S—THE GUARDIANS OF OUR LIBERTY

Dabate on the Secession Question.
UNFINISHED quss.' FRIDAY, @CT. 8.

The Convention resumed the cansidera-
~ tion of the unfinished business of vester-
day’s sessiongviz: ** An erdinsnce declar:
ing null and veid the ordinance of May
"20th, 1861," and the substitufe offered by |
Me. Ferebee, beretofore published. -
The question being wpon striking out the
Committee’s ordimance, Mr. Mclver 8d-
dressed the Convention in su
substitute, which he preferfedsbecausy it
didl not omdertake todecide what the effect
of the secession ordinunce was: - It ignor-
eil this question of validity., The commit-
1ee's ordinance did not, but declared the
secession ordinance uf non-effeet. Inhis
vespect he deemed the substitute prefem:
ble. - We have fought, legislated, and form-
«d parties underthe ordinance of secersion,
and, he said, it did not mew become us to
switily ourselves by denying its validity.’
- Mr. N. A. McLean saud te had never be-
heved that o State had & ct ustitutional right
10 secede. He hod believed in the right
ob rerulution. < He thought there had been,
roo much 'discussion wiready sbhost a mere
difference of phraseology.  The ‘angusge
se) was immaterial.  Seuth Carelina,
knocking at the dovr of the Union for ad-

of the | P

toasen, would hardly be driven away be-

. - . 1
anse, in anpolling her ordinnfice of seces- |

son, her Convention hind yaed the word |
"H']-Fli - -*hrrl" was Dul ube u-bjtcliulr.
w 1he commiliee’s report.  The secession |
was o marter of record. 1t rould not be |
wipeu wul.
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prace no less tham war has iu store for her
votaries. _ o e
+ Mr. Warren had hoped that a vete wenld
huve begn reached on yesterday, but asa
wember of the colmmittee who reportell the
pendiog ordivance, aod alyo of the Con-
vention of 1861, which passed the seces-
sion ordioaoce, he deemed it doe to him~
selt that he should give brief expression to
his views. It was all
supported the amendment that the originsl
roposition is discouriesns to the Conven-
tion of 1561, He regarded it as somewhat

niuhr that he and two others, members
of the Convention of 1801, whe were also
en the committee that reported the present
ordinance, should have failed tesee any-
thing in the ordinauge which could be eou-
strued into a reflec®ou opon themselves.
It was well understood that he and those
who thought with him constitutipg a large
mejority of the Convention of 1861, were
mude by the ordinance of secession to say
what was untrue, and this was the first op-
purtunity they had had 10 give expressivn
to what were then their vieys. 2o tuar from
being discourtenus to them it was the high-
est act of justice. He thought 1hat little
cyurtesy was due to the demunant, hat.
headed majority that geverned and guided
that Conventiou. The first proposition was
uifered them by Mr. Badge:—*' The great
Light"==ty whum the geateyan from Edge-
combe (M. Howard) bad relerced. IF that
gentheman and those % ho scted with i
hgd followed Mr, Badger's lead, there had
ber o po blvody war—po désolated fields—

AWk the effects of the vrdis | bo vacant seals at hearthsione and hoard.

the sebstitute offered by the gentleman
pfrom Camden, In concert with the gentle

the Brate Senate of 1860-'61, nnd hé coald

tal step that invelved the coaytyy in war,
Althgugh as'a member of the committee
that ‘eported the pending ordinance, he
bad aseented to their report. Omn subse-
quent consideration he had chaaged Lis o-

ple of the State, support the ordimance.

s¢; bat when all the Sotthern States had

or engage In & fierce and synguicary civil
war. Thus scling under inexorable neces-

mouth of his actors,
S My poverty, not my will, e !‘:_.‘1;!!! 8
wight well,

s,
“ My stuction, uct my will, consents.”

. man from Richmend, (Mr. Dookery,) be{Yeas 19, nays 94.
eged by’ these whoyhad epposed the dectrine of secession in

He Lelieved that two- thired of the peo-
ple in 1861, were opposed to secession, per | present, of the acts and parts of acts re-

seceded, North Carelina occupied an ise-
lated position. The secession of Virginia|reading as follows:
and President Lincoln’s proclamation had
put the State wader political duress. She
nad eiher 1o unite with the secetled States

sity, the wondy which the grest dramatic | Brickell, Brown,
delinestor of human character puts in the

Boaana: o g

Mr. Brown said"that as a member of the | Burke, partici ting, 'l'luhhq advogat-
Ctuveptioh of 1861, he had voted for the |ed the e'::mit'tit?f erdinahce, the foi:lier:
secession ordinance; he therefora deemed|supporting the substitute. [The lep
it due to himself that he should give some report hias attained, precludes further no-
exposition"of the reasens that woa!d influ- jtice of the debatey] . '
ence his present vote. -He phould support

this

The question’ recurring én the motion fo
strike dut, on motion Mr. Smith, of
Johnsen, the yeas and nays were ordered..

0

- The question now being on the passage.

}vathfnll_y disclaim all sympathy with the|of the'ordinence its second reading,
a

- Mr? Moore, of Woke, moved to amend
the ordinance by inserting after the word
| ®Mates,” the words * and alsoall acts und
parts of acts of the Genersl Assembly, rat-
ifying and adopting wmendments to the

pinien, and conld not consistently with his|said Constifution are” angd by, substituting
own self-respect, and respect for the peosiin the 8th line ** have” for *

th.” 7 These
Jauendmenty were adopted. . Their - effect
18 to assert the validity, past-as well as

terred to.
The ordinance then passed its second

The yess and nays were ordered, on io-'
tion of Mr, Stewart. ~ . “w

Those who voted yea were Mbgers, Ac-
ams, Alexender, Baines, Barrew, Beam,
Bell, Berry, Bingham, Boyden, Bradley,
rooks, Bryan, Burgin,
Buiton, Bynum, Caldwell, of Burke, Caid-
well, of Guilford, Clark, Conigland, Cov®
per, Dickey, Dockery, Donnel, Eaton, E!-

with g little - alteration, have | /%, Faircloth;” Faulkver, Furches, Gaba-
been ased by her. She might well hive (237 Garland, Barrelt,. Gilliam, Godwin,.

| Grissom, Harris of Guilford, Harris of Ruth~
| erford, Haynes, Henrahan; Henry, Hodge.,

" Sa the Convention refused to strike wt.‘ -

pance of secession before vy, ard the revo- | He proposed a declaration of independence,
lotionary government which s pasage | placing thy Siale un & revolutionary grousid.
pvgurated, fresh 16 gur memories, it was | Bet this did pot syit the views ol the ma-
adb 1o sav that the ordinance has a:u;,,.]nr;'y. Choel Jastice Rufiin, represehling
been wull ‘and void. Wik this r'?]ah‘. i!hr vounty of Alamance in the Convention
sion, He was willing to vote lor the com. | of 1864, offered & sulistiture for Mr, Craig's
mrtteg's ordinance. [owlrosBoes=the vne sdapted.  Thivsubsti-

Nr. 'r}-_ump“-u !hm,:h' the opposition (n'lhl{l' A 1 'lh prdipance ol \‘Pdfihhl., pure
the sdeplivt of the cominitiec’s ordinance and simpie, and he had previvusly woved
was very yunesval The ordinsnce was the | 8 relerehce of the urdingnrce Lo committee,
‘lﬁlﬂ1lﬂl:U' repnrt of the committee to which } But the ﬂlljh! Iy werein hot haste, sud ’lf.
he Coovention hade referred the matier, | WhOSE 1€pUlativn a8 4 Jurist is co‘extens

_ e Jackson, Jaryis, Jones of Cotumbus. Jones of
Agwin adverting 1o bis consistent oppo- | Davidson,Jones of hienderson,Jores ol Row-
sitivn 10 secession, Mr. Hrown stated that | am, Jayce, Kelly, Kennedy, King, Lash, Lo-
he had been elected in his county-by e ma- #an, Love, of Chathau, Love, of Jacksen,
jority of aver three 0 one, of posing seces- | Lyon, McCauley, McGorkle, McDonrald,
sion; and further, that durinz the session | of Chatham, MeDanald,eei Moore, McBe-

of the Virginia Convention, he had vivited iee, Meiver; M cKhv, WN: A« Melean, Nas.
the ity of Richmend, and,orged members

\-h--rtmg to Mr. FereDee's statement that
he subsitute was offered by Bim by way
F eompromyse, Mr. Tl mpsen wished o
Khuw Wit necessitaled any cuny frmu:?r.
wheu the geptlemen supporting the Substi-
tute prolessrd to agree with the committes
8 repudisting the right 10 secede. and
sIEmAtiZIng secession g revelutionsry,

Mr. T. proceeded at lesgth 1o eypose
e fallacy of the docirine of secession, and
vige the sdoptivn of the comwitiee's re-

ot '

NMr. Baten sspported the substitute. He
vand 11s character had been misrepresented.
It had baen held up as a mere ripeal. It
was more.  Itrewined the title of the com-
wittee's ordinance, declaring the ordigance
o wecesmion nwll and vovd., Alluding alve
w0 the words *rescind, abrogste and re-
peal™ weedd in the substitute. Mr. Eates

enyed that the substitite Ju apy manner
of 1y angy extept endersed the dectrine of
secession j the gentleman {rom Bertie was,
therelore, wasting bis ammunition by fir.
ing 18 the air, in bringing forward at this
rime & labored argument against scconsion,
‘The object of the yubstivute was the apeedy
restpration of civil law snd the return of

the s'.!? o Ih’ "f:}hn_ "t“. Iil‘lil'"“ - ay

general, and wis evidenced by the vram j

mous vote for Mr. King's resoletion requir.

‘g the boising of the national flag on the |

Capral, He jreferred the gmendment as
Letwer calculated to secure g ENLDIMoNs
Its l.ll‘_lll'r'l: WaAR tunre ;'g'p',rllul
1o the I'n:nvennun ol 15801, and 10 the pens
pie ol Nurth Carolina wha pent thew there
6 do what they did.  As lor humself Le
fod wiveys regarded the doctrive ulssecess
son as swplyieg & mere cevolulionary
izbt. To e Legislature of 1552, in dige
vession with Mr. Avery, of Burhe, he bad
earnestly opposed the assertion of the doe«
trine o & constitutional right. “Referring
to Washington's Farowell Address and Jel-
‘erson’y Inavgural as his political guides,
“he bxprosned the hope that with the return

of peace, the sword be besten into the
‘pl%ﬂ. and sur people everywhere

vple,

~mulouy of seguring those yiotories which

sive With the republic, was swepl amay
ke a Iesther, when he came wite conflice
Wilh that majeniiy ; yel these srethe men
that are 1o be tewated with peculicr cour-
This dignied budy baving penve
the secessiob ordinance, resolved (sell in-
to & owob under the Bring of cannon and
ringing ol bells,

esy .

“ I speak this,” sind Mr.
W., “in the preseoce of the venerable

{nrncc of anvy other Southern Siate

to stand fast, and telling them that Narth
Carolina wonld neversecede while Virgin.
Y2 maintained her Invalty to the Union.

" He sall that the lapguage of the substi-
tate wnt lurther than the r-.':u.-:;lirg ordi-
1 “Itac-
cemplished restoration te the Union, and
lelt no stigma on a great people.
his dewided conviction that a large major-
ity of the delegates to the Convention of
1861, were elected with the expectation,
vn the part of their constituents, that they
! would pess the ordinance of secession, and

President of ihat Convention.” [Hon, \\'.-1-1 he wap sn%illing to pass an erdinaf®ce re-

don N. Edwards was present 1o the Hall.

iﬂu-ting upon them, The President’s pro-

McLean, McLaughlin}, McRea, Mebane,

nlson, Norfleet, Odom, Pstterson, Perkins,
Phillips, Polk, Pool, Reade, Rumley, Rus-
sell, Rush, Sanders, Settle, Simmons, Slean,
Smith, of Anson, Smith, of Johnson, Smith,
of Wilkes, Spencer, of Hyde, Spencer, o!
Montgomery, Starbuck, Stephenson, Stew-

It was{art, Stubbs, Swanh, Thompeen, Walkup;

Warren, Willey, Winburne,
Wright—1035.

Nays—Messra. Allen, Faison, Ferebee,
Howard, Joyner, Manly, McCoy, Murphy,
Ward-9.

On motion of Mr. Manly, the rules were
suspended, and the ordinance passed its

Winston,
i

Mr. Warren added that yus clarge ot | clamation, he said, does not require w8 10 third reading.

discourtesy was general, and therelore was
not sascentible of refutaton, “The mover
of the substitute came as @ peace-maker,
bearing the vlive branch, and bew concilic
atory, he asked, in this pacification, when
he sets sul by charactenizing the commit-
tee’s erdinance as bearing walice prepense
upon its lice? Fome geatlemen eppose
the urdinance, but are somewhat reluctant
1o stale the grownds of their cpposition;
while others object to the recital, declar-
ing 0 plfect that the ordinanced of 1789 had
never been wvalidafed. He deemed the
wording of the commitiee’s ordinance pe-
culiariy appropritte, for delegates 1o the
Conventiva of 18681 did rot goutent them-
svives wWith Seceding, but went oui of their
wan and undertook 2y repeal thie eidinance
ol 1769 |

Some cuntend there 1v no dillerence be-
ﬁkern the % 0 prepositivin, 1 he delegate
Wom Alawance (Mr: Mcbane)is exceeding-
v an love with buth—rather objects to the
Brst becavse 1t 18 & commentury op the
Constitwtion, sod prefers the latter becavse
it is o repenl *pure sd simple.” He
thought the gentleman trom Orange (Mr.
Plittips) mistaken 1u the opinion that n
legal wliect there was no dilference between
the two prepositions. 11 was passing strange
there should be such strenuous opposition
from the gentlemen from Craven sad Wil-
son, (Messrs. Manly and Howard,) il the
difference were merely one of phraseology.
In conclusion, he argued that the substi-
tute did mot speak the truth. It spoke,
said, the same old heresy -of! 1861, and
comnes bere for re<endersément. -

i Iny déwp platforms and platitudes, nordoes

it require dissertatiofis upon Constitution.
|al Law. :

Mt. Movre, of Wake, said that the report

of the committee embodied he great po-

| liticak truth of the land, and he could net

ser haw an assertion of this trith could
aggrieve any one, The ordinance vas an

| enunciation of his political faith, dnd he|

had & right 10 ask it endorsewent. He
neked what was the effect of the Secession
Urdinance ?
the Unioh, or did it not?

| Mr, Howard said, in reply, thst the

vears by milifary power; that Juring this
perind, she wis to all intents and purpos.
¥, i[idri.t'nlfo- At, llaving Esecutive, 10p.

"l" ve and Juf!ici.r.r n'clur'tllf‘ﬂlh-lll
! the machinery of government—in he full
esercise of their lunctions.

M Moore did net deem this a ™l an-
swer 10 his question, as it did not teuch
ihe matter of right.  When the ordinahce

e Unrn or it did not go, I it did, how
could delegates take an oath to supportthe

ordinauce remained unrepealed? He ar-
gued at some Jength to sbow that the se-
cession ordinance (as asserted by the com-
mitteg’s report) was null ad initio apgd nev-
¢r had any legitimate legal ellect. The
hoisting, said he, of the National Flag on
the Capitel, was under any other iy pothe-
sis, both abswrd end degrading.

The digcussion was continued, Messrs,

Did it catry the State out of null and void the ordimance of

| State was sustained in its actiow for four !

of secession passod, the State went out of

Constitution of the United States while the

Ferebee, Manly, Uoyden and.Caldwell, of

On motion of Mr. Manly, the Conven-
tion spspended the rule, and an ordinance,
reretofire introducedby him, **in relation

other acts of the Convention,” passed its
second and third readings. .

e -

REMARKS or JUDGE HOWARD ar WILBON.

On the substityte offered by Col. Ferre-
bee of Camden, to the ordinance declaring
May 28,

1861. ¢
In the Convention of 1861, on meeting
with the delrgate from Wake, whose great
intellect has hieen since overcast, to the
great loss of the country, and my own deep
regrel, he asked me il | really believed in
the right of secession, To which I replied
| 1 have bho faith in political rights without
remedies. As there is no provision of the
Constitution expressly authorizing the Go-
vernmesat to coerce & State, and pone ex-
pressly reserving the right 16 the State to
withdtaw to settle thquestion of construc-

-

alone will justify ‘either side. This being
so I have never thought 3 State should at-
tempt secersion without just cause——cavse
for revolution—as that alene weuld wnite’
our people of all political opinions. But
so far as the citizens of the State are con-
cerned, | believe and hold that an_ ordi-
- dance, passed by a Convention constitu-
tionally culled, binds ever oqc—thi; alone
can prevent anarchy, wifich is worse than
war. To this he answered, ** yowr seces-

Moere, of Chatham, Moore, ol Wake, Nich- *

to the authentication ef erdingnces and -

tion, the sword is the anly arbiter—success -

sion it practically my right of revolution.”




