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PRICE ONE PENNY.

[The following Speech was delivered at an immense Anti-Slavery Meeting, which had been addressed
by the Hon. and Rev. Baptist Noel, Rev. Dr. Mc.Michael, Rev. Dr. Massie, and several other ministers.
Since it was put to press, news has been received in England of a most horrifying document
issued and subscribed by nearly one hundred ministers in the Rebel States. In that document,
this paragraph occurs: “The recent Proclamation of the President of the United States, seeking the
emancipation of the Slaves of the South, is, in our judgment, a suitable occasion for solemn protest
on the part of the people of God throughout the world.” To an Appeal containing this paragraph,
ninety-six professed ministers of the Gospel have appended their names! This circumstance
should not merely send through English Churches a shudder of horror, but awaken a practical and
implacable hostility against a Federation whose despotism is equalled only by its blasphemy. J. P.]

AMERICAN WAR AND AMERICAN SLAVERY: A SPEECH BY THE REV. JOSEPH PARKER, D.D., IN THE
FREE TRADE HALL, MANCHESTER.

Strange to say, notwithstanding the enormous labour that has been expended in the enlightenment
of the country upon this subject of American war and American slavery, misapprehension is so
rife as to compel every man either to vindicate his own position on this platform, or to accept the
vindication which has been rendered by previous speakers. Only the most glaring and obstinate
facts could have driven me to this conviction. I was under the happy delusion that it would only be
necessary to inscribe upon our banner, “Freedom all the world over,” in order to stir that ancient, I
may say inherent, love of freedom, which seems to be an essential attribute of the British heart. I
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thought that the very word “Slavery” would have brought a burning curse to every lip, and that the
hand of every Briton would have been eagerly outstretched to break the rod of the haughty and
insolent oppressor. But with the chagrin of a most melancholy miscalculation, I have discovered to-
night that there are a few—thank God they are but a few—even in England who can listen to the
word “Freedom” without a responsive joy, and hear the word “Slavery” without an indignant shame.
This is not as it ought to be. This country should be a temple sacred to human liberty. Not even a
whisper should be heard within our coasts in favour of human bondage. But our voice, clear as the
blast of a thousand trumpets, should multiply itself in long reduplications across the stormy sea,
never resting till the inspiring tones fall upon the ear of every patriot and philanthropist who are
toiling for the overthrow of the master-felony of the world.

I am not called upon, nor would time permit, to set in due logical and historical array all the
misapprehensions which more or less abound upon the subject before us. There are two or three,
however, which ought to be refuted and dispelled. First of all, it is by no means uncommon to hear
persons talk as though the North had ever held a lordly and most tyrannous supremacy over the
South—as though, in fact, the existence of the South had been barely tolerated—as though it had
been kept on bread and 4 water—and by an act of unexampled condescension on the part of the
North, had been permitted to have its name occasionally mentioned in respectable society. This
misapprehension cannot live for a moment under the annihilating light of facts. Will it be credited,
that, to all practical intents and purposes, the South has actually governed the North? I say it upon
the very highest Southern authority itself, that the majority of the presidents have been chosen from
the South. Up to the year 1861, the South had had sixty years of presidents, while the North had only
had twenty four; eighteen judges of the Supreme Court have come from the South, while only eleven
have been from the North, though the majority of judicial business has arisen in the Free States; the
South has had twenty-three speakers of the house, while the North has had but twelve, the South
has given the government fourteen attorney-generals, while the North has given but five; eighty-six
of the foreign ministers have been from the South, while only fifty-four have been from the North.
And has the South had all these advantages because of its superior contributions to the revenue?
Nothing of the kind! The Vice-President of the Confederacy distinctly stated in 1861 that more than
three-fourths of the revenue collected for the support of the executive had uniformly been raised
from the North. Let these facts speak for themselves. They clearly show that the South has been
the dominating influence in the United States; and the South could not bear all this accumulation of
flattery. Its ambition was set ablaze with unholy fire. It wanted to multiply the trophies of slavery; its
throat was athirst for African blood, and if, on putting out its swollen lips to drink of the forbidden
cup, an avenging sword fell upon it, from the skies, I for one say, The will of the Lord be done!
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Akin to this misapprehension is the notion that the controversy between the North and South hardly
turns at all upon the question of slavery. It is attempted to put slavery quite into a subordinate
position. Upon this question our appeal is not to passion, but to fact. Nor do I draw my facts from
Northern sources. The South shall be its own witness. I ask South Carolina why she seceded? and
she says because the Fourth Article of the Constitution of the United States was violated, Now,
gentlemen, what is that fourth article? It is this:—

“To person held to service or labour in one state under the laws thereof escaping into another, shall,
in consequence of any law or regulation therein be discharged from such service or labour, but shall
be delivered up, on claim of the party to whom such service or labour may be due.”

And farther on, in the inflammatory ordinance of Secession, South Carolina piteously and wailingly,
like a strangled man, exclaims:—

5

“A geographical line has been drawn across the Union, and all the states north of that line have
united in the election of a man to the high office of President of the United States, whose opinions
and purposes are hostile to slavery.”

I ask Alabama why she secedes? and her answer is this:—

“The election of Abraham Lincoln . . . . . . . is a political wrong of so insulting and menacing a
character as to justify the people of the state of Alabama in the adoption of prompt and decided
measures for their future peace and security.”

I ask Texas why she secedes? and her answer is given with the emphasis of vindictive earnestness:—

“Whereas the recent developments in Federal affairs make it evident that the power of the Federal
government is sought to be made a weapon, with which to strike down the interests and property of
the people of Texas, and her sister slaveholding states, instead of permitting it to be as was intended
—our shield against outrage and aggression.” For that reason her union was repealed and annulled.

I ask Virginia why she seceded? and she answers that the Federal government has perverted the
powers of the constitution, “not only to the injury of the people of Virginia, but to the oppression of
the Southern slaveholding states.”

And evidence still stronger, if that be possible, is at hand by which the misapprehension as to the
exact position of slavery in this controversy may be triumphantly and finally overthrown. On the



American war and American slavery. A speech delivered by the Rev. Joseph Parker, D.D. in ... Manchester ... June 3, 1863 ... http://

www.loc.gov/resource/rbaapc.21900

22nd of December, 1860, Jefferson Davis—whose name has been received to-night with a cheer truly
slender and genteel—submitted an ultimatum to the Senate; if the ultimatum were accepted there
would not be a secession, if the ultimatum were rejected, secession would be inevitable. Many of you
are familiar with the terms of that ultimatum, but as it cannot be too widely known I shall give it once
more:—

“That it shall be declared by an amendment of the Constitution of the United States, that property
in slaves shall be recognised as such by the local law of all the States of the Union; shall stand on
the same footing in all Constitutional and Federal relations as any other property; and shall not be
divested or impaired by the local law of any other state, either by escape thereto, by transit through,
or by the sojourn of the owner therein; and in no case whatever shall such property be subject to be
divested or impaired by any legislative act of the United States, or for any of the purposes thereof.”

Such are the ordinances in general, and such the ultimatum in particular. Surely it is unnecessary
to add one word in further elucidation of the exact position of Slavery in this fratricidal controversy.
As to tariffs, and opposing trade interests, these are everywhere all but ignored in the official
documents issued by the Confederacy. Slavery is written on the very heart of the South— 6 Slavery
is branded on her forehead—Slavery is enstamped upon her right hand—Slavery gives colour to her
blood—Slavery gives life to her counsels—Slavery gives energy to her executive—and for this reason
alone I devoutly wish her flaunting battle-flag to be trampled in the dust, and her cruel sword to be
doubled up in everlasting defeat!

But we are told, Sir, again and again, respecting such assertions as have been repeatedly made to-
night, as if the statement had never been refuted, that many of the descriptions which we have
of American slavery are wickedly overdrawn. The slaves, as a rule, it is affirmed, are well-fed, well-
housed, and well-clothed. Sir, I am grieved and sad to hear such miserable talk. I ask no questions
as to how the slave is treated, he is a slave, and that is where the wrong lies. We pile our curses
upon slavery itself, and not merely its accidents. Abana and Pharpar cannot cleanse the deadly
leprosy of Slavery. There is no respectable Slavery—there is no Christian bondage—there is no holy
dehumanisation—American Slavery from beginning to end, well-fed, or ill-fed, clothed or naked,
housed or houseless, is an abomination the smoke of whose torment shall ultimately go up for ever
and ever!

I speak thus comprehensively and emphatically concerning slavery in the abstract, because I wish
quite as much to condemn Slavery in the States that are loyal, as in the States that are disloyal. I hate
Slavery in the North quite as much as Slavery in the South—not here, or there, but Slavery all the
world over.
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We should be trifling with facts if we imagined that the North were guiltless in this matter of ill-
treating the African. The hands of the North have not been clean, and, therefore, vengeance
has overtaken her. I have before me a testimony which ought to be known far and wide. It is the
testimony of the Rev. Henry Ward Beecher. He says, October 30th, 1859:—

“How are the free-coloured people treated in the North? They are almost without education, with but
little sympathy for ignorance. They are refused the common rights of citizenship which the whites
enjoy; they cannot even ride in the cars of our city railroads; they are snuffed at in the house of God,
or tolerated with ill-disguised disgust. . . . We tax them, and then refuse to allow their children to go
to our public schools; we tax them, and then refuse to sit by them in God's house.”

I cannot hear this testimony without feeling that the North has much to learn upon the subject of
human rights, and I would have all good men speak out so loudly that men in the North may feel
that British justice, British philanthropy, and British Christianity are not confined within any special
geographical boundaries.

This brings me to another point. We lament that the North is not more advanced upon the question
of Slavery. She speaks hesitantly—she acts undecidedly. Her proclamation of emancipation was a
stroke of war policy. This, and much more of the same kind 7 we say, and we turn it into a reason
for giving a very niggard and grudging support to the North. Much of what we say upon this head
is undoubtedly true; at the same time, justice demands that we make allowance for differences of
education. The antecedents of a nation, as well as of a man, have much to do with the outline of its
ideas and the mould of its habitudes. For my own part, I am free to declare that I would support the
North even had she been literally forced into the adoption of an anti-slavery programme. I will help
the cause of freedom even under the most disadvantageous circumstances. I believe that we should
not quarrel with the dawn because it is not midday. We should not despise the spring because it is
not the full-crowned summer; and, taught by Him who was and is the only True Emancipator of man,
we should learn not to quench the smoking flax, nor break the bruised reed.

There is one word, Sir, which I feel bound to utter, though I do so with extraordinary regret. It has
lately been going the round of the public prints that the right hon. Lord Brougham would regard his
attendance at the annual meeting of the Anti-Slavery Society as a violation of that neutrality which
has been so much insisted on. Sir, I say it with great modesty, the noble lord's conviction is founded
upon a fallacy. I have yet to learn that England is bound to be neutral on the question of Slavery. She
may be neutral on the question of Union—neutral on the question of Recognition—but she would
be false to her history, and false to her hopes if she could be neutral on the question of human
bondage. I wish, therefore, that Lord Brougham's voice could have been lifted up like thunder on
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a question dear to the heart of his prime, and not cast out from the heart of his old age. No, Sir,
we must not trifle with the question of neutrality. There may be wise neutrality in purely political
agitations, but neutrality in moral controversy is unpardonable cowardice. We are not breaking
any neutrality to-night. They are breaking neutrality who are building, fitting out, and arming, or
equipping Alabamas and Alexandras; they may be violating neutrality who are lending the money
of freemen to multiply the horrors of human bondage—but they are injuring no true neutrality who
seek to overturn the devil's empire, and set up the throne of Virtue and Liberty.

It will be observed, Sir, that the whole of my remarks have been directed to the question of
Slavery, and I have purposely so directed them, because this is an Anti-Slavery Meeting. We are not
assembled to discuss the question of the Union. To-night we take older and higher ground, and
strike for human freedom throughout the entire family of man. But at the risk of over-stepping the
prescribed boundaries of the occasion, I venture to say that having carefully read the chief portion
of the official documents on both sides, I deny in toto the right of the South to secede from the
Union, on any such ground as it has chosen to adopt; and on a fitting opportunity I shall be glad to
put before you the full argument 8 by which I support this view of the case. While referring to this
point, I cannot forbear a moment's notice of a cry that has recently been raised. That cry, in effect,
is “put down the war, and get cotton.” Sir, cotton is precious to millions of persons in this and other
districts—to thousands of families it means bread, shelter, clothing, books, and general comfort;
but, sir, man cannot live by cotton alone! We value cotton, but we value morality more highly. We
would gladly have silence for a period in our mills at home, if thereby we could silence the sighing
and groaning of the half-damned slave in America. We have learned somewhat of the mystery of
suffering. We have come to know that man serves man by wise and patient endurance. Stop the war,
indeed! yes, but beware of false peace! I have no faith in hollow truces. You may cover a volcano with
flowers, but it is a volcano still. Don't, then, let us be misled by the plausible cry of “Stop the war, and
get cotton.” No! I am persuaded that many of our greatest sufferers themselves will be among the
first to exclaim—“Overturn! overturn! overturn! until we can obtain a peace founded upon justice—a
prosperity based upon freedom and brotherhood.”

I have detained you, perhaps, too long. Let the moral grandeur of the occasion be my apology. Let us
work for principle and not for party. Let us know when to work and when to suffer; when to raise the
battle cry and when to sit in trustful silence. Let us fail without despair and conquer without revenge,
and be loyal to those great principles which are not more truly identified with a cross upon earth
than associated with a crown in heaven.
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