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Printing Lincoln’s Inaugural Address

Editor's Mote: Following Abraham Lineoln™s innuguration as Presis
dent of the United States, a specinl session of the Senmte met on
Wednesday, March 6, 1561, At this session Senstor James Dixon, a
Republican from Connecticut, offered the following resolution: “Re-
solved, that there be printed for the uae of the Senate. the usual number
of copies of the innugural address of the President of the United States."”

The Senate. by unanimous consent, proceeled to consider the reso-
lution, Thizs motion ta print the inawgural speech of the President
was a most unusual procedure, Likely. the real reason for the motion
wns to give the politieal friends of the President an opportunity to
expound the views of Lincoln ns set forth in his paper. Thiz mation
led to m debate that lasted two days. The Southern senators professed
to read in Lincoln®s inaugural a declaration of war and this con-
tention was vigorously expressed by Senntor Thomas L. Clingman, a
Ilemocrnt from North Carolina. Finally, on
March %, 1861, the Dixon resolution to print
the inaugural was adopted,

Throughout the long debate Senator Stephen
A. Douglas, a Democrat from  [linois, #as-
sumed m surprising position by declaring that
Mr. Lincoln's inaugural waz not eguivalent
to s war declaration, rather that it would lead
to n peaceful solution of our national dif-
ficulties. His spesch (Monaghan No. 96)
follows:

“Mr. President: I cannot assent to
the construction which the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. Clingman]
has placed upon the President’s in-
augural. I have read it carefully,
with a view of ascertaining distinct-
ly what the policy of the Adminis-
tration is to be. The inaugural is
characterized by ability, and by di-
rectness on certain peints; but with
such reservations and gualifications
as require a critical analysis to ar-
rive at its true construction on other
points. I have made such an analy-
gig, and come to the conclusion that
it is a peace offering rather than a
war message. Having examined it
eritically, I think I can demonstrate
that there is no foundation for the
apprehension which has been spread
through the country that this mes-
gage 18 equivalent to a declaration
of war; that it commits the Presi-
dent of the United States to recap-
ture the forts in the seceded States,
and to hold them at all hazards, to
collect the revenue under all eircum-
stances, and to execute the laws in
all the States, no matter what may
be the cireumstances that surround

the character of the message. On
the contrary, I understand it to con-
tain a distinet pledge that the policy
of the Administration shall be conducted with exclusive
reference to a peaceful solution of our national difficul-
ties. True, the President indicates a certain line of policy
which he intends to pursue, so far as it may be consistent
with the peace of the country, but he assures us that
thizs policy will be modified and changed whenever neces-
sary to a peaceful selution of these difficulties.

“The address is not as explicit as [ could desire on
certain points; on certain other points it is explicit. The
message is explicit and certain upon the point that the
President will not, directly or indirectly, interfere with
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the institution of slavery within the States —is specific
upon the point that he will do everything in his power
to give a faithful execution to the Constitution and the
laws for the return of fugitive slaves —is explicit upon
the point that he will not oppose such amendments to
the Constitution as may be deemed necessary to settle
ihe slavery question and restore peace to the country.
Then, it proceeds to indicate a line of poliey for his
Administration. He declares that, in view of the Consti-
tution and laws, the Union remains unbroken. I do not
suppose any man can deny the proposition, that in con-
templation of law, the Union re-
mains intact, no matter what the
fact may be. There may be a separa-
tion de facto, temporary or perma-
nent, as the sequel may prove; but,
in contemplation of the Constitution
and the laws, the Union does remain
unbroken. I think no one can deny
the correctness of the proposition,
as a constitutional principle. Let us
go further and see what there is
in the address that is supposed to
pledge the President to a coercive
policy. He says: ‘1 shall take care,
as the Constitution itself expressly
enjoins upon me, that the laws of
the Union be faithfully executed in
all the States." Thizs declaration iz
relied upon as a conclusive evidence
that coercion is to be used in the
seceding States; but take the next
sentence: ‘Doing this I deem to be
only a simple duty on my part. I
shall perform it, so far as is prac-
ticable, unless’ — unless what? Let
us see what the condition is on the
happening of which he will not en-
force the laws —*unless my rightful
masters, the American people, shall
withhold the requisite means, or in
some other authoritative manner di-
rect the contrary.’

“This condition, on which he will
not enforee the laws in the seceding
States, iz not as explicit as 1 could
desire. When he ulluSEs to his ‘right-
ful masters, the American people,”
I suppose he means the action of

site means. Query: [Doez he wish
to be understood as saying that the
existing laws confer upon him ‘the
requisite means?' or, does he mean
to say that inasmuch as the existing laws do not confer
the requisite means, he cannot execute the laws in the
seceding States unless those means shall be conferred
by Congreszs? The language employed would seem to
imply that the President was referring to the future
action of Congress as necessary to give him the requi-
site means to enforce obedience to the laws in the seced-
ing States. Doubtless the President was not uninformed
of the fact that his friends in the House of Repre-
sentatives had prepared a force bill, conferring these
requisite means to coerce obedience in the seceding
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States, and that that bill was defeated in the House.
He must be aware, historically, that in 1832, General
Jackson deemed additional legizlation necessary to en-
force the revenue laws at Charleston, and that a force
bill was then passed, which expired by itz own limitation
in a short time, I think two years, and is not now in
force. Does Mr. Lincoln consider that he has any more
power to coerce the collection of the revenue in Charles-
ton harbor without further legislation than General
Jackson had in 18327 When he pledges himself to collect
the revenue and to enforce the laws in those States,
unless Congress withholds the requisite means to enable
him to do so, is he not to be understood that whether
he doezs enforce them or not depends upon the future
action of Congress? | think that is the proper construc-
tion of hiz language.

“In a subsequent paragraph he sayz: ‘The power con-
fided to me will be used to hold, occupy, and possess
the property and places belonging to the Government,
and to collect the duties and imposts,” What power? Does
he mean that which has been confided, or that which
may be confided? Does he mean that he will exercise
the power unless Congress directs the contrary, or that
he will exercise it when Congress confers it? [ regret
that this clause is understood by some persons as mean-
ing that the President will use the whole military force
of the country to recapture the forts, and other places,
which have been sei without the assent of Congress.
If such was his meaning, he was unfortunate in the
selection of words to express the idea. He does not say
that he will recapture or retake, hold and occupy the
forts and other places. Nor does he say that he will
recommend to Congress to furnish him men and money
for such a purpose; but ‘the power confided to me will
be used to hold, occupy, and possess the property and
places belonging to the Government.” To say the least
of it, this iz equivocal language. I am not geing to con-
demn him for it; my present object is not to censure,
but to ascertain the true meaning of the inaugural, in
order to learn whether the Administration is committed
to an aggressive policy, which must inevitably involve
us in ecivil war, or to a peaceful solution of our national
troubles. He says further, ‘but beyond what may be
necessary for these objects, there will be no invasion,
no using of force against or among the people anywhere,’
He will use the power confided to him te held, occupy,
and possess the forts and other property, and to collect
the revenue; but beyond these objects ie will not use
that power. [ am unable to understand the propriety of
the distinction between enforcing the revenue laws and
all other laws. If it is his duty to enforce the revenue
laws, why i3 it not his duty to enforce the other laws
of the land? What right has he to say that he will
enforce those laws that enable him to raise revenue, to
levy and collect these taxes from the people, and that
he will not enforce the laws which protect the rights
of persons and property to the extent that the Constiu-
tion confers the power in those States? I reject the dis-
tinction; it cannot be justified in law or in morals. If
taxes are to be collected, and the revenue laws are to
be enforced, the laws that afford protection, as a com-
pensation for the taxes, must also be enforced.

't“ThE next paragraph is also objectionable. I will read
1tz

“Where hostility to the Unived States in any interior locality shall
be =0 uyreat and universal as to prevent competent resident citizens
from holding the federal cflices. there will be no attempt o force
obnoxious strangers among the people for that object. While the
strict legnl right may exist in the povernment to enforee the exercise
of these offices. the nttompt to do so would be so irritating, snd so

nearly improctienble withal, 1 deem it better to forewo, for the time,
the uses of such offices.’

“I rejoice to know that he will not attempt to force
obnoxious strangers to hold office in the interior places
where public sentiment is hostile: but why draw the
distinction between ‘interior loealities® and exterior
places? Why the distinetion between the States in the
interior and those upon the sea-board? If he has the power
in the one case, he I::s it in the other; if it be his duty in
one case, it is his duty in the other. There is no provision
of the Constitution or the laws which authorizes a dis-
tinction between the places upon the sea-board and the
places in the interior.

“This brings me to the consideration of another clause

in the message which I deem the most important of all,
and the key to hiz entire policy. I rejoiced when I read
this declaration, and 1 wish to invite the attention of
the Senate to it especially, as showing conclusively that
Mr. Lincoln stands pledged to that policy which will lead
to a peaceful solution, and against every policy that
leads to the contrary. I will read the paragraph:

The eourse here indicated will be followed, unless current evenis
and experience shall show a modifiention or change to be proper,
and in every cuse and exigency my best discretion will be exercised
according to the circumstances actually existimg, and with n view nnd
hope of a peaceflul =olutiom of the national troubles and the restor-
ation of fraternal sympathies and affections.’

“After indicating the line of policy which he would
pursue, if consistent with the peace of the country, he
tells us emphatically that that course will be followed
unless modifications and changes should be necessary to
a peaceful zolution of the national troubles, and if in
any case or exigency a change of policy should be neces-
sary, it will be made ‘with a view and hope of a peace-
ful solution.” In other words, if the ecolleetion of the
revenue leads to a peaceful solution, it is to be collected;
if the abandonment of that policy is necessary to a peace-
ful solution, the revenue is not to be collected; if the
recapture of Fort Moultrie would tend to a peaceful
solution, he stands pledged to recapture it; if the re-
capture would tend to vioclence and war, he iz pledged
not to recapture it; if the enforcement of the laws in
the seceding States would tend to facilitate a peaceful
solution, he is pledged to their enforcement: if the omis-
gsion to enforce those laws would best facilitate peace,
he is pledged to omit to enforee them: if maintaining
possession of Fort Sumter would facilitate peace, he
stands pledged to retain its possession; if, on the con-
trary, the abandonment of Fort Sumter and the with-
drawal of the troops would facilitate a peaceful solu-
tion, he is pledged te abanden the fort and withdraw
the troops.

“Sir, this is the only construction that I ean put upon
this clause. If this be not the true interpretation, for
what purpose was it inserted? The line of policy that he
had indicated was stated vaguely; but there is not a
pledge to use coercion; there is not a pledge to retain
a fort; there is not a pledge to recapture an arsenal;
there is not a pledge to colleet revenue: there is not a
pledge to enforce the laws unless there is attached to
each the condition; and the condition is, that he will do
it only when that course tends to a peaceful solution
of the national troubles, and that he will not do it in
any case where it does not tend to a peaceful solution.

“I submit, then, to the Senator whether the friends
of peace have not much to rejoice at in the inaugural
address of the President. It is a much more conservative
document than I had anticipated. It is a much more
pacific and conciliatory paper than I had expected. 1
would not venture the expression of an opinion upon
it on hearing it delivered, until 1 had earefully examined
and analyzed it. After examination, I am clearly of the
opinion that the Administration stands pledged by the
inaugural to a peaceful solution of all our difficulties, to
do no act that leads to war, and to change its policy
Just so often and whenever a change is necessary to
preserve the peace,

“B0 much, sir for the policy of the Administration.
Now a few words upon the President's views of the
causes of the present difficulties and the remedies for
those difficulties. In a manner peculiar to himself and
to his usual course of argument, he proceeds to show,
first, what did not produce the trouble. Let us see what
did not do it:

‘All profess to be content in the Unfon. if all constitutional rights
can be maintained. Is it true, then, that any right, plainly written
in the Constitution, hms been denied? 1 think not. Happily the
human mimd i =6 constituted that no party ean reach to the mlmeity
ol deing thi=. Think, if you ean, of a =ingle instance in which a
plninly-written provision of the Constitution has cver been denjed.
_"- by the mere foree of numbers, o majority should deprive a minor-
ity of any clearly-written constitutional richt, it might, in & moral
roint of view, justify revolution ; certninly would if sueh right wore
n vital one. But such s not our ease,”

“Here we are told that these difficulties have not grown
out of the violation of any express provision of the
Constitution; they have not arizen from the denial of
any right guarantied by an express provision. He then
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proceeds to show that is the cause of the trouble. Here
it 1s:

'‘But no organic law ecan ever be framed with n provision speci-
fically npplicable to every gquestion which may oceur in practical
administration. Mo feresight can anticipnte, nor mny document of
rensonable length contain express provisions for all possible questions.
Shall fugitives from Inbor be surrendered by national or by State
authority” The Constitution does not expressly =ay. May Congress
prohibit slavery in the Territories? The Constitution does not ox-
pressly say. Must Congress protect slavery in the Territories? The
Constitution does not expressly say. From guestions of this class
spring all our constitutional controversies, nnd we divide upon them
into mujorities and minorities.”

“‘From questions of this elass spring’ all our troubles.
What class? The attempt of Congress to exercise power
on the slavery question where there is no ‘express’ pro-
vision of the Constitution conferring the power; the
attempt on the one gide to prohibit slavery, and the attempt
on the other side to protect it, where there is no ‘express’
provision authorizing either — these are the causes of our
present troubles, aecording to the statement of the
President., The causes are to be traced to the absence
of any constitutional provision defining the extent of
the power of Congress over this subject. If the Presi-
dent has stated the eauses of our difficulties fairly and
truly; if they all arise from the absence of a constitu-
tional provision on the subject of slavery in the Terri-
tories, what is the remedy? The remedy must be to
adopt an amendment that will make an express constitu-
tional provision on the subject. The absence of such a
provision being the cause, the supplying of such a pro-
vision must be the remedy. Hence the President has
demonstrated with great clearness and force the absolute
necessity of such amendments to the Constitution of the
United States as will define and settle the question
whether or not Congress has the power to prohibit slav-
ery; whether or not it has the power to protect slavery;
whether or not it has the power to legislate on the
subject at all. He gives us to understand that there
will never be peace until that question iz settled; it
cannot be settled except by amendments to the Consti-
tution; and hence he proceeds to tell us how such amend-
ments can be obtained. He tells us that these amend-
mentz to the Constitution may be obtained in either of
the modes prescribed in the instrument: the one where
Congress takes the initiative, as we did the other day,
and submits the proposed amendments to the States:
the other iz where the States take the initiative, and
demand a national convention to amend the Constitution.

“The President says that he prefers a national con-
vention as the most appropriate mode, but he has no
insuperable objections to the other mode, and he will
not oppose, but gives us to understand he will favor the
ratification hg the States of the amendment already
proposed prohibiting any future amendment whereby
Congress may be authorized to interfere with slavery
in the States. He assigns for his preference for a national
convention a very plausible, in fact a very satisfactory
reason, It is that if Congress originated the amendments
it might not devise such as the people would like, whereas if
you allow the people to take the initiative, they will
make such amendments as they want. The President
stands pledged by his inaugural ‘to allow the people to
devise their own amendments to the Constitution and net
to interfere with, but rather to favor their adoption,
whatever they may be.

“What is the inference from all this? Inasmuch as all
our troubles arise from the attempt on the part of Con-
gress to prohibit slavery without the sanetion of an
express provision of the Constitution, and the counter
attempt on the part of Congress to protect slavery with-
out an express provision of the Constitution authorizing
it, therefore such an amendment must be made az will settle
the slavery c!:mstiu-rt by an express provision and he will
not oppose the amendment, Hence we are authorized to
infer that if the people do originate such amendments
to the Constitution as will settle the slavery question —
even if the settlement be repugnant to the prineiples
of the Republican party, in violation of the Chicago plat-
form, and against the right of Congress to prohibit
slavery in the Tervitories, Mr. Lincoln and his adminis-
tration will not oppose, but favor it,

“What more can be asked? If the people, when they
come to amend the Constitution, shall determine that

Congress shall have no power upon the subject of slavery
anywhere, except to surrender fugitive slaves and to
prohibit the African slave trade, Mr. Linecoln will not
oppose it. If the people shall say that it shall be the
duty of Congress to protect slavery everywhere in the
Territories, Mr. Lineoln is pledged not to oppose that.
If the people shall say in their amendment that Con-
gress shall have the power to prohibit slavery in the
Territories, Mr. Lincoln is pledged not to oppose that.
If, on the contrary, the people shall say that they are
in favor of the Crittenden proposition dividing the ter-
ritory by a geographical line on the principle of an
equitable partition, Mr. Lincoln =says he will not oppose
that. He is in favor of such amendments as will settle
the question forever, by an express provision of the
Constitution, and he leaves the people and their repre-
sentatives to devise what those amendments shall be,
and he will arce?’lt them cheerfully, and not throw any
obstructions in the way of their adoption.

“Taking these two propositions together, I find much
cauze for hope, for encouragement, in this inaugural.
First, his policy will be peaceful and not aggressive; he
will do no act that tends to collision, but will modify
his course always with the view and the hope of a
peaceful solution; and, second, inasmuch as the diffi-
culties arise out of the absence of an express provision
on the slavery question, he will faver such measures as
will enable the people to settle that question by an ex-
press provision in the Constitution.

“Now, sir, far be it from me to intimate that the
President, in theze recommendations, has not been faith-
ful to the principles of his party, as well as to the
honor and safety of his country. Whatever departure
from party platforms he has made in these recommenda-
tions should be regarded as an evidence of patriotism, and
not an act of infidelity. In my opinien, if [ have under-
stood the inaugural aright, he has sunk the partisan
in the patriot, and he is entitled to the thanks of all
conzervative men to that extent. I do not wish it to be
inferred from anything that I have said or have omitted
to say, that I have any political sympathy with his ad-
ministration, or that I expect that any contingency can
happen in which I may be identified with it. I expect to
oppose his administration with all my energy on those
great principles which have separated parties in former
times; but on this one gquestion, that of preserving the
Union by a peaceful solution of our present difficulties —
that of preventing any future difficulties by such an
amendment of the Constitution as will settle the ques-
tion by an express provision — if 1 understand his true
intent and meaning, I am with him.

“Mr. President, if the result shall prove that, I have
put a wrong construction on the inaugural, I shall de-
plore the consequences which a belligerent and aggres-
sive policy may inflict upon our beloved country, with-
out being responsible in any degree for the Lﬁsasters
and calamities which may follow. 1 believe I have placed
upon it its true interpretation. I know I have put the

atriotic construction on it. I believe the action of the

resident will justify that econstruction. I will newver
relinquish that belief and hope until he shall have done
such acts as render it impossible to preserve the peace
of the country and the unity of the States. Sir, this
Union cannot be preserved by war. It eannot be cemented
by blood. It can only be preserved by peaceful means.
And when our present troubles shall have been settled,
future difficulties can only be prevented by constitutional
amendments which will put an end to all controversy by
express provision. These remedies and preventatives
have been clearly marked out by the President in his
inaugural. All I ask is that his Administration shall
adhere to them and carry them out in good faith. Let
this be done, and all whe join in the good work will
deserve and they will receive the applause and approba-
tion of a grateful country. No partizan advantage can
be taken, no political capital should be made, out of a
penerons act of noble patriotism. While I expeet to op-
pose the Administration upon all the political issues
of the day, 1 trust I shall never hesitate to do justice
to those who, by their devotion to the Constitution and
the Unmion, show that they love their country more
than their party.”
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Stephen A. Douglas Publications

A survey of our collateral material reveals that the Foundation
has forty-two printed publications of Senator Stephen AL Douglas®
mddresses, speeches, remmrks and letters. This check list does not
contain the publications izsued In 155% and 1860 relotive to the
Lincoln-Douglns debates. Another file, not included in this com-
pilation, might be labeled “"Publications About Dowglas.”

A entulogue of the Foundation's collection Tollows:

Speech/of /Hon. Stephen A. Douglass, of Illinois,/on/
The Annexation of Texas:/Delivered/In The House of
Representatives, January 6, 1845 (Caption Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 7 pp.

Speech/of /Hon. 5. A. Douglas, of Illinois/on/The War
With Mexico,/and/The Boundary of The Rio Grande./
Delivered/In The Senate of The United States, Tuesday,
February 1, 1848/ Washington:/Printed At The Congres-
sional Globe Office/1848 (Cover Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 9, 15 pp.

Speech/of /Mr. Douglas, of [llinois,/On The/Territorial
Question./Delivered In Senate of The United States,
March 13 and 14, 1850/Washington: Printed By John
T. Towers./1850. {Cover Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 9, 31 pp.

Speech/of /Hon. Stephen A. Douglas,/On The/“Meas-
ures of Adjustment,”/Delivered In The City Hall, Oc-
tober 28, 1850, (Caption Title).

Pamphlet 5% x 8%, 16 pp., Gideon & Co., printers.

Address/0Of The/Hon. Stephen A. Douglas,/At The/
Annual Fair/Of The/New York State Agricultural So-
ciety,/Held At Rochester, September, 1851./Albany: C.
Van Benthuysen, printer, 407 Broadway./1851 (Title
Page).

Pamphlet, 5% x 91, 41 pp.

Welcome To Kossuth./Remarks/Of/Hon. Stephen A.
Douglas,/On The/Joint Resolution We]mming OVETTIOr
Kossuth, /Delivered/In The Senate Of The United States,
December 11, 1851./ Washington: Printed At The Con-
gressional Globe Office./1851 (Cover Page).

Pamphlet, 5% x 9, 7 pp.

Remarks/Of /Mr. Douglas, of Illinois,/Upon/The Reso-
lution Declaring The Compromise/Measures To Be A
Definitive Adjust-/ment Of All Questions Grow-/ing Out
Of Domestic/Slavery/Delivered In The Senate Of The
United States, December 23, 1851/ Washington:/Printed
By Jno. T. Towers/1851 (Cover Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 15 pp.

Speeches/of /Mr. Douglas, of Illinois,/At The/Demo-
cratic Festival, At Jackson Hall,/January 8, 1852./And
At/The Congressional Banquet To Kossuth, January 7,
1852/ (Caption Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 9, B pp.

5 h/of/Hon. Stephen A. Douglas,/of Illinois,/ Deliv-
ered in Richmond, Virginia, July 9, 1852, (Caption Title).
Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 8 pp.

In a speech before the Bpringfieldd Scott Club Lincoln replied to
Douglas' Richmond Specch. Aupruast 14, 28, 1552,

Oration/Of The/Hon. Stephen A. Douglas,/On The/
Inauguration Of The Jackson Statue,/At The/City of
Washington,/January 8, 1853/ Washington:/Printed by
Lemuel Towers./1853 (Cover Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 81, 16 pp.

{Spleech/of /Mr. Douglas, of Illinois,/on/The Monroe
Doctrine./Delivered In The Senate Of The United States,
February 14, 1853 (Caption Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8, 8 pp.

River And Harbor Improvements./Letter/of /Senator
%p?giass'Tuquvernar Matteson, of Illineis (Caption
itle).
Pamphlet, 5% x 9, 8 pp.
January 2, 1854.

The/Nebraska/Question/Comprizing /Speeches In The
United States Senate/By/Mr. Douglas (And Seven
Others)/Together With/The History Of The Missouri
Compromise/Daniel Webster’s Memorial In Regard to

it — History of /The Annexation of Texas — The Organi-
zation of /Oregon Territory — And The Compromises of
1850/ Redfield/110 and 112 Nassau Street, New York/
1854 (Cover Title).

Book, 63§ x 8%, 119 pp.

Pages 36 to 36 contain Mr. Douglas" Report In The United States
Senate, January 4, 1354. Pages 37 w 47 contain Douxlas’ Senate
speech of January 30, 1564,

Speech/of /Hon. 8. A. Douglas, of Illineis,/In The
Senate, January 30, 1854,/0n The/Nebraska Territory./
}Pi'm’alshingtun: Printed At The Sentinel Offies. /1854 (Cover

itle).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 14 pp.

Letter/of /Senator Douglas,/In Reply/To The Editor/
0Of The/State Capitol Reporter,/Concord, N. H./ Wash-
ng;.un:IPrinted At The Sentinel Office:/1854 (Cover

itle).

Pamphlet, 6 x 9%, 7 pp.
February 16, 1854,

Speech/of /Hon. 8. A. Douglas, of Illinois,/In The
United States Senate/March 3, 1854/on/Nebrazka and
Kansas/Washington: Printed At The Sentinel Office/
1854/ {Cover Title).

Pamphlet, 6 x 9%, 30 pp.

Letter/of /Senator Douglas,/Vindieating/His Character
And Hiz Position On The Nebraska/Bill Against The As-
saults Contained In/The Proceedings of /A Public Meet-
lwn_g.fﬂpmpnaed of /Twenty-five Clergymen of Chicago./
T.ﬁsi;lnﬁwh: Printed At The Sentinel Office/1854 (Cover

itle).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 14 E'];lp
Letter of Douglas is dated April 6, 1854.

Nebraska And Kansas/Speech/of/Senator Douglas,/In
The Senate, May 8, 1854 /in vindication of his character
and ?lf IIﬂ? position on the Nebraska-Kansas bill. (Cap-
tion Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 8 pp.

Speech/of/Senator Douglas,/At the Democratic Cele-
bration of the Anniversary of/American Freedom, in
Independence Square, Philadelphia, July 4, 1854 (Cap-
tion Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 7 pp.

Speech/of (Senator Douglas,/at/a Public Dinner/given
him/by his personal and political friends, at Chicago,/
November 9, 1854./ Washington:/Printed at the Congres-
sional Globe Office./18556. (Cover Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 7%, 15 pp.

Execution of United States Laws/Speeches/of/Hon.
3. A, Douglas, of Illinois,/Delivered/In The Senate Of
The United States, February 23, 1856/on/The Bill re-
ported from the Committee of the Judiciary to protect
Officers and Other/Persons Acting Under the Authority
of the United States (Caption Title).

Pamphlet, 5': x 8, 8 pp.

34th Congress/lst Sesszion/Senate/Rep. Com./No. 34/
In The Senate Of The United States/(. . .)/Mr. Douglas
Made the following/Report./The Committee on Territor-
ies . . . (Caption Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 8%, 61 pp.
March 12, 1856.

Speech/of /Hon. 8. A. Douglas, of Illincis,/on Kansas
Territorial Affairs./Delivered In The Senate Of The
United States, March 20, 1856/ Washington:/Printed At
The Union Offiee./1856 (Cover Title).

Pamphlet, 6 x 8%, 29 pp.

34 Congress/1st Session/Senate/Rep. Com./No. 198/
In The Senate Of The United States./June 30, 1856 . . ./
Mr. Douglas made the following/Report./To accompany

Bill 8. 356/The Committee on Territories . . . {Caption
Title).

Pamphlet, 5% x 9, 10 pp.
{To Be Continued In February Issue)
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