

’OIbid,, December 18, 1862, pa Ll

e .
“lNew &lbany Ledger, January 5, 1863

2
5 Indianapolis Daily Journal, December 19, 1862,

53Indi?mapolis Dai 1y Gazctte, January 3, 1863,
sh

New Albany Ledger, Janwary 5, 1863.

£
5)Conqress:'Lonz;l Globe, February 7, 1863, pe 783s

[

)6New Albany Ledger, February 17, 1863.

57Indianapolis Dally Sentinel, February 26, 1863,

58Congressional Globe, February 25, 1863, pa 1233.

59:[9;@., February 19, 1863, pe 1057,

fowis



167

-~
“Olbiga, Harch 10, 1862, p. 1150.

6123;&0, February 2, 1863, p. 1231,
21414,, Fobruary 18, 1860, pe 1065

63;_‘11:1.33‘,,, Jauary 29, 1863, pre 6334

6’”’_1_97}_@,2 January 29, 1863, pa 600,
5Irzdi-»mpolis Daily Gazette, February 1), 1863

KECHES OF THE TINDIANA DELEGATION IN THE THIRIY-2IGHTH

CHAPTER VI
C()NuRF“" Ol SIAVERY AND THE NEGRO, ppe 113152,

Yoonuressional Globe, January 13, 186k, pe 185

?‘Ibid., February 5, 186k, pe 519

31 ndiangpolis Daily Journal, February 17, 186l
‘Conzressional Globe, January 13, 186l, pe 185,

5 ,
“Ibide, January 28, 186k, pe LOGs
®Tbid., February 23, 1863, pe 783

?:Ibid.., March 5, 186h, p. 127.
Tndianapolis Daily Journal, Februsry 23, 186ke
Ibida, April 7, 186k,

The Journal referred to an editorial :in the Cincinnati Commf‘rc,ml

which told of a letter written by Daniel Voorhecs to deny that he

had visited Governor Seymour of New York to urge him to defy the

Conseription Aet. The Commercial concluded that Voorhees was
government whether guilty of this particular

Bunfit to live in this g
offense or not" and that the Confederacy was the right place for
him unless bis duty to the Confederacy required him to stay where
he could do it the most service. On June 11, 186k, the Daily
Journal quoted an article from the Memphis Appeal to the effect
were of acknowledged benefit to the
"Bvery successful

that the efforts of Voorhee
cause of the Confederacy. IH further declared:
blow we strike is so much bone and muscle to the arm which under
the training of Voorhees, Vallandigham, etcs is preparing to

strike the N ortha"
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h it is a generally accepted foct that there was litile
ks of commissioned officers for legroed,
Negro majore Herbert
International

Coneressional Globe, February 10, 186k, pe 55Lis

Althong
opportunity in the ran
we have bhis mention in the Globe of a
Aptheker in The Hegro in the Civil dar, New Yorks:
Publishers, 1938, De 39, gives an account of the seige of Port
Hudson, Iouisizna, in May, 1863, in which he describes bhe
heroism of a black lieutensnt who mounted the enemies works
three or four times. Oeorge W. Williams, History of the Hegro
Rnce in America from 1619 to 1880, Vole TI, HNew York: GoPe
Putnam’s Sons, 1883, pe 287, An account is given that General
Butler, on the 2hth of August, 1862, appealed to the free
colorad men of New Orleans to take up arms in defense of the

For the one thousand negroecs who enlisted a regiment

rs were colored and
raised and

Unione
was orgarized for which all the Line office
the staff officers white. Another regiment was
officered like the first with only two white men in it; while
the third was officered without regard to nationality. Williams
i in the battle of Porl Hudson
had colored field officers and

alzo tells us (ppe 320, 321) the
the 1st Louisiana Hative Guards

that Capt, Callioux of the Fipst Lowigiana died as a hero leading
his men into the thickest of the fighte Apparently then, there
were a few Negroes who roge to command of MNegro troops, as
exceptional cases, in spite of Bhe generally accepted policye

lOHerbert Aptheker, The Negro in the Civil War (New York, International

Publishers, 1938), pe 9o

. .
’M'J PPe 321, 355
Thornbrough, Negro'in Indiana, pe 192.

B1bid,, pe 194,
i,
Ibide, ppe 195, 1966
15
“New Albany Lodper, January 1, 186k

léCongressional Globe, February 1, 186l, pe L27.

1
7New<Albany'§edger, March 16, 186l
Congregsional Globe, Janmuary 15, 136l, pe 29634

18

19 .
Thida, May 17, 186k, ps 2307

st mir—

20, .
Ibids, April 30, 186k, po 199
» February 10, 186k, ps 56k

ZJIbid.
1867, De 83 7o

puabit ha)

22
Ibid., February 26,
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23;ggg,, February 20s 186k, pe 839«
2., February 26, 186y Pe 8390
25‘;;;_ March 12, 186lis Pe 1065,
eéggggﬁ; Jarch 12, 186k, pe 10726
I1hid., Harch 26, 1686k, Do 1302¢
28121g,; December 1liy. 18635 Pe 220
29;9;g.; June i, 186l Pe 29634

301414, spril 19, 186k, ppe 1709, 1710

31Indianapolis Daily Journsl, April 21, 186l

32 ggional Globa, June 23, 186L, pe 3191,

Congre
3 Ibida, June 21, 186k, pe 3126.
BhEQEQG, May 2, 186k, pe 20U5.
BSIEigﬁ; July 1, 186l pe 347k

36New Albany Ledger, February 29, 186&.

37Congressional Globe, Iay 12, 186k, p. 2258.
38 ' '

39
h

Ibide, Moy 12, 186L, ps 22L9.
Tbide, February 8, 186L, ps 523

O .
Ibida., February 15, 186L, p. 659.

hl
Indianapolis Daily Journal, April 13, 186k,

L2
*Ibid., April 18, 186k.

13

Congressional Globe, March 28, 186L, p. 1325,
) :
1thid., June 1, 186L, pe 2961.

pabountuny

hSIbid,, June 15, 186k, pe 2985.

ot ———

L6
Ibid., Jonuary 6, 1865, pe 1h2,

L7

L8
Ibid., January 11, 1865, pa 219

s
Indianapolis Dally Journal, February 2, 1865,
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OCongressional (tlobe, Appendix, February 7, 1865, pe 66.

SlThe Congress had proposed in 186h the Wade-Davis bill which the Repub-
lican mejority preferred to the President's milder proposals forx
reconstruction., The bill passed both houses of the Congress but
when it came to Fresident Lincoln at the end of the Congressional
session, he killed the bill by taking no action uponi te

")

2 5
> The Congressional Globe, February 20, 1865, pe 75

v

.
)BNew Albany Ledger, April 8, 186l.

1

5lConsf,res:-;:'Lonal Globe, June 28, 186k, ps 3350
o

“’Ibide, June 1L, 186h, pe 2931.

’

6 .
Tbide, Lecenber 20, 186L, po 79

Szzgggo, February 21, 1865, ps 963
SSEEQQ,, February 22, 1865, ps 875
Sggp;g,, February 24, 1865, p. 1025,
6019;@., March 3, 1865, pe 14184

61
Ibida, December 19, 186L, pe 63
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