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the House any endorser of Helper’s book. For two montbs they filibustered successfully

visedly signed the appeal, whije the
gher. What does the Jollowing speech
by Repredentative James Bullock Clark of MisfouriXater a member of the Confedprate
Congress \presage about the Dbreservation off the Unidu?

he South; Yhat the accursed plagle of
slavdry does 1f; and that, therefore, non-sl veholders at the South should rise in [their
maj sty—pea&eably if they can, forcibly fif they must—tike their arms, subdu¢ the
slaveholders, drive out the plague of slivery, take possegsion of the country| and
dedjcate it to free labor.

That is the\ sentiment in the bo which these gehtlemen recomme d to
havg circulated gratuitously all over the South. Are such
thefdestinies of dur common countryf C
mafntenance of the integrity of the Cohsti

We ask none of their prayers.
hem, and if the only

e future punishment and mis Iy were {o receive
[sixty-eight] who signed thal recom endation,
ath, to sink into the nethermost Hell. [Lahghter.

Do gentlemen exp ey can distribute incendiary booNs, give incendiary
advice, advise rebellion) advige non-intercourse in all the relatio s of life, spread
such works broadcast ov € country, and not be taken to task Sor/ie I presume
that the South has sufficient self-respect; that it understands the effect of its institu-
tions well enough; that it has its rights, and dares to maintain them,

I should expect, after

3. James Hammond Proclaims Cotton King (1858)

As the resentment of the South rose, so did ifs confidence in its ability to stand alone as a
Confederacy, if need be. It rode through the panic of 1857 with Jlying colors; its enormous
exports of “King Cotton” overshadowed ail others from America. But the North
bave responded with the cry “Grass is King!”
book, the value of the North's hay crop, though consumed ar home, was greater than thar
of the South’s cotton crop. Yet Senator Hammonedl of South Carolina, a bombastic owner
of some three hundred slaves, voiced the cry “Cotton is King!” in this Jamous Senate
speech. He referred to the dangerous dependence of the enormous English textile industry
on the huge imports from the South. Whait were the problems with bis argument?

might well
For, as Helper pointed out in bis banned

Why,

sir, the South has never yet had a just cause of war. Every time she has
seized he

r sword it has been on the point of honor, and that point of honor has

3Congressional Globe, 35th Congress, 1st session (March 3, 1858), p. 961.
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been mainly loyalty to her sister colonies and sister states, who have ever since - -

plundered and calumniated her.

But if there were no other reason why we should never have a war, would any .

sane nation make war on cotton? Without firing a gun, without drawing a sword,
when they make war on us we can bring the whole world to our feet.

The South is perfectly competent to go on, one, two, or three years, withouf
planting a seed of cotton. I believe that if she was to plant but half her cotton, it
would be an immediate advantage to her. I am not so sure but that after three years'.
cessation she would come out stronger than ever she was before and better pre-
pared to enter afresh upon her great career of enterprise.

What would happen if no cotton was furnished for three years? I will not stop
to depict what everyone can imagine, but this is certain: old England would topple
headlong and carry the whole civilized world with her. No, sir, you dare not make
war on cotton. No power on earth dares make war upon it. Cotton is King!

0

[1t is not surprising that cotton should have deluded the South when the British

themselves conceded their fatal dependence. A writer in Blackwood's Edinburgh
Magazine (February 1851, p. 216) confessed: “We rest almost entirely on the
supplies obtained from a single state [nation]. No one need be told that five-sixths,
often nine-tentbs, of the supply of cotton consumed in our manufactures come
Jrom America, and that seven or eight thousand persons are directly or indirectly
employed in the operations which take place upon it. Suppose America wishes to bully
us, to make us abandon Canada or Jamaica for example, she has no need 1o go to
war. She bas only to stop the export of cotton for six months, and the whole of our
manufacturing counties are starving or in rebellion; while a temporary cessation of
profit is the only inconvenience they experience on the other side of the Atlantic. Can
we call ourselves independent in such circumstances?”] -

\ ' Thought Provokers ' l
1. A favorite

slave of t}
false? Johi

»

. In what respects did Hinton R. Helper help to chuse the¢/ Civil War? In what respects did
the “Cotton is King” complex cause the Civil War? been said that cotton was a king
who enslaved his subjects. Comment, ’

A. The Debc




