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her commerce, and that, in consequence of her internal troubles,
capital is retired, credits are curtailed, orders are withdrawn and
operations are restricted.

The large increase of our exports to Cuba is very gratifying,
especially so when we remember that, upon the occasion of the
consideration of the McKinley Tariff bill, our Congress was in the
act of throwing away the opportunity of gaining some slight
equivalent for the remission of duty upon Cuban sugar. The
beet-root sugar of Germany and other states had already practx-
cally driven the West India sugar from European markets, leav-
ing the Cuban planters entirely dependent upon the American
consumers ; hence, negotiations with Spain over trade reciprocity
with Cuba and Puerto Rico were easily pressed to a favorable con-
clusion. The terms of the arrangement are such as will no doubt
satisfy the demands of the most exacting patriot or visionary en-
thusiast, and we may reasonably venture to hope that the United

-States will soon be able to control the foreign commerce of those
?isianﬂs leaving but little tributary to even Spain herself. An
: 'iilustratlon in point that warrants the hope is revealed in the fact
hat: since January 1, 1892, American breadstuffs have as com-
| ﬁ:ﬁetely driven Spamsh flour from the Cuban market as if the latter
‘ ct had been boycotted throughout the island.

. Tt may b= safely assumed that the success of reciprocity is

ready assured, and that the policy can suffer but little from the

“hearted attacks of its enemies. They may retard its develop-
mei'lt by refusing to lend it material encouragement, but they can
never hope to loosen the firm hold that it has taken upon the intel-
hgence of the American people who, unlike the stolid masses of
effete monarchies, will take a practical and critical view of it, and
recognize and dul; appreciate its merits.

The success of the measure depends upon the efforts of its
founders and promoters, and its development should be left in
their hafyds. They should hasten slowly and take no steps back-
ward., VUpder their patronage it will achieve grand results, and
we may wgll believe that, with such results, will come the golden
era of our ynaritime dominion and comimercial supremacy.
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Republicanism and the South.

HE subject assigned me has two phases: First, the promo-
tion of Republican principles at the South, and, second, the
prospects of the Republican party at the South. It might seem
at first glance that the two are identical—that if Republican
principles prevail, the Republican party must be dominant in
those States.  This by no means follows. The principles of the
Republican party, considered in contra-distinction with those of

the Democratic party, cover a very important part of the area of .

human liberty. Whether it wields the power of government at
any time is a much less important fact,

Self-government is an evolution. Sometimes the term has a
collective and sometimes an individual application. A province
which rebels against the sovereignty which has exercised juris
diction over it, is said to desire self-government, though the re-
bellion may be only an attempt to set up one monarchy in plade
of another. Inlike manner, a revolution intended to establish' a
parliamentary or republican form of government, is said to be a
struggle for self-government. By a curious concatenation of events
our American Revolution represented, and our history has 'ex-
emplified in varying degrees at different times, both of these im-
pulses. At the outset, it no doubt represented the right of spe-
cific communities, to wit, the original colonies, to elect whether
they would remain subject to the crown of England or establish
a government for themselves. The form of government was
a subject of secondary importance. There seems little doubt
that a monarchy would have been supported with eqyal hearti-
ness and probably more confidence, if the sovereign:had been
made elective by a legislative diet rather than hereditary. In-
deed, there cannot be any question that had Washington so de-
sired he could have made himself a king with practically no re-
strictions on his power greater than those imposed by the British
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Constitution on the power of the English sovereign. In other
words, the impulse toward self-government of that time might
have been almost if not wholly satisfied with the establishment
of an American monarchy modeled on that of Great Britain, in-
stead of an American Republic sought to be made on the same
model, but really shaped by the experience of colonies so remote
from the mother-country as really to have been thrown upon their
own resources for the means of defense, the obtaining of revenue
and the enhancement of prosperity.

It cannot but be regarded as providential, however, that the
brain which conceived the first political platform ever formulated
in the United States—for the Declaration of Independence was
hardly more than the platform of the half-organized war-party of
that time—was most deeply imbued with the principles of the
rights of man, which underlay the French philosophy which even
then was preparing the way for that bloody apotheosis of liberty
which was to mark the emergence of the French Republic from
the darkness of French absolutism. Because of this fact, the

. Declaration of Independence, which was the official and authori-
tative justification of the War of the Revolution, came to be based

o, a declaration of individual rights so broad and complete as to

feed no modification to adapt it to the highest and most perfect
gonceivable form of self-government; and yet so unconsciously

modified by a single phrase as to adapt itself to the requirements
o} the advocates of a mere independent government, without re-
gard to its specific character. It was written almost wholly in the
individual rather than the collective sense, asserting first the im-
mortal principle never before made the basis of political action,
thati ‘“ All men are created equal ; that they are endowed by their
Creator with certain inalienable rights ; among these are life, lib- -
erty and the pursuit of happiness.” ‘These are the inherent, the
immutable rights of man. Following this and derived there-
from, came the formulation of collective rights, or the rights of
the individual considered with relation to the forins of organized
society. it consists of three propositions, (1)} That governments
are instituted merely to secure to individuals the full enjoyment
of their inherent rights: (2) That governments derive their just
powers from the consent of the governed : (3) That it is the right
of the people ** to institute a new government of such form as shall
seem to them most likely to effect their safety and happiness.”
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These two ideas are the twin seeds of the plant of American
self-government from which has sprung a plan of society so radi-
cally different from any other, that its excellence is diminished
rather than enhanced by the endeavor to trace its elements iuto
other systems. - As a matter of fact, it was just as truly indige-
nous as the special forms which species in material nature as-
sumed under the peculiar environment of the New World. From
this has sprung two contrasted theories of government—the one

- bdsed on the inalienable and inherent rights of the individual as
a paramount and controlling force, and the other upon the resalt-

ing rights of specific communities. The Republican party has -

become, by a series of interesting and often unintended eveunts,
the representative of the former, and the Democratic party, by a
like curious evolution, the champion of the latter view of the func-
tion and purpose of the Republic. In all its history, the Republi-
can party has based every policy it has adopted on the hypothesis
that the right of the individual citizen is greater than that of any
particular organic body of the people. In its incipiency, though
admitting that the general Government had no right to interfere

with slavery in the various States, its strength lay in the assertion |

that slavery was a wrong to the slave and a menance to the freed-
man, who had a right to protect himself against its inroads and re-
strict its aggressions. Then came the assertion of the right tg
prevent by force the withdrawal of a State from the Union, based
upon the general individual interest of all the people of the country,
in opposition to the expressed will of a specific community Or
State. Then came the establishment of a national paper cnrrenc’_y,
which was merely an assertion that the general interest of the
American people demanded that the will of the various States
s.10uld be subordinated by taxing out of existence 2ll the banks of
issue which they had already established, or might seek to r2stab-
lish thereafter. After this came the emancipation of the slaves,

which rested primarily upon the ground that the interests of the
people of the United States demanded the preservation of the Un-
ion, but found its fullest justification in the well-nigh universal
belief of the people then constituting the government of the United
States, that ‘‘ All men are created equal and are endowed by their
Creator with certain inalienable rights ; that among these are life,

liberty and the pursuit of happiness.”” ‘T‘his was the root of
motive from which sprung the impulse of the Republican party

™
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in confirming the proclamation of Emanc1pat10n by the adoptlon
of the Thirteenth Amendment of the Coistitution. :
The same prmcxple lies at the bottom of what 15 termed ¢ Pro- '

can capxtal an advantage in Amencan markets over the labor_
and capital of other countries, It is the exercise of the nght of
the people to demand such a policy

likely to effect their safety and happmess” as 1nd1v1duals

serting the idea that #ke inherent rzg‘lzts of ma’wzduals su&jea‘ to the -

general jurisdiction, are paramouit to the clalms of orgamzed'

communities constitutmg a part thereof e
In all this series of remarkable assertions that the paramount '

function is to secure the inherent - and ‘promote the individual E

rights and interests of the people of the United States, the Re- -
publican party has been consistently and logxcally opposed by the: B
rocratic party, which has regarded the Declaration .of Tnde=
ence, nof as an assertion of the inherent 1ights of ““all men’”

e fundamental and controlling. pnnc:lple of ‘our government '

ut the collective rights of orgamzed communities, to wit, States:

of the Union. This theory, like its correlate, has, from time to-. -

assumed various forms. It asserted thé right of - the_ State:

ullify * or render inoperative the laws of the Uhited States.

1 its limits ; it declared that any State had the tight fo with-

o v from the Union at pleasure that the general Government L

actiopt of the State. g
Al these were based upon the hypothe51s that the State a[mze‘
had a \right to consider the welfare of the citizen w1th1n the limits-
of the Unlted States. Beyond its confines, the general Govern--_
ment was bound to protect the person and nghts of the individual,.
because he was a citizen of one of the States, biit at home it could
assert no' nght inhering in a citizen of the United States, except’ '
those ansmg under and by virtue of - the laws of the State in

which he rds1ded

This thedry:naturally made the Democratlc party in favor of

‘a tariff for i\evenue only,” they holding that the welfare of the
mdxvzdual cmzen was wholly beyond the purvxew of nauonal. -
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authority. “This doctnne siiade it the parent of that cufiouts 116~

tion, which niay be de51gnated as Federal futilist, which chaihed

the hands of Buchanan while disusiion reared its head and opeénly

perfected its plafs for the dlsmemberment of ‘the Union. - He

wished to prevent the desttuction of the governmert, bat regard:

ing the State as the sole consétvator of inhefetit nghts and indi-

vidual interests, he felt that he had o, power to.intervene. It |
made that party, also, the oppotient of a-fiatienal -paper cuffency,. -

of emancipation, of the enfranchisemetit of the coloted mati; of

‘national citizenship; of thé festriction of State c1ttzenslnp and of .

every assertion of individiial right based thereon. -

It is in this last respect that the Republican theory that thew-
secunty, rights and welfare of the citizens of the United States .

“constitute not oily the pnmal purpose, but aré, in fact; alinost the

sole function of the general Governiment (its other furictions being.
 either subordinate or incidental thereto), coties to-day, in direct -

conflict with establisheéd Democratic doctrine, along the very lines

which have. marked the dwergent tendenicies of these fnndamental :
ideas from the very first. ‘T'¢-day, the Republican party asserts -
the right and duty of the general Government to protect the [ .
citizens of the United States in the free exercise of one specific -

right in every State of the Union ; to wit, the nght of eve
qualified voter to cast ofie vote and. have it counited- as cast,
every election where an officer of the Umted States is to

chosen. This- position the Democratic party. controveérts upofn -
the old theory that the State alone has the power to deﬁne t e L
rights which every citizen within its limits shall enjoy and jat '
the State has also the-éxclusive right to protect the citizen in fthe o
enjoyment of his nghts and to redress any infraction or violajtion -

of the same. Under “the Const1tnt10n as it was,”” as const rited -
by the highest court of the land, the position of the Demo’cratlc: o
party is unquestionably correct, and that of the Repnbhcan party. . -
wrong. Under the Constitution as ## #5, and upon the hypothesis
that governments aré instituted to secure their citizéns the ifal:
ienable rights of life, liberty and the pursult of happmess aﬁd -

that the special function of the government of the Unjted States

is to secure the rights of citizens of the United States, ‘,he Repub- :

lican party is correct and that of the Democratic party wrong.

What js it that makes what was then so. cleaily wrong now .
evidently right? -The Fourteenth Amendment of the Constltu-
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tlon of the Umted States had the eﬁ'ect not only to make the

- colored man a citizen; biit expressly to reverse the relations there-

tofote existing between State and naticial cltlzenshlp It not -

L . only cteates and defines the latter, li'nt prescnbes and hmlts and.
subordiniates the forier. -

- The telation of the Utiited States to. c1tlzensh1p and the several :

_State governments before the adoptlon of th:s amendment 1s- |

_ , if mdeed'— e
E _equaled ifi thé annals of j udzcatnre By this dec1sxon three tlnngs
" were determmed :

1. T'hat no colored man could become a c1t1zen of any State; .

- within 1 the meanmg of that term m the Constltutlon ot‘ the Umted
" States '

- 3, ‘That no colored man conId be a c1t12en of the Unxted States

decaitse he cotild not be a citizeh of any State. Ty
'fThat consequently, the courts of the United States conld .

(e} take jutisdiction: of afl action bronght by a coloted man

ta citizen of another State holdlng him asa slave, - _

other Woids, the declmon was in effect; that the. colored ian; .
7hether slave or free, was not, and could not, become a c1t1zen of

ited States. ‘T‘hisswas the law at the time of the adoptlon '

hirteenth Atendment, by which slavery was prohibited, -

st immediately after its adoptlon the législatures of the.
¢ reécently in rebellion » proceeded to enact what was known .
“Black Codes”" of 1865-6:. This was caste- leglslataon of

offensive character.  If it had been allowed to stand, the

n of the South motead of beug 4 c1tlzen would now'-_

tert, but a serf suborchnated by law to a partlcular class
‘only restricted pnwleges ‘The response 16 this on
Cortigress was what is known' as the ““ figst Civil Rights

ch was properly held to be unconstitutional because

s fiot-a-citizen of any State of the Unioén, nor of the -

s, buit wasa mere “ inhabitait’’ of aniy State in which
dat any time to be; atid éould not becoine 4 citizerr of

or entitled to protection as such in his. inherent -

erty and the pursmt of happmess e except by
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an amendment of the Constltutxon of the Umted States It was -

-What

thing separate and apart from Stafe a[zzensizzp and fot in any-
manner dependent tipon it; by these words: - All persons bofn or
naturalized in the United Stateés and- sub;ect to the _]unsdlcuon
thereof, are citizens of the United States.”? Wherever such a. per-
son may be he’i 1s 1n1n1ed.1ately and chrectly a “ mtrzen of the Umted

zens is security and protectron in thelr rights. ‘This duty is recrp—

rocal, the citizen’s duty being a]legxance and suppott, and that of -

the Government; as defined by the Declarationi. 6f Independence.
is to secure the citizen in his inaliefiable. nghts It was-a final

and absolute reversal of the theory. of the ‘‘paramount” charactef ;

of State c1t1zensh1p, in that it established by ‘constituticfial pro-.

vision the express and direct relatlon of -sovereigh and citizen |

‘between the nation and evety person borii or fiatiralized in the
Umted States. Of course no State cou]d logrcally mterpose any

citizen of the supenor Junsdrctron

As if in fear that such a claim faight be set up, the Fourteen :..
Amendment proceeds to define and limit the powers of the- Statl :‘_ N
thh regard to c1tlzens of the Unrted States evrdently subor‘ if-

race or color. It was the response of the American peop].e to the | "
barbarism and injustice which underlay the Dred Scott decision; -

It was the declaration of the sovereign power. ‘ Thege are m_y
citizens and also your citizens, because 1 will them ‘to be so.
Heretofore, you have had power to refuse Staté c1tizensh1p at

' your pleasure, and have assumed the rlght to antniul natlonal diti- -

zenship by virtue of a claim of ‘“ State-sovereignty >’ or.‘‘ para-
mount allegiance.” I w111 sett}e that questlon for the future

*
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N both by assertmcr my para:nount authonty and by Inmtmg and' :
: restnctmg Jours.”

2. It-also providés that “No State shall make of enforce any:
law . which shall abndge the prxvﬂeges or 11nmun1t1es of any citi- -

zén of the Un1ted States &

-“What are such pnvﬂeges and 1rnmun1t1es of a c1t1zen of the

' Un1ted States?”’ Is life oné of thein? Is hberty otte of them ?
o Is the pursuit of happlness ofie of them? - Is the righit to exer:
“cise an equal powet with every other voter in the choice of Presi-

dent ‘and- Members of Congress a- “pnmlege” of the citizen of

the Umted States who 15 a- quahﬁed voter ?. If so, then the e

Umted States has the power to. protect its citizens in the exercrse

L of these nghts whether the State approves its action or not,”’

- 3. But the reéstriction of State authority does not stop with

these prowsmns The Amendment proceeds to declare + (€95 “ Not e
: ”ha11 any State deptivé any persoti of life, hberty of property

hout due process of law:"" All these. things the States Had
e\nously ¢laimed the nght to do, and tifidér the decision of the

~highest courtmight de, undef the old tegime: .(2) “ No State

deny to any person w1th1n 1ts _]unsdlctlon the equal protec-

-tHon f -the law.”

But it is said that these restr1ct10ns only apply to the leglsla-
_branich of the State authonty It is- O‘ravely asserfted that
thougha State may not abndge the pnvrleges and immunities
zen of the United States &y Slatutory enactinént; it may Wlth
niity fail to protect hisrights er furnish adequate fediess for
. In other words, that what it cannot do 6y law it -
it its citizens to do in vielation of law. .
pon this theory, the Democratic patty bases it oppposition
a& with a curious pertinadity in self- deceptlon it terms the
Bill.” It does not deny that white and colored Republi-
'e South are deprn ed by Vlolence 1nt1m1dat10n and

the expressmn of the will of a majonty The da’y has
e, by when éven the most rancorous of Southern defend—
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crimes who shuts h1s eyes and swears his- way through the: moun-

tain of facts whlch confront. him, thmkmg to gain approval from B |

a people who givé only contempt for his ignorance or. dupl1c1ty

The Southern Democrat,-and asa consequence the party Wwhose

sentiment be controls stands boldly on the ground that wl:ule"

enadmenl it has an indefeasible nght to penmt its citizens to do

them, in deﬁance of Iaw but wrthout fear of pumshment and

in silence and w1thout remedy. : E
It should be sufficient to say, i answer to thls that legi'sla-

tion is the very hlghest exercise of statal power and that’ what a -

State is prohibited to do by sfitite, it ¢annot: accomphsh 1nd1rectly _
by neglect or .refusal -to enfofce . the law, So too, it is claimed,

that it is no denial of ¢ the equal. protectlon of the law,” if the' o

law upon the statute book makes no d1st1nct1on of nght though :

the citizen may be deprived by forée or terfor of all appeal tolegal . ;

tribunals. -In short; the claifi is,’ifs. one Wword, that if the State

make no statutory d1scnm1nat10n in the - deﬁmtlon of the nghts /

and privileges of the citizens of the United States resident i it its

borders, it may refuse them any protectmn of life, hberty of in« [

herent right, and the N ational Government cannot mtervene tot
protect its citizens. : j
This is the last and absurdest claim based on the doctnne
‘“State Sovereignty.” ~With the Constitution as it was,
strued by Taney and his associates, it was. entirely cortect ;
with Stafe citizenship ‘made subordinate to, and dependentr
national citizenship it has only the musty flavor of the -outgs
theory to save it from being ridiculous. = T'6 fully appreciate 7
character of this hypothesis, we have only to. supposs that

State Legtslature, inspired by atiifiosity toward some claiss of

citizens of the United States, should repeal all statutory penaltles :
for-murderand declare that the comifion law remedres for the same
were abolished. What would be the result ? Cltlzens of the

United States resident in such State woild be without protection
in their livesand persons. - Any man m1ght kill-his neighbor with -

impunity. Suppose that one élass of citizeris should . take advan-

tage of this state of affairs to anihilate citizens of ancther class, .

Would this constitute an abndgment of the privileges of national

citizenship, or a demal of equal protectlon of the law? Is no pro- o -
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tectlon the legal equlvalent of equal protectlon? Would the- ..

~_United States be coiipelled to stand idly by antil ohe class of the - -
R other was amnhllated? Is the Constltu’uon t6 be construed m S
e favor of llberty or’ oppressmu;of c1v111zat10n or barbansm 7 )

- . atéassured by the. unerrmg loglc of the futIhst whio would bmd- S
- - the nation’s hands to prevent its defending the lives.and libetties
- of its citizens and ‘turn infariate tholisands, debatiched by the bar: ¢

barois phxlosophy of slavery loose to degrade and destroy——‘-‘ the-

Presrdent ¢an do nothmg “He'i is prevented from 1nterfer1ng to
. ke—ep the pubhc peace in a, State except by sohc1tatlon of 1ts exec- :

- tect the citizen, if he cannét send the army and havy to Seciire
: them in the peacefnl efijoy metit of their rights, what can be donié 2"

- The chief Execttive is not the rfuler of the nation. Hei is
erely a servant to watch over the hbertles aiid lives of the peo-

. The power of the nédtioni fesidés. in. the Congress and the -
d1¢:1ary is the chlef instriiimént by which the: sovereign - will is

rced and. the rights of the citizen asserted. ~The - finction of R

résident is not-only to eall the atténtion of Congress to ques-

of finance and reveniie, but, more especmlly, to any unfrém-- -
ed'and unrestramed invasion of the righits and pnvﬂeges of any .

of citizéns of the Usited States; and it is the duty of Con-
't prov1de a, remedy How shall it be done ? There is a -

'would become an. extitict luxury in every ‘State -
he pubhc conscxence is most s‘iirely reaiched
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Is there need for such leglslatlon A there free speech at the

South? TIs the right of publi¢ assemblage and paity orgamzatlon o
secire? Could the Repubhcan party conduét a pre51dent1al cam- .
paign there? Can a Federal soldier’sson’ stafid by his father’s

grave and procla1m the pnn01ples for whlch his father foucht to';

citizen’s politics ? Has the Umted States any more clatm to be
termed a free country than Russia, as long s énly members of

.one party have a noht to speak thelr p011t1cal sentunents openly, SR

the Union? Are citizens of the Umted States sectire ift the ef=

joyment of their inherent rights when ifi twenty-seven years less

than half a dozen white men have been exécuted in all the States
of the South for the murder of ¢slored ¢itizens, though there have.. |
been more colored citizens killed by white men in that time than
there have been days in all the years? - Is the equal protection of

the law accorded when not a white ‘man in all those States has
ever been punistied for criminal &ssault upoit a colored woman?-
Are the hves of cxhzens of the Umted States taken w1thout due

public lynchmgs of colored men in the States of the South we
recorded in the public press; sévén mnien were openly b
alive; one was flayed alive and oné disthembered and disj

being tortured for two hoursin the presence of humndreds. W1th1 i
seventy consecutive days of the present year sixty colored citizeps:

were publicly hanged without trial.. Upon the thirty-first da;
May, a day which the colored c1tlzen5 of the Repubhc had v

deliver them from the oppressmn and. persecntmn«a'of then’ h
fellow-citizens, theré weére three Iynched. : '
Is there taxation withot representatxon ?

fraud, violence and 1nt1m1datlon bar the Way of the legallé quah- -

fied voter to the eﬂ'ectlve expressmn of h1s “111 throuorh the
ballot-box.
assassination takes the place of aromnent m mﬂuencmg the poh-
tical action of ‘the citizen? . @ DN

But may these things be remedled i ‘so sn:nple a mzumer'r’
Can the United States courts really be given JurlSdICthIl where.
the State courts fail to protect. the rights of the c1t1zen or do equal
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JuSthE between them? Most assuredly The road to Justlce m: -

The chafter of -

'the nat10nal Judlclary is 1o product of self bound “Futilism.” .

“The Jud1c1a1 power . says Sect1on 3 of the Th1rd Arncle of the L
- Cotistitition; . '
o under this Camz‘zlutzm the Iaws of the Umted States and treat1es=
. made or whlch shall be made under thelr anthonty » The Con- BN

'power to hear the cases when gwen Junsdlctlon by law The 8
Government of the Umted States can 1o longer shield ztself from
- blame ‘for failure to’ protect its citizens behind -any claim of
: _“State tights.”’ The State has no right to kill citizens of the
T Umnitéd States by law; to perm1t them to be killéd in defiance of
law or to ShlEld thelr murderers by refusmg to put the machmery :

the Federal courts afe powerless depends solely upon the
that Congress does not prowde the necessary laws

izens of the Umted States; whether the Congress |

L'n51b111ty for the nghts of the natlonal c1tlzen S
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prevent outrages perpetrated for pohtlcal TSNS’ only

is unfortunately true, and this fact leaves the party. open to plaus— .

-ible assault on the ground that what it desires to secure is the cit-
izen’s vote and not the citizen’s nght Of coiirse, the right to-
vote is only one of the rights attaching to cerfain citizens - of the
United States. 'The right of free speech, personal security, trial
by jury are even more 1mportant ones and pettain to eve;:y cxtrzen :

The denial for these rights, ** for political teasotis, ' i§1o worse:
than their denial for any other reason: i
The present Republican platform is a piece of grotesque struc-

tional weakness as regards this subject.. -As written, it is wholly =~
indefensible. Even the most reckless *“spell-binder” would not -

dare stand upon it, withoiit ifisérting" an unexpressed limitation,

It is not the first time.the party has suﬂ'ered by sending the ““lit=

erary feller”’ to the rear and settmg the professmnal p011t1c1an fo:

hew out a puncheon platforth with a broadaxe, in ofder to catch.
votes during the campalgn and let the cand1date shp through

afterward.

It is for this reason that I have chosen to trace the. genesxs of f .

Republican pnnc1p1es and their’ apphcatlon to. th_e presént cond
tions of national citizenship at the Sotth. -Itisof little ¢

quence whether the Repubhcan party would gain strength inf 3 -

Congress or be any surer of ch0051ng a Pres1dent 1f they had

would never have voted sohdly the Repubhcan ticket if the :
Southern Democracy had. not first solidly opposed his right /to: -

vote at all He would not now 1f he thought hlS nghts e

g’-*

skall be done to secure h1m in the enjovment of the equal mghts

of American citizenship expressly promlsed hlm m the Conisntu- - k.

tion. Itis almost a miracle that he has any falth left in a
whose leaders declare that nothing ¢z be dofe to secure hifii the

free enjoyment of those nghts Bétween deﬁant “nulhﬁcatlon oY

and ossified * futilism’’ there seeins, at ‘first siglit, to: be little -
choice. Hope lies only in the logié of Repubhcan prmc1p1e the:
sense of _]UStICe of the. Amencan people and the 1nstmct of llberty

of party leaders.
know that it is of the utmost 1mportance that the hfe llberty,.

| REPUBL[CANISM AND THE SOUTH. Coigy

, equal nght and equal pnvﬂege of etery class of c1t12ens of the R
- Utiited States shall be made sectite iti every State of the Umon,
"aiid that-a native’s right to ‘demand allegiance, obedience and

= ‘-support from the citizen depends 611 its willingness to: protect hif
in hlS _]ust nghts legal prw11eges They understand that “ Pro- '

_ _.based on protéction of the hfe hberty and nghts of- the Amencan

laborer.. They $ee just how absurd it is to talk of * protecting’”. -

| the hat and coat, trousers and shoes of the citizen, leaving the - . :

Better a thousand-fold our -

3 made dependent upon the color of his skm ‘Of the litie of : .' :

i politics. . They ifiean that the coIored citizen of the South = |
be Just as free and Just as secu‘e in the enjoyment of hla'__ i

& Wwaited for’ the States to freely grant the nghts they
wered the nat10n to enforce Now the deternnnatron :

ALBION W TOURGEE.






