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Excerpt from “The North the Aggressor - - - The South on the Defensive” Article,
October 4, 1860

The enemies of Southern institutions are accustomed to deride Southern statesmen on the alleged ground that they cherish
a morbid feeling on the subject of slavery. From the rampant Abolitionist to the wily Freesoiler, the stereotyped accusation
against the South is that its leaders thrust the slavery issue where there is no necessity for its presence . . .

These attacks upon the South pass muster only in quarters in which gross ignorance prevails with regard to our national
politics or in which prejudice or personal animosity refuses to accept the truth. The Congressional history of the last twenty-
five years leaves no room for controversy upon this head. It only vindicates the South from the aspersions heaped upon it .

The territorial contests growing out of the Mexican war - what were they but so many struggles by Northern politicians to
deprive the South of lawful advantages? Was not the Wilmot Proviso an aggressive act on the part of the North, designed to
curtail the constitutional rights of the South? What has been steady resistance to the operation of the fugitive slave law but
an attempt to rob Southern citizens and to keep alive unpleasant feeling in the border States? The repeal of the Missouri
Compromise was not an exception to the rule, since its object was but to restore to the South its rightful claim to common
territory; though even this measure of justice has been thwarted by the organized movements of the Abolitionists in Kansas

We purpose [sic] not to sketch with minute precision the eventful struggles between the North and South during the period
to which we allude. The most casual references suffices to indicate the unreasonableness of those who hold up the South
to odium as a constant aggressor . . . Throughout the South has sought simply the perfect enjoyment of the rights
guaranteed by the Constitution, and which enter into the basis of the Union. Southern statesmen have contended simply
that their people shall pursue their course unmolested, that their institutions shall be allowed to work unmolested, that in
the future of this country they shall have their lawful heritage without let or hindrance . . . The North cannot put forth the
same honest boast. With full control over its own institutions, it has persistently attempted to control the institutions of
others. It has battled for the privilege of imposing its ideas upon a section that will have none of them. It has manoevred
[sic] and struggled and scolded to reduce the South to subjection, and to carve and pare and interpolate the Constitutio to
render the process more easy and complete.

The difference between the parties thus engaged in political strife is distinctly marked. To the North the question is one of
sentiment, and nothing more . . . The aggressiveness of the North, therefore, may be characterized as peculiarly offensive,
because wholly uncalled for by anything to be found in or out of its own region . . . The wonder is, not that the South now
displays sensitiveness under attack - not that it bids aggressors mind their own business, or prepare for the penalties of
intermeddling - not that it insists that the annoyances, the insults, the losses it has suffered shall come to an end; for, in
truth, the Southern people would be more or less than human if these manifestations were withheld. The wonder is, that
after all this provocation, and in the presence of menacing hosts, they are still content to demand only the plain and just
protection which the Constitution provides for their benefit. They ask for their States equality under the Union and no
more. They seek for their property protection under the Constitution, and nothing else. And the world will hold them
justified in insisting upon these terms, with secession as their alternative . . .

Abstract reasoning about “the right of secession” amounts to nothing. The only thing requisite for us at present to know is,

that the South will not submit to a diminution of its rights, in the Territories or in the States, and that the people of the
South are able to take care of themselves when the General Government shall be converted into a symbol of hostility.
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